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AGENDA 
 
 
 

MEETING MINUTES 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 8, 2013 
Regular Public Meeting, 6:30 p.m. 
Council Chambers, Room S249 

100 N. Garfield Avenue, Pasadena CA 91101 
 

 
1. ROLL CALL - Chair Hall called the meeting to order at 6:32 p.m. 

Present: Commissioners Nelson, Hansen, Farhat, Jones, Wendler, Hickambottom, Norton, and 
Chair Hall 
Excused: Vice-Chair Persico 
Staff: David Reyes, Theresa Fuentes, Denver Miller, and Julia Garzon  
  

2. PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA  
   

3. DIRECTOR’S REPORT - Commissioner Jones asked for a brief overview of what was decided at 
the City Council meeting April 29, 2013 regarding the General Plan.  David Reyes reported that 
the City Council directed staff to prepare an EIR with very specific cap numbers, both with 
regards to residential and commercial development throughout the City.  Staff is reviewing the 
process to determine which direction to proceed and how to start the EIR scoping process, which 
is anticipated to start this summer.  Commissioner Jones requested that staff provide a report to 
the Commission as an informational item. 

 
4. ACTION ITEM   

a. New Project for Inclusion in the Recommended Capital Improvements Program (CIP) FY2014-
2018 and General Plan Consistency Findings  

 
Denver Miller conveyed to the commission that this item has been pulled from the agenda at the 
request of the Public Works Department. 
 

 5. CONTINUED ITEM 
a.  Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory 
 
Denver Miller introduced Shawna Callery of Rincon Consultants who gave a Powerpoint 
presentation. 
 
Public Comment:  
Kevin Lee, a Pasadena resident, would like to set aggressive target caps for the climate action 
plan with the reductions focusing on transportation. 
 
Nina Chomsky, a Pasadena resident, would like the climate action plan to go through a very 
carefully drawn and specific process.  She would like to know if there is a City budget or a 
timeline.  Regarding the Rose Bowl, she does not think that stalled traffic is accurately accounted 
for on the roads heading into the Rose Bowl.  Is the rest of the traffic throughout the City, i.e. 
traffic at 5 pm weekdays, reflected in the study correctly?  She thinks maybe the City will reduce 
the amount of cars going into the Arroyo through mitigation, or introduce clean operating shuttles.  
She would appreciate more reaction on how traffic really works.  She challenges the wording 
“peer review” used at the meeting on April 27, 2013.  The traffic study for the Rose Bowl is under 
legal review and should not be considered or counted upon for review. 
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David Czamanske, a Pasadena Group of Sierra Club, he is interested in reducing the City’s 
greenhouse gas emissions production.  In September of 2006 the Mayor’s Action Plan was 
signed, we are halfway to 2020 where we are supposed to have met some of these targets.  The 
forecast seems to indicate that instead of reducing greenhouse gases, we are actually increasing 
them.  He would like to urge that the Planning Commission urge the City Council to give priority to 
prepare the City’s climate action plan so that the community can move forward.  He also wanted 
to know if the City’s Green City Action Team still existed. 
 
Deep Patel, founder of Gigowatt Company, he reviewed the inventory and found that 2.2 million 
dollars goes to energy costs related to street lights.  He recommended a solution tested by the 
City of Los Angeles, it is a solar panel that attaches to a street light pole and sends power back to 
the utilities distribution grid.  He and his company would like to establish a testing project in this 
City. 
 
Robert Haw, with the Pasadena Chapter Citizens Climate Lobby, would like to clarify the name of 
the CalTech staff person was John Onderdonk, he is the sustainability manager at Caltech.  He’s 
on staff and does have knowledge regarding sustainability issues.  He believes it is important to 
go to the next step which is to get the climate action plan approved and started.  
 
Action: 
Commissioner Farhat moved staff’s recommendation to the City Council with the following three 
additional points: 

1. The Council report clarify in its discussion what is the base line year; 
2. Appendix D be clarified to identify which measures are included the business as usual 

and which ones does the City get credit for; and 
3. The City Council appropriate funds to develop a climate action plan on an expedited 

basis. 
 

Commission Hansen asked for a friendly amendment to include a requirement that a specific 
timeline for the Climate Action Plan be established that shows the stages that various milestones 
would be completed, this amendment accepted by Commissioner Farhat, seconded by 
Commissioner Norton, amended motion approved unanimously.  

 
 6. COMMENTS AND REPORTS FROM STAFF  
  

7. COMMENTS AND REPORTS FROM COMMISSION - None 
  
8.  COMMENTS AND REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES  

 Design Commission - Commissioner Hansen - No report. 

 Board of Zoning Appeals - Commissioners Norton, Farhat, Jones, Persico, and 
Hickambottom - No meeting.  

 CIP Subcommittee - Commissioners Nelson and Chair Hall - No meeting. 

 General Plan Update Advisory Committee - Commissioners Hall and Nelson - No meeting. 
 
 9. ADJOURNMENT - Chair Hall adjourned the meeting at 8:05 pm. 
 

 
 

        
 


