ATTACHMENT E



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

INITIAL STUDY

In accordance with the Environmental Policy Guidelines of the-City of Pasadena, this Initial Study provides
the assessment for a determination whether the project may have a significant effect on-the.\environment.

SECTION | - PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Title: | R ' Lower Hastings Ranch Development Standards
2. Lead Agency Name-and.Addres_s_: - City of Pasadena

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: Beilin Yu, Associate Planner

’ ' : : : 626.744.6726

4. Project LoCation'

The Lower Hasting Ranch Neighborhood is located in East Pasadena, south of Sierra Madre Boulevard
_ west of the City’s eastern most boundary, north of Sears Way and east of Rosemead Boulevard. The

neighborhood consists of approximately 600 residential properties, which were mainly developed

between the late 1940’s and early 1950 s with many homes having Ranch Style archltectural features

5. PrOJect Sponsor's Name and Addre_ss. City of Pasadena
6. General Plan Designation: - Low Density Residential »
7. Zoning: : RS-6-ND (Single-Family Residential, Neighborhood

Overlay District) zoning district
-.8 ' Description of the Project:

The Nelghborhood Overlay Dlstrlct was adopted in 1991 to create special development standards for
single-family additions in Lower Hastings Ranch. The City of Pasadena is preparing amendments to the .
City’s Zoning Code to update the Neighborhood Overlay District, which will create additional
development standards for residential additions within the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood. The
code amendments are mainly designed to ensure the scale of second-story additions is appropriate with
~ existing . development. Development standards that have been examined as part of this code
amendment lnclude height of front porches, and the helght size and setback of second story addltlons

In addition, the proposed code amendment includes the ability by the Zoning administrator to require the
construction of -a temporary frame ‘when a proposed second-story addition requests a Variance
application because it deviates from one or more development standards. This procedural amendment
will not be limited to the properties within. Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood, but will apply to all
v smgle-famlly propert|es within the Clty

- 9.~ Surrounding Land Uses and Settlng: (Briefly describe the project’s surroundings):-
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To the north of the neighborhood are Public/Semi Public land uses, such as. churches Field

- Elementary School, and La Salle Catholic High School. To the east are smgle-famlly residences in
the City of Sierra Madre. To the south and south east are general commercial land uses within
shopping centers :

10. Other publlc agencies whose approval is required (e.g. permlts fmancmg approval, or participation
agreement): The proposed code amendments are City-wide, and will change the regulations in

various parts of the Zoning Code. Other public agencies whose approval is required: ‘Approval by '

the City Council with a recommendatlon from the. Planning Commission is required.
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

Aesthetics " Geology and Soils | Population and Housing
: " Hazards-and _ . o
Agricultural Resources Hazardous Materials _Public Services
EPU Hydrology and Water : .
| Air Quality " Quality Recreation
Biological Resources Land Use and Planning| - Transportation/Traffic
‘Cultural ResOur‘ce‘s" - MIneraI Resources Utilities and Serwce-
: : ‘Systems
Ehergy |  Noise Mandatory;Flndmgsvof»
- - Significance

DETERMINATION (to be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluat|on

;-

* |1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a S|gn|f icant effect on the-environment, and a NEGATIVE X
‘ DECLARATION will be prepared .

I find that although the proposed project could have a S|gn|f' cant effect on the enwronment there will not be'
a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been
‘added to the pr0Ject A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a 3|gn|ﬁcant effect on the env_lronment', andan
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

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

| find that although the proposed prolect could have a significant effect on'the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE

| DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. v

Prepared By/Date - ' - Reviewed By/Date

Printed Name = . o Printed N'ame

| Negative 'Declar_ation/Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted on:

Adoption attested to by:
e " Printed name/Signature Date

Lower Hasting Ranch Code Amendment.................. Initial Study.......... P October 4, 201 0. IR Page 3



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)
3)

4)

5)

g

7

8)

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

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including’ off—S|te as well . as on-site, cumulatlve as weII as

“ project-level, indirect as well as. dlrect and construction as well as operatlonal impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a partlcular physical |mpact may occur, then the checkllst answers ‘must

indicate' whether the impact is potentially S|gn|f|cant less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant..
‘Potentially Significant Impact’ is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect is significant. If there are one or
more “Potent|ally Slgnn" cant Impact" entries when the determlnatlon is made, an EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Less. Than Significant With Mrtlgatlon Incorporated” applies where the |ncorporat|on of mltlgatlon
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
mcorporatmn of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less than Significant
Impact.” The Lead Agency must describe the mitigation measures and brleﬂy explain how they reduce the effect to a less -
than significant level (mitigation measures from Sectlon 21, “Earlrer AnaIyS|s may be cross-referenced)

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 Gwdellnes Section 15063( c)(3)(D).. Earlier
analyses are discussed in Section 21 at the end of the checklrst

a) .‘Earl|er Analysis Used Identrfy and state where they are ava|lable for review.

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

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the .
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier documents and the extent to WhICh address
SIte-specn" c cond|tlons for the project. '

Lead agencies are encouraged to lncorporate into the checklist references to information sources for- potentlal impacts -
(e.g., general plans, zoning. ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where
appropriate, mclude a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

'Suppomng lnformatlon Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or |nd|V|duaIs contacted should

be CIted in the d|scu35|on

The explanatron of each issue should identify:

.a) The signiﬂcance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b) The mitigation measurevidentiﬁe'd, if)any, to reduce the impact to less than significant
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Significant’

Potentially Unless Less Than
Sl?r:\“ﬁa(i:atnt Mitigation is Slﬁ:lfla%a;nt ’ No Impact .
P Incorporated P _

SECTION Il - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. BACKGROUND. o _
Date checklist submitted: November 3, 2010

Department.requiring checklist: Current Planning Division
Case Manager: ' o Berlrn Yu, Associate Planner

2. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (explanations of all answers are requrred)

Potentially .S'g:'lgz:"t Less Than
Significant AR gt n Significant ~ No Impact
: Mitigation is :
Impact : Impact
Incorporated :
3. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on ascenicvista? ( ) -
[] [ .0 KX

- WHY? The proposed code amendments include changes that will reduce the second story building
envelope, and limit the massing of front entry porches for single-family properties within the Lower Hastings
Ranch neighborhood. There are no proposed changes that will result in adverse impacts to views of the
San Gabriel Mountains, the Arroyo Seco, the San Rafael Hills, Eaton Canyon or other scenic vista. The
Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood is located in East Pasadena and not near any scenrc vrstas.
Therefore the proposed Code Amendments would have no |mpact to scenic vistas.

- b. Substant/ally damage scenic resources, lncludlng, ‘but not limited to, trees rock outcropplngs and
hlstorrc buildings within a state scenic highway? ( ) .

O O o 0=

WHY? The only de3|gnated state scenrc highway in the Crty of Pasadena is the Angéles Crest Hrghway
(State Highway 2), which is located north of Arroyo Seco Canyon in the extreme northwest portion of the
City. The Lower Hastings Ranch Neighborhood is not located within the vicinity of Angeles Crest Highway;
and thus, the proposed code amendments would have no impacts to a state scenic highway.

C. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the s)’t‘e and its sUrroundings? ( )
O O o X

- WHY? See response to 3a and 3b. The proposed code amendments erI limit the mass and allowed height
for second story additions. The proposed standards would also require a temporary pole or similar object
be installed to demonstrate the height of a structure when it proposes to exceed the allowed height limits in
single-family zone. This would be temporary and will be used to ensure surrounding properties are aware of
the proposed project. There are no proposed changes that will permanently -degrade the quality of
development. The revised standards are proposed to rmprove the quality of development in the area.
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Potentially Significant

Unless Less Than
Significant Mitiqation is Significant - No Impact
‘Impact g Impact
Incorporated , S

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

O O ‘D-"

WHY‘? The proposed code amendments are not site specific and will not result in creatlng a new source of
' substantlal light or glare See also responses 3a and 3b. o : ‘

!

4. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and
Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department. of Conservation as an optlonal model
to usein assessmg lmpacts on agnculture and farmland Would the project:.

~a.  Convert Prime Farmland Unique Farmland, or Farmiand of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
"as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monltonng Program of
‘the California Resources Agency, to non- agncultural use’? ( )

o 0 1. X
WHY? The Crty of Pasadena is a developed Urban area surrounded by hillsides to the north and northWest ‘
The western portion of the Clty contains the Arroyo Seco, which runs from north to south through the City.
The City contains no prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide lmportance as shown on
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping ‘and Monitoring Program of the Callfornla Resources
Agency

b. . Conflict with eXisting zoning for agricultural use, or a'WilIiamson Act contract? ()

o O O X

WHY? The C|ty of Pasadena has no land zoned for agricultural use other than commercial nursenes being
" allowed by right in the CG (General Commercial) and IG (General Industnal) zones and conditionally in the
CO (Office Commercial), CL (Limited Commercial), OS (Open Space) and PS (Public-Semi Public). Zonlng
Dlstncts Therefore there is no potentlal conflict with zoning for agricultural uses. '

C. Confllct wrth existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of forest land (as defined in Publlc Resources

~ Code Section 12220 (g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code .Section 4526), or
~ timberland zoned Timberland Product/on (as defined by Government Code Sectlon 51104 9)?

o o _:_nv X

WHY? There is no timberland or Timberland PrOdu'ction‘z_one in the City of Pasadena; therefore the
proposed project would not result in the loss of forest land, timberland or Timberland Production areas.

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use?

e [ L

' Lower Hasting-Ranch Code Amendment .................. Initial Study:................. October 4, 2010.................. Page 6

i



Potentially Significant

Unless . Less Than o
Significant Mitioation is Significant No Impact
Impact 9 Impact :
Incorporated

"WHY? There is no forest land in the Crty of Pasadena; therefore the proposed prOJect Would not result in
the conversron or loss of forest land. o

e. Involve other changes in the. existing environment, which, due to their location or nature, could
result in conversron of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? ()

D->’D_ P

WHY? There is no known farmland in the Clty of Pasadena therefore the proposed prOJect would not result
in the conversion of farmland to a non-agricultural use.

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

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? ()~
O O o 0K

WHY? The City of Pasadena is within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which is bounded by the San
Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San Jacinto Mountains. to the north and east, and the Pacific Ocean to the
“south and west. The air quality in the SCAB is managed by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD). ‘

The SCAB has a history of recorded air quality violations. and is an area where. both state and federal
ambient air quality standards are exceeded. Because of the violations of the California Ambient Air Quality
Standards (CAAQS), the California ‘Clean Air Act requires triennial preparation of an Air Quality
Management Plan (AQMP). The AQMP analyzes air quality on a regional level and identifies region-wide
attenuation methods to achieve the air quality standards. These region-wide attenuation methods include
regulations for stationary-source polluters; facilitation of new transportation technologies, such as low-
emission vehicles; and capital |mprovements such as park-and-ride faC|I|t|es "and publlc tranS|t
improvements.

" The most recently adopted plan is the 2007 AQMP, adopted on June 1, 2007. This plan is the South Coast
- Air Basin’s portion of the State Implementation Plan (SIP). This plan is de3|gned to achieve the five percent
annual reduction goal of the California Clean Air Act.

The SCAQMD understands that southern California is growing.  As such, the AQMP accommodates
population growth and transportation projections based on the predictions made by the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG). Thus, prolects that are conSIstent with employment and population
forecasts are consistent with the AQMP.

In addition to the region-wide AQMP, the City of Pasadena participates in a sub- reglonal air quality plan —
“the West San Gabriel Valley Air Quality Plan. This plan, prepared in 1992, is intended. to be a guide for the
16 participating cities, and identifies methods of improving air quality while accommodatlng expected
growth.
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Significant .

Potentially Unless Less Than -

Significant e Significant " No Impact
Impact Mitigation is Im act '

‘ P Incorp‘orated P

The proposed code amendments do not have the potential to promote growth since they do not increase the
height, density, gross floor area or other development standards. that wouid lead to greater intensity of
'development. These amendments would not interfere with the City’s ability to implement its air quality plan

b. Violate any air quality standard‘or contnbute to an existing or projected a/r_quallty v_/o/atlon? ( ) '
[ g oo X

WHY" The proposed code amendments include a vanety of changes to the existing single- family
~ development standards for the Lower Hastings Ranch Nelghborhood as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this
. document. These amendments would not violate an air quality standard or contribute to an existing or
projected air quality violation. The project does not propose -any new construction and the proposed
- amendments would not generate an mcrease in new construction which Would potentlally lead to an air
quallty vrolatlon : :

C. Result in a cumulatlvely considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for Whlch the prOJect
region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(/ncludlng releasmg emissions WhICh exceed quantltatlve thresholds for ozone precursors)? ( )

O g |:1

WHY? The proposed code amendments. include a variety of changes to the single-family development
standards for the Lower Hastings Ranch Nelghborhood, as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document.
These amendments-are not specific to a project. The proposed amendments will not result in a new -
increase in criteria pollutants as the amendments W|Il not increase the overall development standards within
the Zoning Code. : .

d. Expose sensitive receptbrs'to substantial pollutant chncentrations? ( )
L] o - o @ K

WHY? The proposed code amendments include a variety of changes to the srngle-famlly development :
standards for the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood, as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document.
These amendments are not site specific. The proposed amendments will not result in exposing new
sensitive receptors to_substantial pollutant concentrations as the amendments will not increase the overall
development standards W|th|n the Zoning Code.

‘e. Create objectlonable odors affect/ng a substantial number of people7 ( )
] ] ] X
WHY? The proposed code amendments include a variety of changes to the smgle-famrly development
standards for the Lower Hastings' Ranch neighborhood, as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document.
The amendments will not result in-objectionable odors..-New projects- will be reviewed in accordance with

the City’s Zoning Code and will be requwed to meet the performance standards for odors contalned in
Sectlon 17.40.090. :
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" Significant -

Potentially Unless Less Than _
Significant . e Significant No Impact
Imipact “Mitigation is Impact
pa Incorporated P —

6. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on ény species -
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or:
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

() | N
o o o =

WHY? The proposed code amendments include a variety of changes to the single-family development
. standards as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document. The amendments will not affect sensitive
 species -as the majority of residential zones are located in already developed urban areas. These
amendments are not site specific but will. result in additional development standards for single-family
structures in the Lower Hastings: Ranch neighborhood and these changes will not affect biological
resources. ‘ ’ - L ‘

b. Have a éubstahtia'l adverse effect on any riparian habitét or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? (. ) - - "

O - i N o

WHY? There are no designated natural communities in the City. The Final EIR for the 1994 Land Use and
Mobility Elements contains ‘the best available City-wide documented biological resources. This EIR
identifies the natural habitat areas within the City’s boundaries to be the upper and lower portions of the
‘Arroyo Seco, the City’s western hillside area, and Eaton Canyon. The proposed code amendments would
" not affect biological resources or sensitive natural communities within the City. See also response8.a. -

c. Have a substantial adverse effect of federally protected wetlands as definéd by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
. removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? (. ) '

S o o . o @ K

(WHY? Drainage courses with definable bed and bank and their adjacent wetlands are “waters of the United
States” and fall under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) in accordance with -
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Jurisdictional wetlands, as defined by the USACE are lands that,

" during normal conditions, possess hydric soils, are dominated by wetland vegetation, and are inundated
with water for a portion of the growing season. Pasadena is located in a developed urban area. There are
no known naturally: oceurring wetland habitats in the City of Pasadena. o B '

d. . Interfere substantially Wifh the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlite nursery sites? () ' ' ‘

O oo
| WHY? Pasadena is a developed urban area and these Zoning Code amendments do not ihvolve the

dispersal of wildlife.. There is no physical development proposed under this project, rather, they are updates
- to the existing single-family development standards for the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood to
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Potentiaily - Significant

Unless Less Than "
SI? nr:lf:;a;nt Mitigation is Slian:lfaccatnt .No Impact -
P Incor‘porated P

, mcorporate additional development standards for smgle-famlly reS|dent|aI additions. Therefore, there will be
no impacts to wildlife or their habltat :

ve.) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protectlng b/ologlcal resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? () .

o O O

WHY? ' The proposed code amendments include a varlety of changes to the smgle-famlly development
standards as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document. However, the amendments will not impact the
Tree Protection Ordinance. - Existing setbacks for additions and new housing are not proposed to be
modlfled Therefore; protected zones for trees will remain unchanged. ' '

f. Confllct with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) Natural Communlty
Conservat/on Plan (NCCP), or other approved local, reg/onal or state habitat conservatlon plan? .

() | T
o o O @ K

WHY? Currently, there are no adopted Habitat Conservation or Natural Community Conservation Plans |
within the City of Pasadena. There are also no approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plans. .

7. CULTURAL RESOURCES Would'the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse :change in the significance of a historical resource as deflned in
CEQA Guidelines Sect/on 15064.5? ( )

u - O oo <
WHY‘? The proposed code amendments will not impact the significance of any historical resource. - The

proposed amendments do not include any specific changes to the City’s Hlstonc Preservatlon ordlnance

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the SIgnlflcance of an archaeologlcal resource pursuant to
Sect/on 15064 57 ( )

[ L1 0 |

WHY? The proposed code amendments are not site specmc | They would have no impact to
. archaeological resources-and would not alter the way subsequent development proposals are reviewed for

archaeological resource impacts. The proposed changes will not encourage or require additional grading . .

for new single-family dwellings or addltlons to existing dwellings. Therefore, no impacts to archeological
resources would result. _ :

c. D/rectly or lndlrectly destroy a unique paleontolog/cal resource or site or unlque geologlc feature?

O oo <
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Significant Less Than’

Potentially
Significant Mit?gn;fiz?‘ is , Significant No Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact

WHY? The Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood is located in the urbanized portlon of Pasadena. The
proposed code amendments are revisions to development standards to improve the quality- of development
and would not directly or secondarily destroy a unique paleontologlcal resource or unlque geologic feature
and would have no related impacts.

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal ceremonies? ( )
o O O X

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments apply to smgle—famlly development Therefore, they would
_not-change the Clty s requ1rements for columbarlum s contained in Section 17.50.230 of the Zoning Code.

8. ENERGY. Would the proposal:
a. Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans? ( ')
O O O X
WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are only updates to the Zoning Code and do not conflict

with the 1983 adopted Energy Element of the General Plan. Projects are required comply with the energy.
standards in the California Energy Code, Part 6 of the California Building Standards Code (Title 24).

Measures to meet these performance standards may include high- efficiency Heating Ventllatlon and Air

Conditioning- (HVAC) and hot water storage tank equipment, lighting conservatlon features, higher than
required rated msulatlon and double-glazed windows. '

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

] [] O X
WHY? The ‘proposed code amendments include a-variety of changes to the .single- -family development
- standards for the Lower Hastings Ranch nelghborhood as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document.:

‘These amendments are only updates do not result in projects that will encourage the use of non- renewable :
resources in a wasteful and inefficient manner.

9. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a. 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 Spec:al :
Publication 42. () '

O 0 O x
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Significant Less Than |

Potentially , \
Significant .l.lnle.ss . Significant No Impact- .
Impact Mitigation is Impact :
P Incorporated P

WHY‘? Srnce the City of Pasadena is within a larger area traversed by active fault systems such as the
San Andreas and Newport-Inglewood 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 loosely compacted than bedrock,
and thus subject to greater rmpacts from seismic ground shakrng than bedrock

- The risk of earthquake damage is minimized because new structures are required to be built accordrng to
the Uniform Building Code and other applicable codes, and are subject to inspection during construction. -
Structures for human habitation must be designed to meet or exceed California Uniform Building Code
standards for Seismic-Zone 4. Conforming to these required standards will ensure the proposed project
would not directly or secondarily result in significant impacts due to strong seismic ground shaking. The
proposed Zoning Code amendments are only updates to reduce the bulk and mass of structures and will
not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects mcludrng the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving the rupture of a known fault. '

i Strong seismic ground shakl'ng?( ) .
o o O K
'WHY? See 9.a.i.

jii. Seismic-related ground failure, lncludmg Ilquefactlon -as delineated on the most recent Seismic
Hazards Zones Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or-based on other substantial-
evrdenoe of known areas of Ilquefactlon7 ( ) :

D..~ 0 o K

"WHY? The proposed code amendments include a variety of changes to. the single-family development

standards within the Lower Hasting Ranch nelghborhood as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document. -

- These amendments are not specific to a site, but are Crtywrde There are no specific projects associated
with the amendments. Any future development pl'O]eCtS must continue to be reviewed to ensure there are
no seismic related rlsks :

~iv.  Landslides as delmeated on the most recent Selsmlc Hazards Zones Map issued by the State -
Geologist for the area or based on other substant/al evidence of known areas of landslides?

( )
O o O X
WHY? These Zonrng Code Amendments apply to single-family development standards within the Lower
~ Hastings Ranch neighborhood. - Projects will be reviewed on a case by case basis to determine that they
meet the building code and other requirements that ensure that they are safe. The proposed amendments
will not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,

or death involving landslides.

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

o O m I
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Potentially Significant

Unless Less Than ,
Significant Mitiaation is Significant No Impact
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WHY? The proposed code amendments include a variety of changes to the single-family development
- standards within the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood, as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this
"document. When an applicant applies to construct any building, the specific impacts on soil erosion will be
reviewed. The displacement of soil through cut and fill will be controlled by Chapter 33 of the 2001
California Building Code relating to grading and excavation therefore there will be no impact.

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

] O " o X

WHY? The proposed amendments are not site specific, but are updates to the Zoning Code for the Lower
Hastings Ranch neighborhood.  The City of Pasadena rests primarily on an alluvial plain. To the north the
San Gabriel Mountains are relatively new in geological time. These mountains run generally east-west and
have the San Andreas Fault-on the north and the Sierra Madre 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 City lies on
the flat portion of the alluvial fan, which is expected to be stable. ‘ -

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code ( 1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property? () ' ' ’

O oo 0B’

WHY? According to the 2002 adopted Safety Element of the City’s General Plan Pasadena is underlain by
alluvial material from the San Gabriel Mountains. This soil consists primarily of sand and gravel and is in
the low to moderate range for expansion potential. The proposed Zoning Code amendments would have no
expansive soil-related impacts and would not alter the way subsequent development proposals are
reviewed for expansive soil-related impacts.. ' :

e. Have soils ‘incap'ablé of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative Wastewater
" disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater? ()

o o O K

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are not site specific but are amendments related to the
Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood. These amendments include updates to the code as detailed on
Pages 1 and 2 of this document. These amendments will not impact the ability of the City to review a
project to determine if the soil is incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems. : ' . : :

10.'-' GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would'the project:

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that méy have a significant
impact on the ‘environm'ent? ' : o
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WHY? The proposed amendments are not site specific, but are updates to the Zonlng Code development
standards for the Lower Hastings Ranch nelghborhood which will not directly |mpact Greenhouse gases
'(GHG) emissions. : :

b. Conﬂlot with any appllcable plan pollcy or regulat/on of an agency adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions-of greenhouse gases’)

o O B i R

WHY‘7 The proposed amendments are not site specific, but are updates to the Zoning Code development
standards-for the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood. As such, the proposed ordlnance will not conlfict:
: Wlth AB32, the ARB Scoplng Plan and the ARB Early Action Strategles :

11. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIA\LS. Would the project:

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the enwronment through the routme transport, use or
d/sposal of hazardous mater/als7 ( )

o o o @ ®

-WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments as described on Pages 1 and 2 and do not change the
mechanisms by which the City regulates the transport, use or dlsposal of ‘hazardous matenals _All new
' prolects would be continued to be reviewed for such |mpacts .

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

WHY’P The proposed Zoning Code amendments do not |nvoIve hazardous materials. Therefore, there is
no significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident
conditions, which could release hazardous material. In addition, the proposed Zoning Code amendments
would not alter the way subsequent development proposals are reviewed for hazard- related |mpacts and
would not change any regulatlons governing the handling of hazardous materlals

c. . Emit hazardous emtssrons or handle‘hazardous or aoutely-hazardous materials, substances, or.
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? ( )

O 0 o =

- WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments do not involve hazardous emissions or the handling of
' hazardous materials, substance, or waste. Therefore, the proposed project would have no hazardous
material related impacts to schools. In addition, the proposed Zoning Code amendments would not alter the

way subsequent development proposals are reviewed for hazardous material-related impacts and wouId not .

. change any regulatlons governing the handllng of hazardous 'materials. ’
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d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
" Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment? () ' .

[ [ - - K
WHY? The proposed Zonlng Code amendments are not site specific but rather changes to existing single- |

famlly development standards within the. Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood. Any future proposed project
* would be reviewed to determine whether they are on a list of hazardous. materials sites. The proposed

amendments would not alter the way subsequent development proposals are reviewed for hazardous

material-related impacts and would not change any regulatlons governing hazardous material sites.

~e. For a project located W/thln an alrport 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 pro;ect result ina safety hazard
. for people resrdlng or Workmg in the project area? ()

o o o

WHY? Pasadena is not within an arrport land use plan or wrthln two miles of a publlc airport or public use
airport. The nearest public use airport is the Bob Hope Airport in Burbank. Therefore, the proposed
amendments would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working ln the vicinity of an alrport
and would have no associated impacts.

f. For a project W/thln the vicinity of a private alrstr/p would the project result in a safety hazard for_
people resrd/ng or working in the project area’? ( ) :

O o o X

WHY? Pasadena is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore the proposed amendments would
not result in a safety hazard for people residing or worklng in the V|C|n|ty of a private airstrip and would have
no. associated impacts. : A _

| g. - Impair lmplementatlon of or physrcally lnten‘ere Wlth an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuatlon plan? () .

‘o0 o O @ N

WHY? These amendments would not result in any permanent or temporary physical barriers on ‘any -
existing public streets. To ensure compliance with zoning, building and fire codes, applicants are required
to submit appropriate plans for plan review prior to the issuance of a building permit. Adherence to these
- requirements ensures that the project will not have a significant lmpact on emergency response and
-evacuatlon plans.

h Expose people or structures to -a significant risk of loss, injury or death lnvolvmg wr/dland frres
including where Wlldlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where resrdences are intermixed with
wildlands? () : '
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AWHY'? The proposed amendments are only updates and will not expose people or structures to a
significant risk . or loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wrldlands are adjaoent to
,urbamzed areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands.

12. © HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

" a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? ( )
O o R R =

 WHY? The proposed amendments are not site specific and ‘do not amend the Zoning Code in such a way
to violate any water quality standards In addition, the proposed Zoning Code amendments would not alter
any waste discharge reqwrements and would not change any water quality-related plans or programs.

b Substant/ally deplete groundwater supplies or mten‘ere substantially wrth groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table
" level (e.g., the production rate of pre- exrstmg nearby wells would drop to a level which would not

' support exrstmg land uses or planned uses for WhICh permits have been granted)7 ( )

o o o X

~WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments would not result in the lnstallatlon of any groundwaterv
wells, and would not otherwise directly withdraw any groundwater. Therefore, the proposed Zoning Code
amendments would not physically interfere with any groundwater supplies. ‘Any project that is the result of
these amendments will use the existing water supply system provided by the Pasadena Department of
- Water and Power.

€. Substantially alter the exrstmg drainage pattern of the site or area mcludmg through the- alteration
o of the course ‘of a stream or river, m a manner, which would result in substant/al erosion or siltation -
‘on-or off site? (. )

o o o 0=

WHY’? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are updates to the Zoning Code only. Projects that require
a building permit will continue to be reviewed to determine if there is an alteration of the existing drainage’
patterns. Future projects are subject to NPDES requirements, including the County-wide MS4 permit and
- the City’'s SUSMP ordinance. In accordance with these requirements, the applicant would be required to
submit a plan to the City that demonstrates how the project will comply. with the City’'s SUSMP. To comply
with the SUSMP, the project must |mplement Best Management Practices (BMPs) that reduce water quality
impacts, including erosion and siltation, to. the maximum extent practicable. - Complying with the City’'s
'SUSMP and implementing the required BMPs will ensure that the any subsequent development projects
would not result in significant erosmn or siltation impacts due to changes to drainage patterns.

d. Substant/ally alter the existing dramage pattern of the site or area, including through the alterat/on
~ of the course of a stream or river, or substantially. increase the rate or amount of sun‘ace runoffin a
“manner, WhICh would result m flooding on- of off-site? ()
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- WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are not site specmc but rather propose to update the
‘existing single-family development standards for the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood. ‘Any project that
requires a building permit will continue to be reviewed to determine if there is an alteration of the existing
_drainage patterns. :

"e. Create or contribute  runoff water, Wh/ch would exceed the capac:ty of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial addltlonal sources of polluted runoff? ()

O O o @ =

- WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments do not propose any new development. Projects are

required to comply with the City's SUSMP ordinance to ensure that post—development peak storm water
runoff rates do not exceed pre-development peak storm water runoff rates. This ensures subsequent
development projects would not exceed the City’s existing storm drain system. Similarly, projects are
reviewed to ensure stormwater pollutants are properly regulated. Therefore, the proposed project would not
create runoff that would exceed the capacity of the storm drain system and would not provide a substantlal
addltlonal source of polluted runoff. :

N

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? ( )

O ] [] X
' WHY‘? Compllance with the: Cltys SUSMP ordmance will ensure stormwater pollutants for pl’OjeCtS would
not substantially degrade water qual|ty The proposed amendments to the Zoning Code would not change
. the applicability or substance of these requirements, and would therefore have no |mpact to water quality.
g.  Place housing Wn‘h/n a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard

Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or dam inundation area as shown in the City of Pasadena
adopted Safety Element.of the General Plan or other flood or inundation delineation map’) ( )

Ll O - L] X
WHY? The proposed -code amendments include changes to the single-family development standards for
the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood, as described on Pages 1 and 2 of this document. There are no
proposed changes related to flood hazard areas or flood plain management There is no new construction

proposed.

- h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, which would-impede or redirect flood flows?

) | |
0 o O K

WHY? See response 12 g. above.
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i. EXpose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? (

mE o X

WHY? See response 12 g. above. The proposed Zoning Code amendments would not have any impacts
related to exposing people or structures to flooding risks, including flooding as a result of the fallure of a
~ levee or dam. ‘

bl

_j. Inundation by seiche, tsqnami, or mudflow? () , ‘
uf O O X

WHY? The City of Pasadena is not located near enough to any inland bodies of water or the Pacific Ocean
* to be inundated by either a seiche or tsunami. For mudflow see responses to 9 Geology and Soﬂs a. iii
and iv regarding seismic hazards such as I|qU|fact|on and landslides.

_ 13. LAND USE AND PLANNING. >Wo_uld the project:
~a. Physically divide‘ an eXisting community? ()
o O "-|:‘| AR R

- WHY? The proposed Zonlng Code amendments are updates which are appllcable to single-family
development. They are not related to a specific development project and will not physically divide an
‘existing community. Further, there is no physical development proposed under this project, rather technlcal_
‘and procedural updates to the City’s Zoning Code. No adverse impact will. result

b. Confllct with any appllcable land use plan policy; or regulat/on of an agency with jurisdiction over -
the pro;ect (lncludlng, but not limited to the general plan, -specific. plan, or zonlng ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avordlng or mltlgatlng an environmental effect? (. )

o o o 00

WHY? Any amendments to the Zoning Code require that the City Council adopt a finding that the proposed
amendments are consistent with the City’s General Plan. The changes are being proposed to improve the
quality of residential development and the changes do not conflict with adopted plans, policies or .
regulations reIated to residential development .

C. Conflrct with any appllcable habltat conservatlon plan (HCP) or natural community conservatlon ,
plan (NCCP)’? ( )

o

o O o X

WHY? Currently, there is no adopted Habitat Conservation or Naturavaommunity Conservation Plans
within the City of Pasadena. There are also no approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plans
-in Pasadena. - :
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14.  MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project:

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region
and the residents of the state? ()

O O O

WHY? No active mining operations-exist in the City of Pasadena. There are two areas in 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. There is no
specific prOJect associated with these Zoning Code amendments therefore there will be no impact. -

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? ()

u o O X

WHY? The City’s 2004 General Plan Land Use Element does not identify any mmeral recovery sites within
* the City. Furthermore, there are no mineral-resource recovery sites shown 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. No active mining operations
exist in the City of Pasadena and mining is not currently allowed within ‘any of the City’s designated land
uses. Therefore, the proposed Zoning Code amendments would not have significant |mpacts from the loss .
of a locally important mlneral resource recovery site. See also response 13.a above ,

15. NOISE. Will the project result in:

a. Exposuré of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards esta'blished ‘in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? () '

O ] | ] KX
WHY? The proposed Zonlng Code amendments will not change any of the adopted N0|se regulations. The
v proposed Zoning Code amendments would also not expose persons to excessive noise. There is no new

{‘development proposed

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels? ()

o o O K

| WHY? The proposed amendments are only updates to single-family development standards and propose
no new development. The proposed Zoning Code amendments will not result in a generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or noise levels.
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. ¢. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project v:c:n/ty above levels
existing without the project? () ‘

N I s
WHY? See response to 15.a.

" d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in amblent noise levels in the pro;ect vicinity above -
levels existing without the project? () :

O o | o =

WHY" This prOJecf consists ef Zoning Code a.mendments for the single-family deve|ophent standards in
Lower Hastings Ranch nelghborhood there is no new development proposed W|th the amendments. There -
will be no change in noise levels. - , : :

.e. Fora pro;ect located within an alrpon‘ 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 expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? () -

] ] o @ 020X

WHY? There are no airports or airport land-use plans in the City of Pasadena. The closest airport is the
- Bob Hope Airport (formerly the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport), which is located more than ten miles -
from Pasadena in the City .of Burbank. Therefore, -the proposed project would not expose people to
excessive alrport related noise and would have no assomated |mpacts -

)

f. For a project Wlth/n the vicinity of a pr/vate alrstrlp, would the project expose people residing or
" working in the project area to excessive noise levels? () _

O o o K
WHY? There are no private-use airports or airstrips within or near the City of Pasadena.

" 16. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a. Induce substantlal population growth in an area, either directly (for example by propos:ng new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)? () :

O O o X
WHY? The proposed amendments are Ljpdates to eome specific residential standards and propose no new

development that would induce substantial population growth, and would have no related 3|gn|f|cant
impacts. : :
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b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housmg, necessn‘atmg the construction of replacement
. housmg elsewhere? ()

0 - o 0

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are updates to some speC|f|c residential standards and
propose no new development that would displace eX|st|ng housmg or necessitate -the construction of
replacement housing. :

. c. Displace substantlal numbers of people necessrtatmg the construction of replacement housmg
“elsewhere? ()

O o o X
' WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments -are updates to -some specific residential standards and

would not dlsplace substantlal numbers of people necessﬂatmg the constructlon of replacement housing.

17. PUBLIC SERVICES. W|II the project result in substantial adverse phyS|caI |mpacts assomated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered -
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant ¢ environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response tlmes or other performance objectlves for any of the public
services:

a. Fire Protection? ( )

<

) g o X

WHY? The project consists of amendments to the Zoning Code. These amendments are updates to'some -

specific residential standards and do not induce any growth by changing the density or other related L

development standards. Therefore, the proposed project would not S|gn|f|cantly impact f|re protection
services: See also Sectlon 10h of this document for W|Idf|re related impacts. .

b.. lerarles? ( )

o O =l

WHY? The City as a whole is well served by its Public Information (library) System and the project would
not significantly impact library services. See response in 17a.

- c. Parks? ( )f »
O o D X

~WHY? The project consists of amendments to the Zoning Code that are updates to somé specific
,resi_dential standards and will not induce increases in the usage of park space. '

d. Police Protection? ( )
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WHY? The project consists of amendments to the Zoning Code that are updates to some specific
residential standards.. Therefore the proposed project would not srgnlflcantly impact pollce protection
services.. , . A

“e. Schools? ( ) | |
O L i R -
_WHY‘7 The project. consists of amendments to the Zoning Code that are updates to some specific

~ residential development standards. There will be no impacts related to schools

- f.  Other publlc facrllt/es?( )
O o o '.

WHY? The project consists of amendments to the Zoning Code that are updates to some specrflc
residential development standards. There erI be no impacts related to public services.

18. REGREATION.

a. Would the project increase the use of existing ne/ghborhood and regional parks or other
‘recreational facilities such that substantlal physical deterlorat/on of the fac:llty Would occur or be -
accelerated‘? ( )

O O | IZI-" IR

"WHY? This project consists of updates to the Zoning Code that do not mduce an increase in population or
workforce employees. The project does not propose any new development and includes technlcal revisions
‘and changes to the Zoning Code. There will be no impacts to recreatronal facilities.

b Does the project include recreat/onal facrlltles or require the construct/on or -expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the envrronment? ( )

s

o O B R

- WHY? The proposed Zomng Code amendments will not include recreational facilities and will not require

the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore, the proposed project will not involve the
development of recreational facilities that would have an adverse effect on the envrronment and would
- have no associated impacts. : :

Lower Hasting Ranch Code Amendment........ PUUPT Inrt/al Study.................. October 4, 2010............... I. ..Page 22 .



- Significant Less Than

Potentially .
Significant . Mitlij;;;i?r is Significant . No Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact

19. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including
mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of -the circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections, streets, hlghways and freeways, pedestrian and b/cycle
paths, and mass transit? () : .

L O 0 ¢
WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are only updates to existing srngle-famlly development

standards within the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood, and is not related to a specific project. There is
~ no development proposed as part of the amendments and no associate Traffic and Transportation impacts..

~ b. Conflict W/th an applicable congest/on management program, including, but not limited to level of
service standards and travel demand. measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? () -

o O O

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are only updates to- existing single-family development
standards within the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood, and is not related to a specific project. There is
no development proposed as part of the amendments Therefore the proposed amendment will not conflict
W|th an appllcable congestion management program

c. Result in a change-in air traffic patterns, mcludmg either an increase /n traffic levels or a change in
/ocat/on that results in substantial safety nsks'P ( )

o o o =

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are not related to a specific site therefore not within an
. airport land use plan or within .two miles of a public airport of public use airport. Consequently, the
proposed project would not affect any airport facilities and would not cause a change-in the directional
patterns of aircraft. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact to air traffic patterns

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
mtersect/ons) or mcompatlble uses (e.g., farm equ:pment)? ( ) -

O 0 R s I -

WHY? The proposed code amendments are updates to Zoning Code development standards for the Lower

. Hastings Ranch neighborhood and are not related to a specific project that will result in an increase in ‘

“hazards due to a design feature. No changes to such standards are proposed under these amendments,
and any ‘development projects will continue to be evaluated to ensure there are no design features that may
cause a hazard. :

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? ()
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WHY? The proposed code amendments are updates to Zoning Code development standards for the Lower
Hastings Ranch neighborhood and are not related to a specific project that will result in. inadequate
emergency access. No changes to such standards are proposed under these amendments, and any
development projects will continue to be evaluated to ensure there are no impacts to emergency access.
- See also response 18 d . .

f. Result in /nadequate parklng capacn‘y? () , /
] O O X
WHY’? The proposed code amendments are updates to Zonrng Code development standards for the Lower
‘Hastings Ranch neighborhood and are not related to a specific project that will result in inadequate parking
- capacity. No changes to parking requirements are proposed ‘under these amendments, and any

development prOJects will continue to be evaluated to ensure compllance with parkrng reqwrements

-g. Conflict Wlth adopted polrcres plans, or programs regardmg public.transit, bicycle, or pedestnan
facilities, or otherwise decrease the pen’ormance or safety of such fac:lltles? ( )

O O O |
WHY? . The proposed code amendments’ are to Zoning Code development standards for the Lower
Hastings Ranch neighborhood. There is no change proposed in the Cltys Trip Reductlon Ordinance or
other programs supporting alternative modes of transportatlon :
- 20. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project'

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requrrements of the appllcable Reglonal Water Quality Control
Board?( ) : _

O - o ',-IZI"" X

WHY‘> The project, by |tself Would not generate wastewater since the project is technlcal changes to the
Zoning Code. ' The project does not propose any new development and would not involve release into the
wastewater treatment system. Therefore, the project would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements
of the appllcable Regional Water Quallty Control Board, and would have no associated impacts.

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the constructlon of WhICh could cause srgnlflcant environmental effects? ()

O o o RrR

WHY? The broposed project does not create any further demand on wastewater treatment facilities.
Therefore, the proposed project would not require or result in the construction or expansion of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities- off-site, and the project would have no associated |mpacts

Lower Hasting Ranch Code Amendment.................. Imtral Study.................. October 4, 2010......... U ...Page 24



Significant

Potentially O e Less Than |
Significant Mitigation is Significant No Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact

C. Requrre or result in the construction of new storm water dralnage facilities or. expans:on of ex:stlng
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant enwronmental effects? ()

= o O K

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments will 'n'ot‘ require the construction of new storm water
dralnage facilities or the expansion of existing facilities. : ' '

d. Have sufflCIent water. supplies available to _serve the project from eXIStlng entltlements and -
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? () :

o s T = R

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments are updates fo re3|dent|al development standards and do
not propose new development that could mcrease ‘the heed for water supplies.-

e. Resultin a determmatlon by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may serve the

. project that it has adequate capacity fo serve the pro;ects pro;ected demand in addition to the A

' prov:ders ex:st/ng commitments? () :

WHY? The proposed project conS|sts of Zonlng Code amendments and will not result-in an increase in the

demand for wastewater treatment. Therefore, the prolect would not result in insufficient wastewater service,

and would cause no related impacts. . : :

f. Be served by a landfill WIth sufficient permltted capacrty to accommodate the prOJects soI/d Waste
_ disposal needs’7 ( )

o o '>'lZl =

WHY? The proposed Zoning Code amendments would not require any additional SO|ld waste d|sposal
‘needs. The City of Pasadena is served primarily by Scholl Canyon landfil, Wthh is perm|tted through 2025,
and secondarily by Puente Hills, which was re-permitted in 2003 for 10 years. Therefore, this project would

cause no impacts related to solid waste dlsposal :

g. - Comply with federal state, and local statutes and regulatlons related to solid waste? ( )
I:l | o [l X

‘WHY?' In 1992, the City adopted the "Source Reduction and Recycllng 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 requirement through' Section 8.61 of the -
"Pasadena Municipal Code, 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 50 percent on both a monthly basis and annual basis. The project, by itself, will have no impact on
solid waste. Therefore, this project would not cause any significant impacts from confllctlng WIth statutes or

. regulatlons related to solid waste.
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Potentially Significant

Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation is Significant .. No Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact

- 21.  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 Gwdellnes
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). : :

| _ a) The tollowing document was used for analysis of the project’s environmental effects:
« General Plan and Final Program EIR

These documents are available for review at the Permit Center, 175 North Garfield Avenue

- between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on Monday. through Thursday and from 8:00-12:00
p.m. every Friday and the City Clerk’s Office Monday through Thursday from 7: 30 a.m. to 5:30
p-m. and every other Friday during the same hours.

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

c) . Mitigation Measures. None.

22. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. -

‘a. Does the pro;ect have the potentlal to degrade the quality of the environment, substantlal/y reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
perlods of Callfornla hIStOI’y or prehlstory’? ( )

S = = =)

" WHY? The proposed code amendmients will not have the. potentlal to degrade the quallty of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or ‘animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory because the proposed amendments are not site specific but
Citywide. No specmc project is part of the proposed amendments and no new development is proposed.

 Therefore, the prOJect will not substantially degrade the quality of the land, air, water mmerals flora fauna,’
'noise and objects of hlstorlc or aesthetic significance. :

?
) {

b. Does the pro;ect have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively consideraéle?

(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable

- when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future project? ( ) : :
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" Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant . Mitlijg;‘alfeif)i‘is - Significant No Impact
Impact Incorporated Impact
O o O X

WHY? The pl’OjeCt by itself, does not involve any new constructlon The project consnsts of amendments
' to the development standards for single-family residences located in the Lower Hastings Ranch
nelghborhood The proposed Zoning Code amendments WI|| not contrlbute to any cumulatlve impacts.

c. Does the pro;ect have enwronmental effects which will cause substantlal adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly? ()

| ufl o |

WHY? As discussed in Sections 5, 10, 11, and' 18 of this document, the proposed code amendments would
not expose persons to the hazards of toxic air emissions, chemical or explosive materials, flooding, or
: transportatlon hazards. Section 9 of this document explains that although residents of the City would be
exposed to typical southern California earthquake hazards, modern engineering practices would ensure that
geologic and seismic conditions would not directly cause substantial adverse effects on humans. In
addition, as discussed in Sections 3 Aesthetics, 12 Land Use and Planning, 14 Noise, 15 Population and
~ Housing, 16 Public Services, 17 Recreation, 18 Transportation/Traffic and 19 Utilities and Service Systems -
the project would not indirectly cause substantial adverse effects on humans. Therefore, the proposed .
project would not have a Mandatory Finding of Slgnlflcance due to environmental effects that could cause
substantial adverse effects on humans. :
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INITIAL STUDY’REFERENCE DOCUMENTS
vDoc'ur'nent

Alqurst -Priolo Earthquake Fault. Zoning Act; California Public Resources Code, revised January 1,

. 1994 official Mt. Wilson, Los Angeles and Pasadena quadrant maps were released March 25, 1999

'CEQA Air Quality Handbook, South Coast Air Quality Management District, revised 1993
East Pasadena Specific Plan Overlay District, Clty of Pasadena Plannlng and Development

" Department, codified 2001 :
" Energy Element of the General Plan, City of Pasadena adopted 1983

Fair Oaks/Orange Grove Specific Plan Overlay District, City- of Pasadena Plannrng and
' Development Department codified 2002 _
Final Environmental Impact: Report (FEIR) Land Use and Mobility Elements of the General Plan,
Zoning Code Revisions, and Central District Specific Plan, City of Pasadena certified 2004
2000-2005 Housing Element of the General Plan, City of Pasadena, -adopted 2002.
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 17.71 Ordinance #6868

* Land Use Element of the’ General Plan, City of Pasadena, adopted 2004

Moblllty Element of the General Plan, City of Pasadena, adopted 2004

Noise Element of the General Plan, Clty of Pasadena, adopted 2002 :

Noise Protection Ordinance Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 9 36 Ordlnances # 5118, 6132,
6227, 6594 and 6854 ,

North Lake Specific Plan Overlay Dlstrlct Clty of Pasadena Plannrng and Development
Department, Codified 1997 . , '
Pasadena Municipal Code, as amended :
Recommendations On Siting New Sensitive Land Uses, California Air Resources Board May 2005
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, “Growth Management Chapter Southern Callfornla
Association of Governments; June 1994

Safety Element of the General Plan, -City of Pasadena adopted 2002

Scenic Highways Element of the General Plan, City of Pasadena, adopted 1975

Seismic Hazard Maps, California Department of Conservation, official Mt. Wilson, Los Angeles
-and Pasadena quadrant maps were released March 25 1999. The prelrmlnary map for Condor

Peak was released in 2002.

South Fair Oaks Specific Plan Overlay District Plannlng and Development codified 1998

State of California “Aggregate Resource in the Los Angeles Metropolitan Area” by David J. Beeby,
. Russell V. Miller, Robert L. Hill, and Robert E. Grunwald, Miscellaneous map no. .010, copyrlght
1999, California Department of Conservation, Division-of Mines and Geology

Storm Water and Urban Runoff Control Regulations Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 8.70
Ordinance #6837

Transportation Impact Review Current Practice and Gurdellnes City of Pasadena August, 2005
‘Tree Protection Ordinance Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 8.52 Ordinahce # 6896

West Gateway Specific Plan Overlay District, City of Pasadena Plannlng and Development
" Department codified 2001

Zoning Code, Chapter 17 of the Pasadena Municipal Code
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION

City of Pasadena

Planning Division - .

175 N. Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, California 91101-1704

PROJECT TITLE Zoning Code Amendments to the Lower Hastlngs Ranch Development Standards
PROJECT APPLICANT: City of Pasadena ‘

PROJECT CONTACT PERSON: Beilin Yu . .
ADDRESS: City of Pasadena, Planning -and Development Department Current Plannlng Section, 175
North Garfield Avenue, Pasadena, Callforma 91101

" TELEPHONE: 626.744.6726 -

PROJECT LOCATION: City of Pasadena (citywide)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The Neighborhood Overlay District was -adopted in 1991 to create special development standards for = -

single-family additions in Lower Hastings Ranch. The City of Pasadena prepared amendments to the
City’s Zoning Code. to update the Neighborhood Overlay District, which will create additional development
standards for residential additions within the Lower Hastings Ranch neighborhood. The code
amendments are designed to ensure the height and scale of front porches, entry ways, and second story
'addltlons is appropriate with eX|st|ng development

In addition, the proposed code amendment includes the reqwrement of the construction of a temporary
massing frame when a proposed second-story addition requests a Variance application because it
deviates from one or more development standards. This procedural amendment will not be limited to the
properties within Lower Hastings Ranch nelghborhood but will apply to all single-family propertles within
the Clty

No new construction or specific project is proposed as part of the code amendments.

APPROVALS NEEDED: ' k
The Planning Commission conducted a public hearing and recommended approval of the proposed
amendments and the Negative Declaration on December 8, 2010. The City Council adopted the Negatlve
Declaration concurrent with approval of the Zoning Code Amendments on March 14, 2011.



FINDING
On the basis of the initial stpdy on file in the Current Planning Office:
X The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment.
The proposed project COULD have a significant effect on the environment, however there wnll not
be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation-measures described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Program on file in the Planning Division Office were ‘adopted to reduce the potential

impacts to a level of insignificance.

- The proposed project MAY have a significant. effect on the enwronment and an-
. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is requnred

Completed by: Beilin Yu ' Determmatlon Approved
Title: Associate Planner - : Title:
Date: March 18, 2011 . - Date:

- PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD November 18, 2010 to December 8, 2010
COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT: ___ - Yes _X No

INITIAL STUDY REVISED: _ Yes _X_No
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