McMillan, Acquanette (Netta)

From: myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com

Sent: Friday, February 27, 2026 4:43 PM

To: PublicComment-AutoResponse

Subject: Parishioner Concerns About 1364 E. Green Street
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DolT portal.

Re: Parishioner Concerns About 1364 E. Green Street
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

| am writing as a Catholic parishioner concerned about the proposed development at 1364 E. Green
Street and its impact on our church community. Our parish is a sacred place of worship, sacrament, and
service. Catholic Social Teaching reminds us that decisions affecting our city must serve the common
good and protect human dignity (Gaudium et Spes). These values depend on a surrounding environment
that is safe, accessible, and respectful of sensitive uses like churches. While | support Pasadena’s
commitment to innovation and institutions such as Caltech, this project has not demonstrated that it
can operate safely at this location or at the scale proposed. Approving it without a full environmental
review, and at a height beyond what was envisioned for this street, raises serious concerns for
parishioners—especially families, children, and elderly members of our community. | respectfully urge
the City Council to require that this project comply with the East Colorado Specific Plan’s 51-foot height
limit and undergo a thorough environmental review. Doing so would reflect true stewardship, respect for
faith communities, and a commitment to the common good. Please grant the appeal and allow this
project to return in a form that honors safety, community, and the vital role our parish plays in Pasadena.

Sincerely,
Valerie Plump

Altadena, CA 91001 Constituent
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Re: A Parishioner’s Concern About Our Church and 1364 E. Green Street
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

I’m writing as a longtime parishioner who comes to Mass every week and cares deeply about our church.
For many of us, this parish is a second home. It’s where | come to pray, to find some quiet, and to feel at
peace. Our church is also a beautiful and historic building designed by Roland Coate, and it means a
great deal to those of us who have worshipped here for many years. | understand that Pasadena wants to
grow and support new development, and | respect that. But I’m very worried about the proposed project
at 1364 E. Green Street and what it could mean for people like me. Construction often starts as early as
7:00 in the morning, and the noise, trucks, and ground shaking would make it hard to attend Mass,
especially for older parishioners. It’s difficult to pray when there’s loud construction outside, and | worry
about Masses, funerals, and weddings being interrupted. I’m also concerned that vibration could affect
our historic church building. It was never meant to be next to a large project like this. As Catholics, we’re
taught to look out for one another and to do what’s best for the common good. | don’t feel that approving
this project without a full environmental review does that. I’'m simply asking the City Council to slow this
down, require a proper environmental review, and ensure the project complies with the 51-foot height
limit in the East Colorado Specific Plan. Please let this project come back in a form that respects our
church, our worship, and the people who come here every week. Thank you for taking the time to listen to
a parishioner who just wants to keep my cherished church peaceful and the spiritual place it was
intended to be.

Sincerely,
Tamara Maimon

Los Angeles, CA 90039 Constituent
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Subject: Community Concerns About 1364 E. Green Street
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Re: Community Concerns About 1364 E. Green Street
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

| am writing as a Pasadena resident, Pasadena City College (PCC) student and PCC employee who is
very concerned about the proposed development at 1364 E. Green Street and what it could mean for the
neighborhood including its surrounding businesses, housing, schools, child development center, and
faith community. | support Pasadena’s vision for innovation and economic growth, and | value the
contributions of institutions like Caltech. However, growth should never come at the expense of the
places that anchor our community. The proposed project has not demonstrated that it can operate
safely at this location, nor that it is appropriately scaled for a street shared with a church, a community
college child development center or neighboring businesses and housing areas. Approving it without a
full environmental review, and at a height beyond what was envisioned for this area, puts all of us at risk.
Traffic, noise, air quality, and safety are not abstract concerns for us. They affect how people arrive for
worship, how children and elders move through the neighborhood, and how the adjacent church and the
child development center, and neighboring businesses serves the broader community. A redesigned
project that respects the East Colorado Specific Plan’s 51-foot height limit and undergoes thorough
environmental review would show care for both innovation and the people who live, worship, study,
serve and are employed here. As it is right now it is already difficult to find parking for PCC students and
staff along Green Street and traffic gets congested around drop off and pick up times at the surrounding
schools and child development center. Even with Pasadena City College parking lots down the street,
these can also be filled and congested which creates a strain on students and employees walking to the
PCC building that houses the Child Development Center and other important departments that serve the
students and our community. Approving this project as proposed would send an unfair and painful
message—that churches and childcare facilities can be treated as afterthoughts in Pasadena’s growth. |
know that | have spent years as a housing advocate and even getting plans to be changed for approval of
affordable houses in our city does not come quickly or easily . | don’t think it should be easier for a
building of this magnitude to be permitted an allowance without safer code compliant specifications
being met. Therefore, | urge you to grant the appeal and allow this project to return in a form that reflects
not only economic ambition, but compassion, stewardship, and respect for our shared community
values and safety.

Sincerely,
Heather Richardson
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Pésadena, CA 91106 Constituent
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Re: Ensure Responsible Growth at 1364 Green Street
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

I am a resident who supports thoughtful development, world-class innovation, and the important role
institutions like Caltech play in our beautiful city. | believe Pasadena can continue to grow and thrive. At
the same time, growth must be safe, transparent, and compatible with the neighborhoods in which itis
proposed. | am concerned that the proposed R&D project at 1364 E. Green Street has not been
adequately demonstrated to be safe, given its location next to a grade school, an active church,
childcare center, and established residential neighborhoods. The environmental review does not appear
to sufficiently address potential health, traffic, and quality-of-life impacts on these sensitive uses.
Growth should never come at the expense of students, parishioners, families, and neighbors who rely on
these spaces every day. | respectfully ask the City Council to require a full environmental analysis before
the project moves forward. Decisions of this magnitude should be grounded in clear, thorough
information so the community can have confidence that impacts are fully understood and responsibly
addressed. | also encourage the Council to revisit the November 2023 General Plan modification that
allowed R&D facilities citywide. R&D facilities with increased height allowances should be concentrated
along established commercial corridors such as Fair Oaks, Colorado, and Lake areas designed to
accommodate larger-scale development—rather than on streets directly adjacent to residential
neighborhoods. Pasadena’s long history of careful planning is one of its strengths. | urge you to ensure
that growth enhances our community, protects neighborhood livability, and maintains public trust in the
planning process. Thank you for your service and your consideration.

Sincerely,
Alia Alshoushi
Boicie s ~
Duarte, CA 91010 Constituent
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To: PublicComment-AutoResponse
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Re: Uphold Planning Standards at 1364 E. Green Street
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

| support research, innovation, and Pasadena’s continued economic vitality. However, land-use
decisions must be consistent with neighborhood planning principles and public safety standards. The
1364 E. Green Street project proposes a 79-foot, 93,539-square-foot laboratory adjacent to a grade
school, childcare center, a church and nearby homes. Although described as fostering startups, the
majority of the facility is intended for a large biotechnology company. Despite its intensity and location,
the project is advancing under a CEQA exclusion, avoiding a full Environmental Impact Report. This
approach leaves unresolved questions about environmental, traffic, and health impacts. Responsible
development should require a complete Environmental Impact Report for projects of this magnitude and
ensure compatibility with surrounding residential and community uses. Recent code amendments may
permit greater height and intensity, but permission does not equal prudence. Pasadena’s long-term
planning integrity depends on careful review and contextual development. | ask the City Council to
require a full Environmental Impact Report and ensure that this project aligns with the safety, scale, and
character of the surrounding neighborhood. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Kelly OBrien

] (. \

Pasadena, CA 91106 Constituent
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Re: Questioning City Priorities Regarding Development Next to St. Philip the Apostle School
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

Why is the City advancing a major construction and R&D project directly next to an active elementary
school and church, and whose interests are being prioritized in allowing it to proceed thisfar? lam a
parent of a child at St. Philip the Apostle School, writing out of deep concern regarding the proposed
development at 1364 E. Green Street. Placing prolonged construction, increased traffic, and an R&D
facility with unclear research uses immediately adjacent to children raises serious questions about
judgment, oversight, and public responsibility. Parents expect the City to exercise heightened caution
when decisions affect schools and residential neighborhoods. Instead, this project appears to have
moved forward with limited transparency and without clear, publicly demonstrated assurances that
children’s safety and daily well-being come first. It is reasonable to ask why this location was considered
acceptable at all, and why safeguards were not firmly established before progress was made. | respect
the role of the City Council and acknowledge Caltech’s contributions to Pasadena. However, economic
or institutional interests should never outweigh the obligation to protect children. | urge the Council to
pause this project, require a comprehensive safety and environmental review, and seriously reconsider
whether this site is appropriate for high-intensity development. The community is watching closely and
expects decisions rooted in accountability, sound judgment, and a clear commitment to families—not
expediency.

Sincerely,
Chantal Rosales

| Pasadena, CA 91104 Constituent
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From: myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com

Sent: Saturday, February 28, 2026 8:14 AM

To: PublicComment-AutoResponse

Subject: Require Mitigation at Hill & Del Mar Before Approving Additional Traffic

[ ¢+ ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

Re: Require Mitigation at Hill & Del Mar Before Approving Additional Traffic
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

| am writing as a Pasadena resident and supporter of responsible, safety-first planning. The City’s own
analysis acknowledges that the southbound left-turn pocket at Hill and Del Mar is currently operating at
LOS F, with approximately 620 feet of documented overflow during peak periods. This is not speculative.
Itis an existing operational failure. Yet the proposed Research & Development project at 1364 E. Green
Street would add approximately 1,036 daily vehicle trips to this corridor — without requiring mitigation of
this known deficiency. Before adding more traffic, the City should correct what it already knows is failing.
While Pasadena continues to invest in new greenways and bicycle infrastructure, a documented LOS F
vehicle movement remains unresolved. Multimodal investments are important, but they do not eliminate
the responsibility to repair critical operational failures — especially near school corridors. Additionally,
while morning school drop-off was studied, afternoon pick-up — when pedestrian activity and queue
spillbacks are significant — was not fully evaluated. Approving additional traffic without a complete
peak-hour analysis undermines public confidence in the review process. This is not about opposing
development. It is about sequencing growth responsibly. | respectfully urge the City to: ® Require
mitigation of the existing LOS F condition at Hill & Del Mar ¢ Conduct full peak-hour operational analysis,
including school pick-up ¢ Ensure trip assumptions accurately reflect R&D use ¢ Consider routing access
to higher-capacity corridors rather than concentrating traffic on constrained residential streets Fix what
is failing before adding more strain. That is responsible governance. That is sound planning. And that is
what residents expect.

Sincerely,
filippo fanara

Sasadena, CA 91104 Constituent
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From: myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com

Sent: Saturday, February 28, 2026 8:38 AM

To: PublicComment-AutoResponse

Subject: Require Mitigation at Hill & Del Mar Before Approving Additional Traffic
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Re: Require Mitigation at Hill & Del Mar Before Approving Additional Traffic
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

| am writing as a Pasadena resident and supporter of responsible, safety-first planning. The City’s own
analysis acknowledges that the southbound left-turn pocket at Hill and Del Mar is currently operating at
LOS F, with approximately 620 feet of documented overflow during peak periods. This is not speculative.
Itis an existing operational failure. Yet the proposed Research & Development project at 1364 E. Green
Street would add approximately 1,036 daily vehicle trips to this corridor — without requiring mitigation of
this known deficiency. Before adding more traffic, the City should correct what it already knows is failing.
While Pasadena continues to invest in new greenways and bicycle infrastructure, a documented LOS F
vehicle movement remains unresolved. Multimodal investments are important, but they do not eliminate
the responsibility to repair critical operational failures — especially near school corridors. Additionally,
while morning school drop-off was studied, afternoon pick-up — when pedestrian activity and queue
spillbacks are significant — was not fully evaluated. Approving additional traffic without a complete
peak-hour analysis undermines public confidence in the review process. This is not about opposing
development. It is about sequencing growth responsibly. | respectfully urge the City to: ¢ Require
mitigation of the existing LOS F condition at Hill & Del Mar ¢ Conduct full peak-hour operational analysis,
including school pick-up ¢ Ensure trip assumptions accurately reflect R&D use ¢ Consider routing access
to higher-capacity corridors rather than concentrating traffic on constrained residential streets Fix what
is failing before adding more strain. That is responsible governance. Thatis sound planning. And that is
what residents expect.

Sincerely,
Denise Hornick

PASADENA, CA 91107 Constituent
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Subject: Prioritize Safety — 1364 E. Green Street
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Re: Prioritize Safety — 1364 E. Green Street
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

As someone who cares deeply about Pasadena’s families and neighborhoods, | support innovation —
but not at the expense of safety. Development must reflect the needs of the people who live and learn
here. The proposed 79-foot laboratory at 1364 E. Green Street would sit steps from a TK-8 school,
homes, and a historic church. While presented as part of a startup ecosystem, most of the space is
slated for a large outside biotech company. Itis troubling that a project of this scale, in such close
proximity to children, is moving forward without a full Environmental Impact Report. By proceeding under
a CEQA exemption, the City is allowing significant safety and traffic concerns to go unstudied. Pasadena
residents should expect a full and transparent Environmental Impact Report with careful review of
health, safety, and traffic impacts before approval. Our city can champion scientific advancement while
still protecting children and neighborhoods. | urge the City Council to require a full review and ensure this
project truly safeguards the surrounding community. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Yvette Uy

Pasadena, CA 91107 Constituent
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McMillan, Acquanette (Netta)

From: myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com

Sent: Saturday, February 28, 2026 9:32 AM

To: PublicComment-AutoResponse

Subject: Responsible Growth and Fiscal Stewardship at 1364 E. Green
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Re: Responsible Growth and Fiscal Stewardship at 1364 E. Green
Mr. Mark Jomsky,

| supportinnovation and responsible development in Pasadena, including Caltech’s continued success.
But growth must be thoughtfully placed — especially when it is adjacent to a grade school, a church, and
established homes. The proposed project at 1364 E. Green sits in a sensitive neighborhood setting and
along a corridor where traffic operations are already strained, including the documented LOS F condition
at the southbound left-turn pocket at Hill and Del Mar. Before increasing height and adding traffic
intensity, the City should ensure existing deficiencies are addressed and fully analyzed. This is also a
matter of fiscal responsibility. Taxpayer dollars should prioritize documented infrastructure needs and
operational failures before layering on additional impacts that may require further public expense.
Sequencing improvements wisely protects both safety and public investment. If enhanced R&D
standards are appropriate, they belong on established commercial corridors like Fair Oaks, Colorado,
and Lake — areas designed to absorb greater scale — not next to residential streets such as Green,
Holliston, and Catalina. A 51-foot height limit and a thorough environmental review are reasonable
safeguards for this location. Pasadena can grow — but it should do so in the right places, and in the right
order.

Sincerely,
Charles Raymond

.Pasadena, CA 91106 Constituent
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