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CITY OF PASADENA
100 NORTH GARFIELD AVENUE
PASADENA, CA 91101-1704
INITIAL STUDY
In accordance with the Environmental Policy Guidelines of the City of Pasadena, this analysis, the associated
“Master Application Form,” and/or Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) and supporting data constitute the
Initial Study for the subject project. This Initial Study provides the assessment for a determination whether the
project may have a significant effect on the environment.

1.0

PROJECT INFORMATION

1.

Project Title:

City of Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance
Facility

2.

Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Pasadena, Department of Public Works, City
Hall
100 North Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101

3.

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Hayden Melbourn, PE, (626) 744-7345, City of
Pasadena, Department of Public Works

4.

Project Location:

2180 East Foothill Boulevard [one 0.76-acre parcel
(APN 5746-025-907) bounded by East Foothill
Boulevard on the north and East Walnut Street on the
south, and approximately 155 feet east of North Craig
Avenue], City of Pasadena, Los Angeles County. See
Figure 1.0-1 for a regional location map and
Figure 1.0-2 for project location map.

5.

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

City of Pasadena, Department of Public Works, City
Hall
100 North Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101

6.

General Plan Designation:

Low Commercial (0.0 – 1.0 FAR)

7.

Zoning:

Commercial General (CG) Zoning District
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Figure 1.0-1
REGIONAL LOCATION
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Figure 1.0-2
PROJECT LOCATION
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8. Description of the Project:
Project Objective and Purpose
The proposed project would involve demolition of existing structures on the project site and construction of a
new Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility (TOMF) to support the operations and maintenance of
Pasadena Transit and Pasadena Dial-A-Ride, which provide bus transit and paratransit services.
The Pasadena Transit fixed-route bus system has six routes currently operating with a fleet of 25 fixed-route
buses. Pasadena Dial-A-Ride paratransit services currently has 11 vehicles (with a future projection of 15
vehicles) that serve Pasadena, San Marino, and the unincorporated areas of Altadena, East San Gabriel,
Kinneloa, and Chapman Woods. In fiscal year 2017, the fixed route fleet is anticipated to grow to 30 vehicles
and the paratransit fleet is anticipated to include two additional revenue service minivans. The proposed TOMF
is needed to continue service and to improve Pasadena Transit operations. The project would accommodate
the anticipated growth and provide an up-to-date maintenance facility. It should be noted that the anticipated
growth in the transit fleet is not part of the proposed project; the new maintenance facility would be needed
even without such growth.
Project Overview and Design Features
The proposed project would involve the construction of an approximately 25,920-square-foot, three-story bus
maintenance and operations facility and a 59,980-square-foot three-level parking structure for public transit
bus/van and employee parking, for a total of 85,900 gross square feet. The bus maintenance and operations
facility will be approximately 45 feet high.
The project site consists of 33,171 square feet of land area with frontage on East Foothill Boulevard in the north
and on East Walnut Street in the south. The site is currently developed with a 3,623-square-foot former
restaurant building, which is currently used by the Pasadena Fire Department for storage. Other site
improvements include two property line fences, a concrete block wall, and two low planters. The site also has
several storage containers and a tent used for Fire Department vehicle storage. Under the proposed project,
existing onsite structures would be demolished.
The administrative office and bus maintenance portion of the proposed TOMF would be approximately 25,920
square feet and would be located on the northern part of the site with frontage along Foothill Boulevard. This
portion of the structure would have three to four levels: Lower Level, Lobby Level, Mezzanine Level, and Level
2. Four running bays for bus repair work and a wash bay are also included within this portion of the structure,
and these bays are located lower than the Lobby Level through the Mezzanine Level.
The parking structure component of the proposed project comprises approximately 59,980 square feet and
would have three levels of parking; Lower Level, Level 1, and Parking Roof. The parking structure component
would be located on the southern part of the site with frontage along Walnut Street.
Primary components associated with each level of the proposed project are described below and depicted on
the architectural drawings provided in Appendix A, Project Conceptual Architectural Drawings. Appendix A
includes project conceptual site plans for the subterranean Lower Level, Level 1 (Walnut Street), Level 2, and
Roof Plan.
Lower Level: The Lower Level would provide designated storage spaces for bus wash equipment, bus tires
and large parts. A battery room, an electrical room, a lube and compressor room (for storage of fluid tanks), a
bulk storage area, restrooms, lockers, and common work areas would also be provided on this level. The Lower
Level within the parking structure component of the project would include 34 standard parking spaces for use
Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
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by staff and employees. Vehicles would access this level through a down ramp from Walnut Street at the
southeast corner of the site.
Level 1 (Walnut Street): The Level 1 (Walnut Street), with a vehicle entrance on Walnut Street at the southwest
corner of the site, would provide 15 parking spaces for bus transit fleet and paratransit vehicles. Additionally,
one space dedicated for loading and unloading activities during daytime would be provided on this level. The
four running bays for bus repair work, and the bus wash bay that are located within the maintenance portion of
the project are accessed from this parking level (Level 1 – Walnut Street). A CNG fueling station, a toolbox
storage area and office spaces for transit fleet maintenance staff would also be located on this level.
Lobby Level: The Lobby Level would be the main pedestrian entrance to the TOMF and would be located
along Foothill Boulevard. This Lobby Level is located at the existing street level, which is approximately seven
feet above the Level 1 (Walnut Street) garage level. The lobby area includes a staircase and passenger elevator
that leads to the adjacent levels
Mezzanine Level: The Mezzanine Level is accessible from the Lobby Level via a stairwell and parts lift. It is
situated overlooking the bus maintenance and repair bays. Maintenance storage areas would be provided on
this level.
Level 2 and Parking Roof: The Parking Roof level would have a vehicle entrance on Foothill Boulevard at the
northeast corner of the site. This access driveway is at the same level as the Lobby Level. The Parking Roof
Level would provide 14 standard parking spaces for use by employees during the day and 26 parking spaces
for bus transit fleet and paratransit vehicles at night. A landscaped rooftop deck amenity area for use by
employees would be provided on this level. The adjacent Level 2, which is located within the administrative
office portion of the structure is five feet above the Parking Roof Level and is accessed via ramps and stairs
from the adjacent parking deck, as well as from an interior stairway and elevator from the Lobby and Mezzanine
Level. It would include dispatch and administrative offices, training rooms, a conference room, a file storage
room, and common areas (such as restrooms and break facilities) for operators and administrative staff.
Roof Level: The Roof Level, where mechanical equipment would be located, is accessed via stairway.
Table 1.0-1 provides a summary of the project components, including the building area and parking distribution.
Table 1.0-1
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY
Operational Space
Building
Level

Lower Level

Description

Equipment and
storage areas,
common work
and break areas

Area
(square
feet)

8,800

Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Parking Structure

Description

Area
(square
feet)

No. of
Spaces

Total
Area
(square
feet)

Employee
parking

19,100

34

27,900
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Operational Space
Building
Level

Level 1

Description

Bus washing,
maintenance
and repair bays,
storage and
office spaces

Area
(square
feet)

Parking Structure

Description

Area
(square
feet)

Revenue Buses
12-foot x 42foot spaces
(one space
dedicated to
loading during
daytime)
6,900

No. of
spaces

Total
Area
(square
feet)

12

19,100

26,000

Paratransit
Vehicles 10-foot
x 24-foot
spaces

3

Support
Vehicles

0

Lobby Level
(Foothill
Boulevard)

Lobby

370

None

0

None

370

Mezzanine
Level
(Foothill
Boulevard)

Lobby, shop
and
maintenance
areas

1,250

None

0

None

1,250

Revenue buses
12-foot x 40foot spaces
(nighttime only)
Level 2 and
Parking
Roof

Administrative
Offices,
common areas
and ancillary
facilities

8,600

Paratransit
vehicles 10-foot
x 24-foot
spaces
(nighttime only)

14

21,780

Employee
parking
(daytime only)
Total

25,920

12

30,380

14

59,980

89

84,650

A five-foot setback would be maintained along both Foothill Boulevard and Walnut Street, and no disturbance
or development is proposed within this area. No interior side yard setbacks are proposed.
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Proposed project features listed above and other onsite improvements such as driveways, parking areas, walks,
pedestrian areas, and curb and gutters, would be designed in conformance with the City of Pasadena,
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, California Building Code, Americans with Disabilities
standards, and APWA (American Public Works Association) Standards.
Site Access and Circulation
The existing site is fenced and public access is not permitted. For the proposed project, separate ramps are
provided for each level of the parking structure. The Lower Level Parking, where the employee parking would
be located, would be accessed from Walnut Street via a driveway at the southeast corner of the site.
The Level 1 Parking, where revenue buses and paratransit vehicle parking would be located, would be
accessed from Walnut Street via a driveway at the southwest corner of the site.
Lastly, the Parking Roof, where employee parking would be located during the day and revenue buses and
paratransit vehicle parking would be located at nighttime, would be accessed from Foothill Boulevard via a
driveway at the northeast corner of the site.
The first and second maintenance levels of the TOMF are directly accessible from the parking structure.
Architecture
Design standards specified in the City’s General Plan and the Zoning Code apply to this project. The proposed
massing and articulation of the street-facing façades would be designed in context with the surrounding
development. The exterior of the proposed TOMF would be installed with a range of building materials and
façade components, including pre-cast concrete panels, a decorative metal panel rainscreen, glazed curtain
walls, and shade louvers. Metal screens, metal railings, and vertical and horizontal metal fins would be used
throughout the proposed building exterior to make the administrative/office and parking structure portions of the
building consistent in architectural style. The east and west side of the building would be completely closed due
to structural needs and fire rating requirements.
As shown in Proposed North and South Elevations, and Proposed East and West Elevations (refer to
Appendix A, Project Conceptual Architectural Drawings), a 40-foot high architectural screen wall with low
maintenance landscape and/or attractive materials for aesthetic enhancement would be constructed along a
portion of the southern property line adjacent to Walnut Street. Provision of this screen wall south of the
proposed parking structure would help in minimizing light spill from vehicle headlights and noise. The north
elevation facing Foothill Boulevard is designed to include a full height curtain wall system at the building
entrance and lobby so that there is an obvious visitor entrance. This elevation would include a floor to ceiling
thermally broken aluminum framed store front system with insulated glazing at the upper floor levels. Precast
concrete panels, metal panels with vertical metal fins, a glass entry canopy and a wall dedicated for the provision
of a public art component would complete the northern façade of the TOMF. On the roof, perforated metal
screens would be provided to enclose the elevator and roof access stairs and conceal the rooftop mechanical
equipment.
New signage installed on the project site would be designed in compliance with the requirements of the City’s
zoning code.
Landscaping
The project would include landscaping within the five-foot-wide front yard setback areas along the Walnut Street
and Foothill Boulevard street frontages, as well as the rooftop deck amenity area to be provided atop the
Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
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proposed TOMF building. To the extent possible, the landscaping provided onsite would include droughttolerant and/or California native or naturally-adapted species that require minimal year-round irrigation. Plants
would be selected according to their adaptability to the climatic, geologic, and topographical conditions of the
site to facilitate sustainable water use.
Blank building walls on the north and south elevations of the building would be detailed or landscaped to
contribute to a pedestrian-friendly public realm, including a public art component on the north elevation of the
building, and the use of green screens (where applicable) along the south elevation of the building.
Under the proposed project, all four existing trees located onsite would be removed. Also, an existing street
tree located along the Walnut Street frontage would be protected in place. Chapter 8.52 (Tree Protection
Ordinance) of the City’s Municipal Code provides for the protection of specific types of trees on private property
as well as all trees on public property. As the project site is owned by the City, removal of any trees located
within the site boundary must be reviewed and approved by the Urban Forestry Advisory Committee (UFAC)
prior to the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) hearing. If UFAC supports a recommendation for tree removal the
applicant will be liable for removal and replacement cost of the subject tree. Upon approval and issuance of
permits, the proposed project would not conflict with City’s Tree Protection Ordinance.
In compliance with the City’s Master Street Tree Plan, a maximum of five Quercus suber (Cork oak) trees would
be installed along the frontage of East Foothill Boulevard, and a maximum of three Melaleuca quinquenervia
(Cajeput) trees would be installed along the frontage of East Walnut Street. An irrigation system for the
proposed street trees would also be installed and maintained.
Utilities
As the project site is located in a developed urban area and was previously used as a restaurant facility, existing
utilities and associated infrastructure are available on site.
Water service for the site is provided by the City of Pasadena Water Department, and no additional water
service would be needed. New domestic water meters will be installed as required to meet the demands
calculated for the project. A fire sprinkler system would be installed for the TOMF, in compliance with National
Fire Protection Association (NFPA) 13, Installation of Sprinkler Systems guidelines, and requirements of the
County of Los Angeles Fire Code. Currently, there are 6-inch, 8-inch and 20-inch water utility lines running on
Foothill Boulevard and an existing 8-inch water line on Walnut Street. Connections to these existing water lines
would be installed to provide domestic water and fire services for the TOMF.
Sewer service in the project area is provided by the City of Pasadena. Existing 8-inch sewer lines are located
on both Foothill Boulevard and Walnut Street. Sewer service for the TOMF would be provided by installing
connections to existing sewer lines in the project area. Wastewater resulting from the bus wash would enter
existing sewer drains and would be transported via pipes to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District 16
(LACSD) trunk sewers for conveyance and treatment.
Stormwater drainage infrastructure in the project area is provided by Los Angeles County. Currently, a 48-inch
storm drain runs from Craig Street to Walnut Street and continues to Sierra Madre Boulevard. The project would
include installation of connections, using manholes, to the existing storm drain line. The project would be
designed in compliance with the County of Los Angeles Low Impact Development (LID) Standards for site
drainage and stormwater management, and CALGreen mandatory requirements for Stormwater Pollution
Prevention and Stormwater Design, provided in Sections 5.106.1 and A5.106.2.
Southern California Gas Company owns several existing gas lines near the project site. Connections to existing
gas lines on Foothill Boulevard and Walnut Street would be installed to provide gas service to the TOMF. An
Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
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existing 12-inch conduit located on Foothill Boulevard and owned by City of Pasadena Water and Power
Department would be used to provide power service to the site.
Sustainability Features
The project would include sustainable development features such as use of recycled materials in construction,
and use of collected storm water and recycled water for bus wash activities. Energy efficient HVAC equipment
and LED light fixtures would be installed throughout the facility to reduce energy demand. The project would be
designed to maximize exterior views to the north and south for employees and operators. Additionally,
photovoltaic panels may also be installed on top of the open-air tube-steel trellis covering the ramp to the
parking structure roof level to offset energy demand. Shielded lighting fixtures and perimeter walls would be
provided to minimize light spill from vehicle headlights and parking lot overhead fixtures. Appropriate screening
devices (such as screen walls) would be provided to minimize noise from buses, maintenance activities, fuel
compressors, and emergency generators on site.
Construction Activities and Schedule
All construction activities would occur within the existing boundaries of the project site. For safety reasons,
temporary barricades would be used to limit access to the construction area. The first stage of construction
would include demolition of existing structures located on site, clearing of demolition debris and preparation of
site for construction of the new TOMF. After site preparation is completed, infrastructure such as sewer and
drainage lines would be installed and/or reconnected to existing facilities. The building’s foundation would be
poured with concrete, and framing of the building would begin. The final stage of construction would involve
application of architectural coatings, installation of interior furnishings and detail work.
The design for the Project is anticipated to be completed by December 2017. Construction of the proposed
project is anticipated to take approximately 12 to 18 months, currently projected for completion by July 2019,
with operations beginning in August 2019. Construction would be accomplished in the following stages:
Stage 1: Demolition (Duration - April 2018)
Stage 2: Construction (Duration - May 2018 through July 2019)
The number of construction workers will vary throughout the entire construction phase. Approximately 5 to 18
workers will be onsite at any given time. The type of construction equipment that would be utilized during
construction would include, but not be limited to, concrete saws, loaders, backhoes, cement mixers, cranes,
forklifts, welders, pavers, rollers, and air compressors.
Conditional Use Permit
The project is subject to applicable development standards of the City’s Zoning Code. According to the City’s
Zoning Code, the project site is located within the Commercial General (CG) zoning district. The proposed
TOMF is classified as a Public Maintenance and Service Facility (land use), which is defined as a facility
providing maintenance and repair services for vehicles and equipment and materials storage areas. The City’s
Zoning Code allows a new public maintenance and service facility use within the CG zoning district with the
approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Therefore, the project would require the review and approval of a
CUP to allow the establishment of a maintenance and service facility land use within the CG zoning district.
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Design Review
The proposed project requires Design Review Approval by the City’s Design Commission through the City’s
Design Review process.
9.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting (Briefly describe the project’s surroundings):

Setting
The project site comprises one 0.76-acre parcel (APN 5746-025-907) bounded by East Foothill Boulevard on
the north and East Walnut Street on the south. The site is currently developed with a 3,623-square-foot former
restaurant structure, as well as various paved areas, surface parking, fences, utilities, and other non-building
site improvements. A portion of the project site is currently occupied by the Pasadena Fire Department and
utilized for storage purposes. A small section of the site along Walnut Street is fenced off and used to store
Pasadena Transit buses. The site is accessed by a driveway located along East Foothill Boulevard.
Surrounding Land Uses
The project site is surrounded by the following uses that are designated as General Commercial (CG) and
Planned Development (PD-11) by the City of Pasadena General Plan.
North. The project site is surrounded by East Foothill Boulevard and commercial development beyond.
Commercial development immediately north of the site includes a wine storage facility, an animal care facility
and a self-storage facility.
South. The project site is surrounded by East Walnut Street and commercial development beyond. Commercial
development immediately south of the site includes an auto repair shop and a large warehouse.
East. The project site is bounded by commercial uses to the east. These include a veterinary hospital and an
auto paint and body shop.
West. The project site is bounded by commercial uses to the west. A dog day care facility is located adjacent
to the site and North Craig Avenue is located further west.
10. Other public agencies whose approval is
required (e.g., permits, financing approval,
or participation agreement):
11. Have California Native American tribes
traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation
pursuant to Public Resources Code
§ 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation
begun?
NOTE: Conducting consultation early in
the CEQA process allows tribal
governments, lead agencies, and project
proponents to discuss the level of
environmental review, identify and address
potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural
resources, and reduce the potential for
Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
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The City of Pasadena is the lead agency for the proposed
project and has sole discretionary authority for project
approval.
The lead agency (City) initiated invitations for AB 52
consultation with California Native American tribes
(traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area)
and has received a notification request about projects in
Pasadena from one tribe - The Gabrielino Band of Mission
Indians-Kizh Nation (Band). The City initiated consultation
with the Band by sending a letter notifying the tribe of the
project after and within 14 days of deeming the project
application complete, on September 29, 2017.
Consultation with the Band was conducted November 9,
2017. As a result of the consultation, at the Band’s
recommendation, the City will implement Mitigation
Measure TCR-1, which requires local Native American
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delay and conflict in the environmental
review process. (See Public Resources
Code § 21083.3.2.) Information may also be
available from the California Native
American Heritage Commission’s Sacred
Lands File per Public Resources Code
§ 5097.96 and the California Historical
Resources Information System
administered by the California Office of
Historic Preservation. Please also note that
Public Resources Code § 21082.3(c)
contains provisions specific to
confidentiality.
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monitoring of the construction site during ground disturbing
activities. On December 18, 2017, the City sent an email
to the Band, confirming that the consultation process was
complete. (The confirmation email is in Appendix F.)
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3.0

Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

1)

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
screening analysis).

2)

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

3)

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, 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 “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the
determination is made, an EIR is required.

4)

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation
Incorporated” applies where the incorporation 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 briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

5)

Earlier 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 Guidelines
§ 15063(c)(3)(D).
a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify 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 analysis.
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-specific conditions for the project.

6)

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

7)

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8)

The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Background
Date checklist submitted:
Department requiring checklist:
Case Manager:
Environmental Impacts. (explanations of all answers are required):
4.1

AESTHETICS

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

WHY? The City of Pasadena is located in the San Gabriel Valley, with views of the San Gabriel Mountains to
the north. The site for the proposed project is located in the eastern part of the City, which is characterized by
developed commercial and residential uses. The project site is not located in an area that offers unobstructed
views of the San Gabriel Mountains, and is not in an area with views of the Arroyo Seco, the San Rafael Hills,
Eaton Canyon, or Old Town Pasadena.
Partial views of the San Gabriel Mountains are available in the vicinity of the site. However, these views are
obstructed by existing infrastructure, building structures, landscaping, and trees in the area. North-south trending
streets offer a low-level of obstructions compared to surrounding locations and provide the primary
publicly-accessible north-facing views of the San Gabriel Mountains in the project area. The project is an urbaninfill project that includes demolition of the existing restaurant building located onsite.
Development of the proposed three-story TOMF facility would be consistent with existing development in the
area and would not have a significant effect on scenic vistas, including views of San Gabriel Mountains. This is
because under existing conditions, views of the San Gabriel Mountains from Walnut Street, looking north, are
predominantly blocked by the existing large white tent on-site, as well as by the two-story Storbox Self Storage
building at the northeast corner of Foothill Boulevard and Craig Avenue. Additionally, views of the mountains to
the north are also blocked by several tall trees. Therefore, because views of the San Gabriel Mountains from
Walnut Street looking north are already blocked, the proposed project would not result in a significant impact.
The project would have a less than significant impact regarding scenic vistas because north-facing views from
north-south trending streets in the project vicinity, including Craig Avenue, would remain unchanged, and they
offer better views of the San Gabriel Mountains to the north than do east-west trending streets, such as Foothill
Boulevard. Additionally, the project is required to comply with the City’s design standards, including use of
building materials, lighting and landscaping standards. Therefore, the project would have less than significant
impacts to scenic vistas.
In accordance with § 17.61.030 of the City’s Zoning Code, the design of this project, including its obstruction of
any scenic vista or view, will be reviewed by the Design Commission. Although the project would not significantly
impact a scenic vista, this regulatory procedure provides the City with an additional layer of review for aesthetics,
and an opportunity to incorporate additional conditions to increase the aesthetic value of the project.
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Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?

WHY? The only designated state scenic highway in the City of Pasadena is the Angeles Crest Highway (State
Highway 2), which is located north of Arroyo Seco Canyon in the extreme northwest portion of the City. The
project site is not within the viewshed of the Angeles Crest Highway, and is not along any scenic roadway
corridors identified in the City’s General Plan documents.
The project would not result in the destruction of any landmark-eligible trees, stand of trees, rock outcropping or
natural feature recognized as having significant aesthetic value. As required by §17.44 of the PZC (PZC), the
project applicant must submit landscape plans for review and approval by the Zoning Administrator, the Water
Division of the Water and Power Department, and the Design and/or Historic Preservation Commission prior to
the issuance of building permits.
The City of Pasadena Ordinance No. 6896, “City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance,” as amended by
Ordinance No. 7184, codified in Chapter 8.52 of the Pasadena Municipal Code (PMC), protects public, specimen,
mature, landmark, landmark eligible, and native trees. Trees onsite that are protected by Ordinance No. 6896
are detailed in Table 4.4-1. All five trees in the tree inventory are both “specimen” and “public trees,” as defined
below.
Currently four trees are present onsite and one street tree is adjacent to the site. None of the onsite trees will
remain after the TOMF project has been completed. Four Canary Island pines (Pinus canariensis) (Tree #1 - 4,
see Table 4.4-1) will need to be cut down during construction. One brush cherry tree (Tree #5), which is on the
sidewalk on the north side of Walnut Street, will remain. All public tree removals have to be reviewed and
approved by the Pasadena Urban Forestry Advisory Committee (UFAC). If UFAC supports a recommendation
for tree removal, the applicant will be liable for removal and replacement cost of the subject tree. Upon approval
and issuance of permits, the proposed project would not conflict with City’s Tree Protection Ordinance and
impacts would be less than significant. The proposed site has not been designated as a historic resource. The
site does not have structures that have been designated as historic resources. No significant historic buildings
are located near the project site and the project is not part of a landmark district.
Therefore, the proposed project would have no impacts to scenic resources within state scenic highways or
scenic roadway corridors.

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

WHY? Development of the proposed project could result in a significant impact if it resulted in substantial
degradation of the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. Degradation of visual
character or quality is defined by substantial changes to the existing site appearance through construction of
structures such that they are poorly designed or conflict with the site’s existing surroundings.

Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Page 4.1-2
January 2018

❖ CITY OF PASADENA ❖

Construction of the proposed project would result in short-term impacts to the existing visual character and quality
of the area. Construction activities would require the use of equipment and storage of materials within the project
site. However, construction activities would be temporary and would not result in permanent visual impacts.
The project site is located in a developed commercial area of the City that is under transition. The project site is
currently occupied by a restaurant building and surface parking lot. The area, and specifically the block in which
the proposed project would be placed, lacks a definite character and is currently underdeveloped. The existing
surrounding development is heavily mixed in architectural style, and includes undeveloped and underutilized
parcels. Furthermore, the City’s zoning and design guidelines for the project area promote changes to transition
the area for development of a more coherent commercial corridor. The proposed project includes demolition of
the existing structure located onsite and construction of a three-story bus maintenance and operations facility
and a three-level parking structure. This new TOMF building would follow the requirements of the City’s zoning
code and design guidelines and, as a result, would be consistent with the City’s envisioned character for the
area.
The project site consists of double frontage on Foothill Boulevard in the north and Walnut Street in the south.
The proposed project would be within the height and mass limitations of the City’s Zoning Code. The proposed
massing and articulation of the street-facing façades would be designed in context with the surrounding
development. The southern portion of the site, facing Walnut Street, would be developed as a three-level parking
structure with one level below grade. The northern part of the site facing Foothill Boulevard would be developed
as a three-level building, with one level below grade, to be used for the operations, maintenance, and
administrative functions of the proposed TOMF. The proposed building would be designed to scale down from
Foothill Boulevard to Walnut Street to help transition from the larger scale existing storage facility across Foothill
Boulevard to the smaller scale commercial buildings along Walnut Street. The proposed building would occupy
the entire width of the site on both Walnut Street and Foothill Boulevard. This would make the project consistent
with the principles of the City’s design guidelines to uphold the spatial definition of the commercial corridor and
promote a coherent definition of the public realm.
The nature of the project as an operations and maintenance facility demands durable, high-quality building
materials. The exterior of the proposed TOMF would be clad with a range of building materials and façade
components including pre-cast concrete panels, a decorative metal panel rainscreen, glazed curtain walls, and
shade louvers. Metal screens, metal railings, and vertical and horizontal metal fins would be used throughout
the proposed building exterior to make the administrative/office and parking structure portions of the building
consistent with the surrounding development. A 40-foot-high architectural screen wall with low maintenance
landscape and/or attractive materials for aesthetic enhancement would be constructed south of the proposed
parking structure, facing Walnut Street. The use of exterior cladding, materials, finishes and colors would
conform to the requirements of the City’s Zoning Code and would also be evaluated through the City’s design
review process.
Consistent with the City’s Zoning Code, the project would maintain a five-foot setback along the northern and
southern boundaries of the site. The project would incorporate drought-tolerant landscaping into the open space
within the project setbacks to uphold the landscape buffer for the block. The proposed project would be required
to submit a landscape plan for review and approval by the Zoning Administrator and Design Commission prior
to the issuance of building permits.
Overall, the proposed TOMF building would be compatible in massing and scale, yet differentiated from the
adjacent commercial structures by its contemporary design. Therefore, the proposed project would not
substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings, and impacts would
be less than significant.
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As required by §17.61.030 of the Pasadena Municipal Code, the design of this project will be reviewed for
approval by the Design Commission. This regulatory procedure was established by the City to ensure that the
design, colors, and finish materials of development projects comply with adopted design guidelines and achieve
compatibility with the surrounding area. Although the project would not substantially degrade the visual character
of the site and surroundings, this regulatory procedure provides the City with an additional layer of review for
aesthetics, and an opportunity to incorporate additional conditions to increase the aesthetic value of the project.

Would the project:

d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

WHY? A potentially significant impact would occur if a new source of substantial light or glare causes an adverse
effect on day or nighttime views. Light impacts are typically associated with the use of artificial light during the
evening and nighttime hours. Glare may be a daytime occurrence caused by the reflection of sunlight or artificial
light from highly polished surfaces, such as window glass and reflective cladding materials, and may interfere
with the safe operation of a motor vehicle on adjacent streets. Nighttime glare is primarily associated with bright
point source lighting that contrasts with existing low ambient light conditions.
Existing lighting sources at the project site include security lighting in the surface parking lot and exterior lighting
along the entrance. Existing lighting is also emitted from surrounding land uses, street lights, and vehicle
headlights. Implementation of the proposed project would remove existing lighting sources from the site and
construct a new three-story TOMF.
The proposed project would be required to comply with the standards in the City’s Zoning Code that regulate
glare and outdoor lighting. Height and direction of any outdoor lighting and the screening of mechanical
equipment must conform to Zoning Code requirements. The project does not propose any lighting for nighttime
events or sporting activities. New sources of outdoor lighting installed by the project would include lighting for
onsite operations, safety and security, pedestrian safety lighting, landscaping lights, and streetlights, as required
by the Public Works Department. The project is located in a developed urban area with streetlights in place, and
the proposed exterior lighting would be consistent with the surrounding area. These lights would not result in
substantial additional sources of glare and are an aid to public safety. The ingress/egress of transit vehicles at
the project site would not introduce substantial light and glare associated with vehicle headlights, as existing
commercial uses along both Foothill Boulevard and Walnut Street already experience vehicle headlights for
parking and loading dock areas. Additionally, a 40-foot-high architectural screen wall would be constructed along
a portion of the proposed parking structure facing Walnut Street. Provision of this screen wall would help in
minimizing light spill from vehicle headlights.
Under the proposed project, exterior and internal lights, and reflective building materials may be potential sources
of light and glare. The use of reflective exterior cladding and materials shall conform to Zoning Code
requirements and will be evaluated through the City’s design review process.
The design of the project, including its finish, colors, and materials, will be reviewed for approval through the
Design Review process. This regulatory procedure provides the City with an additional layer of review for
aesthetics including light and glare, and an opportunity to incorporate additional conditions to improve the
project’s building materials and lighting plans.
For the reasons described above, potential impacts associated with light and glare would be less than significant.
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4.2

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 optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland.

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to
the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

WHY? The City of Pasadena is a developed urban area surrounded by hillsides to the north and northwest. The
western portion of the City 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 importance, as shown on maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

WHY? There are no Williamson Act contract parcels in the City of Pasadena and the City has no land zoned for
agricultural use. Agriculture, other than commercial growing areas, is not a permitted use in Pasadena’s zoning
districts. Commercial Growing Area/Grounds are permitted in the CG (General Commercial), CL (Limited
Commercial), and IG (General Industrial) zones and conditionally permitted in the RS (Residential SingleFamily), and RM (Residential Multi-Family) districts. The use is also permitted within certain specific plan areas.
While the site is within the CG zoning district, which allows commercial growing, the proposed project would not
conflict with the site’s CG zoning, which allows a variety of non-agricultural uses. Therefore, the project would
have no impacts related to agricultural zoning or Williamson Act contracts.

Would the project:
c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code § 12220 (g)), timberland (as defined
by Public Resources Code § 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code § 51104 (g))?

WHY? There is no timberland or Timberland Production zone in the City of Pasadena; therefore, the proposed
project would not result in the loss of forest land, timberland or Timberland Production areas.
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Would the project:
d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to a nonforest use?

WHY? There is no forest land in the City of Pasadena; therefore, the proposed project would not result in the
conversion or loss of forest land.

Would the project:
e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to nonagricultural use?

WHY? There is no farmland in the City of Pasadena; therefore, the proposed project would not result in the
conversion of farmland to a non-agricultural use.
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4.3

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:1

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

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).
Agencies involved include the EPA, ARB, local governments, Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG), and SCAQMD. 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 improvements, such as park-and-ride facilities and public transit improvements.
The 2016 AQMP was adopted by the SCAQMD Board on March 3, 2017, and on March 10, 2017 was submitted
to the ARB as part of the SIP.2 It focuses largely on reducing NOx emissions as a means of attaining the 1979
1-hour ozone standard by 2022, the 1997 8-hour ozone standard by 2023, and the 2008 8-hour standard by
2031.3 The AQMP prescribes a variety of current and proposed new control measures, including a request to
the EPA for increased regulation of mobile source emissions. The NOx control measures will also help the SCAB
attain the 24-hour standard for PM2.5.
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, projects that are consistent with employment and population forecasts are consistent
with the AQMP.
According to the City’s current General Plan Land Use Element,4 the project site is designated as Low
Commercial. The Low Commercial land use is characterized by a limited range of retail and service uses.
According to the City’s Zoning Code,5 the proposed TOMF is classified as a Public Maintenance and Service
1
2

3

4
5

This section is based upon the air quality technical report prepared for the project. (See Appendix B.)
Letter from Wayne Nastri, Executive Officer, South Coast Air Quality Management District, Diamond Bar, CA to Richard Corey,
Executive Officer, California Air Resources Board, Sacramento, California re Submittal of 2016 Air Quality Management Plan.
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final2016-aqmp/sipsubmittal.pdf?sfvrsn=6.
Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan. Executive Summary. South Coast Air Quality Management District, Diamond Bar, CA.
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final2016-aqmp/executive-summary.pdf?sfvrsn=4.
City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan, Land Use Element, Adopted by City Council on August 18, 2015, Amended
January 25. 2016. Internet URL: http://www.cityofpasadena.net/GeneralPlan/. Accessed May 2017.
City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena Zoning Code, Chapter 17.24- Commercial and Industrial Zoning Districts. Internet URL:
http://ww2.cityofpasadena.net/zoning/P-2.html#17.24.030. Accessed May 2017.
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Facility (land use), which is defined as a facility providing maintenance and repair services for vehicles and
equipment and materials storage areas. As a result, the project is consistent with the growth expectations for the
region.
The proposed project is therefore consistent with the AQMP, and would have no associated impacts.

Would the project:
b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing or projected
air quality violation?

WHY? Due to its geographical location and the prevailing off shore daytime winds, Pasadena receives smog
from downtown Los Angeles and other areas in the Los Angeles basin. The prevailing winds, from the southwest,
carry smog from wide areas of Los Angeles and adjacent cities, to the San Fernando Valley and to Pasadena in
the San Gabriel Valley where it is trapped against the foothills. For these reasons, the potential for adverse air
quality in Pasadena is high.
Table 4.3-1 shows the area designation status of the SCAB for each criteria pollutant for both the NAAQS and
CAAQS. Based on regional monitoring data, the SCAB is currently designated as a federal nonattainment area
for O3 and PM2.5; a State nonattainment area for O3, PM10, and PM2.5; a federal maintenance area for CO and
NO2; and an federal attainment area for PM10, PM2.5, and SO2.6,7 In addition, the SCAB portion of Los Angeles
County is a federal nonattainment area for lead.8 Designation of the SCAB as a maintenance area means that,
although the Basin has achieved compliance with the NAAQS for CO and NO2, control strategies that were used
to achieve compliance must continue. The Federal ozone classification is “extreme.”9 An extreme nonattainment
area has an 8-hour ozone design value of 0.187 ppm,10 and has the attainment deadline of June 15, 2024. On
June 26, 2013, the EPA approved, as a revision to the California State Implementation Plan (SIP), the State's
request to redesignate the South Coast Air Basin to attainment for the 24-hour PM10 NAAQS. The EPA is also
approving the PM10 maintenance plan and the associated PM10 motor vehicle emissions budgets for use in
transportation conformity determinations necessary for the South Coast PM10 area. Finally, the EPA approved
the attainment year emissions inventory. The EPA took these actions because the SIP revision meets the
requirements of the Clean Air Act (CAA) and EPA guidance for such plans and motor vehicle emissions
budgets.11 The SCAB is attainment for the CAAQS for CO, NO2, SO2, and lead.12

According to the SCAQMD, the “Basin has met the PM10 standards at all stations and a request for re-designation to attainment is
pending with U.S. EPA.” (SCAQMD Board Meeting, December 7, 2012, Agenda Item 30, p. 6.)
7 On July 8, EPA made a finding that the South Coast has attained the 1997 24-hour and annual PM2.5 standards based on 20112013 data. https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=EPA-R09-OAR-2014-0708-0081. This determination became effective August
24, 2016.
8 California Air Resources Board. Federal Standard Area Designations. https://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/feddesig.htm. August 17. 2017.
9 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2011. “8-Hour Ozone Nonattainment State/Area/County Report.” Green Book.
http://www.epa.gov/air/oaqps/greenbook/gncs.html#CALIFORNIA. Updated December 14, 2012.
10 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 2011. “Designations.” Green Book. www.epa.gov/air/oaqps/greenbook/define.html. Updated
August 30, 2011.
11 “Approval and Promulgation of Implementation Plans; Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes; California; South
Coast Air Basin; Approval of PM10 Maintenance Plan and Redesignation to Attainment for the PM10 Standard.” Federal Register 78
(123): 38223-38226. http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-06-26/html/2013-15145.htm.
12 California Air Resources Board, “Area Designations Maps/State and National.” [www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm]. Accessed
October 2017.
6
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Table 4.3-1
FEDERAL AND STATE ATTAINMENT STATUS
Pollutants

Federal Classification

State Classification

Ozone (O3)

Nonattainment (Extreme)

Nonattainment

Particulate Matter (PM10)

Attainment

Nonattainment

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) (Annual)

Nonattainment (Moderate)

Nonattainment

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) (24-Hour) Nonattainment (Serious)

Not Applicablea

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

Maintenance

Attainment

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2)

Maintenance

Attainment

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

Attainment

Attainment

Sources:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “California 8-Hour Ozone Nonattainment Areas in Blue Borders.” Green Book.
[www.epa.gov/air/oaqps/greenbook/ca8.html]. Updated December 14, 2012;
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “Counties Designated Nonattainment for PM-10.” Green Book.
[http://www.epa.gov/air/oaqps/greenbook/map/mappm10.pdf]. Accessed January 2017;
California Air Resources Board, “Area Designations Maps/State and National.” [www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm]. Accessed
January 2017.
South Coast Air Quality Management District. 2016 Air Quality Management Plan. Executive Summary, p. ES-2.
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-managementplan/final-2016-aqmp/executive-summary.pdf?sfvrsn=4. Accessed April 28, 2017.
a
There is no CAAQS for 24-hour exposure to PM2.5.

The SCAQMD has developed significance thresholds that correspond to the air quality standards for the SCAB.
These thresholds are described in Chapter 6 of the SCAQMD CEQA Handbook (1993) and shown in Tables
4.3-1 and 4.3-2 of this report.
The proposed project would generate short-term air pollutants from construction activities and long-term air
pollutants from employee vehicle trips, combustion of natural gas for space and water heating, and other
operations. Estimated regional and localized air emissions from the project’s on-site and off-site project activities
were calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2016.3.1 (California Air
Pollution Control Association, 2016). CalEEMod is a planning tool for estimating emissions related to land use
projects. The model incorporates EMFAC2014 emission factors to estimate on-road vehicle emissions; and
emission factors and assumptions from the ARB’s OFFROAD2011 model to estimate off-road construction
equipment emissions. Model-predicted project emissions are compared with applicable thresholds to assess
regional air quality impacts.
CalEEMod uses many default assumptions based upon surveys of various types of construction projects.
However, the user may override the default values where project-specific data are available. Table 4.3-2
describes some of the project-specific information entered into CalEEMod. Table 4.3-3 lists the construction
equipment types and characteristics used in the modelling.
Table 4.3-2
CalEEMod USER ENTERED INPUT VALUES
Input
Types and numbers of pieces of
construction equipment; construction
schedule
Land use, acreage, etc.

Input Value

Source

Various; see Table 4.3-3

UltraSystems’ experience with similar projects

Various

MDG/RNL design team
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Input

Input Value

Demolition structural area
Area of concrete paving (no asphalt
paving)
Excavated soil export

Source

3,623 square feet

Estimated from design survey

3,172 square feet

Project architect13

21,416 cubic yards

Project engineer14

Table 4.3-3
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT ASSUMPTIONS
Phase

Demolition
Clear and
Prepare Site
Utilities
Trenching
Foundations
and Building
Exteriors

Interior
Construction
Architectural
Coating
Concrete
Paving
Equipment
Installation

Pieces

HP

Load
Factor

Hours/
Day

Concrete/Industrial Saw
Rubber Tired Dozer
Tractor/Loader/Backhoes
Rubber Tired Dozer
Tractor/Loader/Backhoes

1
1
2
1
2

81
247
97
247
97

0.73
0.4
0.37
0.4
0.37

8
1
6
1
6

Tractor/Loader/Backhoes

1

97

0.37

8

Cement and Mortar Mixers
Cranes
Forklifts
Generator Sets
Tractor/Loader/Backhoes
Welders
Forklifts
Generator Sets
Welders

2
1
2
1
1
3
2
1
3

9
231
89
84
97
46
89
84
46

0.56
0.29
0.2
0.74
0.37
0.45
0.2
0.74
0.45

4
8
7
8
6
8
6
8
8

Air Compressors

1

78

0.48

6

Cement and Mortar Mixers
Pavers
Rollers
Tractor/Loader/Backhoes
Cranes
Forklifts
Tractor/Loader/Backhoes

4
1
1
1
1
2
2

9
130
80
97
231
89
97

0.56
0.42
0.38
0.37
0.29
0.2
0.37

6
7
7
7
4
6
8

Equipment Type

Default values for traffic trips generated in the operational phase were not used because none of the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) codes available in CalEEMod precisely fits the proposed facility. Instead, the
design team’s estimates for the number of employees at the facility were used as surrogates for trips generated.15
Note that, in the absence of measurement data for other trip parameters, CalEEMod’s default values for trip
lengths, trip types, and trip purposes for ITE 110 (General Light Industry) were retained in the model.
The analysis did not include emissions from buses entering and leaving the TOMF, because the vehicle miles
traveled would not increase from the baseline. The existing and new sites are only 0.5 mile apart and each bus
13 Email from Laura Steele, RNL Design, Los Angeles, CA to Michael Rogozen, UltraSystems Environmental, Inc., Irvine, CA. June14,
2017.
14 Email from Ron Ibarra, Project Engineer, W2 Design, Inc., Pasadena, CA to Darren Pynn, Maintenance Design Group, Pasadena,
CA. June 14, 2017.
15 Email from Elba Albertovna, Facility Designer, Maintenance Design Group, Pasadena, CA to Michael Rogozen, UltraSystems
Environmental Inc., Irvine, CA. June 14, 2017.
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will continue on the same routes. If anything, there will be a decrease due to the addition of a CNG facility on
site and buses will not have to refill exclusively at the City Public Works Yards.16
CalEEMod default factors and values for electricity use and natural gas consumption and for potable water use
were replaced with values based upon design team estimates.17 The adjustments are described in the project
air quality technical report (Appendix B). For the purpose of this analysis, it was assumed that construction
would begin on April 2, 2018 and end on July 22, 2019. It was also assumed that the construction contractor
would comply with all pertinent provisions of SCAQMD Rule 403.
Tables 4.3-4 and 4.3-5 present the project’s estimated air pollutant emissions during construction and
operations, respectively, as calculated by the CalEEMod model.
Table 4.3-4
MAXIMUM DAILY UNMITIGATED REGIONAL CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS
Maximum Emissions (lbs/day)
Construction Activity
ROG

NOx

CO

PM10

PM2.5

10.5

11.7

8.6

1.1

0.71

SCAQMD Significance Thresholds

75

100

550

150

55

Significant
(Yes or No)

No

No

No

No

No

Maximum Emissions (With Rule 403)

Source: Calculated by UltraSystems with CalEEMod (Version 2016.3.1).

Table 4.3.5
MAXIMUM DAILY PROJECT OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS
Pollutant (lbs/day)
Emission Source
ROG

NOX

CO

PM10

PM2.5

Area Source Emissions
0.38 0.00008 0.009 0.00003 0.00003
Energy Source Emissions
0.0009 0.008 0.007 0.0006 0.0006
Mobile Source Emissions
0.50
2.8
7.2
2.2
0.60
Total Operational Emissions
0.88
2.8
7.3
2.2
0.60
SCAQMD Significance Thresholds
55
55
550
150
55
Significant (Yes or No)
No
No
No
No
No
Source: Calculated by UltraSystems with CalEEMod (Version 2016.3.1).

As shown in the preceding two tables, the proposed project would not exceed the thresholds of significance
established by the SCAQMD. Therefore, the proposed project would not cause a violation of an air quality
standard, and would have no significant related impacts.

16 Email from Hayden Melbourn, Capital Projects Manager, City of Pasadena Public Works, Pasadena, CA to Michael Rogozen,
UltraSystems Environmental Inc., Irvine, CA. April; 10, 2017.
17 Emails from Noreen McMahon, Maintenance Design Group, Denver, CO to Michael Rogozen, UltraSystems Environmental Inc.,
Irvine, CA. June 15 and June 16, 2017.
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Would the project:
c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

WHY? The City of Pasadena is within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which is an airshed that regularly
exceeds ambient air quality standards (AAQS) – i.e., a nonattainment area. The SCAB is designated a federal
nonattainment area for fine particulate matter (PM2.5) and ozone (O3), and the SCAB portion of Los Angeles
County is a federal nonattainment area for lead. It is also a state nonattainment area for O3, PM10, and annual
average PM2.5. The SCAB is currently designated an attainment or maintenance area for the remaining criteria
pollutants, which include carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), respirable particulate matter (PM10) and
sulfur dioxide (SO2).
As shown for Question 4.3.b, the proposed project will not exceed the SCAQMD’s Thresholds for Significance.
The SCQAMD established these thresholds in consideration of cumulative air pollution in the SCAB. Thus,
projects that do not exceed the SCAQMD’s thresholds do not significantly contribute to cumulative air quality
impacts. Since the proposed project would not exceed the SCAQMD’s thresholds, the project would not result
in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant, and the project would have no related
significant impacts.

Would the project:
d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

WHY? Sensitive receptors are persons who are more susceptible to air pollution than the general population,
such as children, athletes, the elderly, and the chronically ill. Examples of land uses where substantial numbers
of sensitive receptors are often found are schools, daycare centers, parks, recreational areas, medical facilities,
nursing homes, and convalescent care facilities. Residential areas are also considered to be sensitive to air
pollution because residents (including children and the elderly) tend to be at home for extended periods of time,
resulting in sustained exposure to pollutants. The nearest sensitive receptor is a single-family residence about
200 feet (61 meters) southwest from the proposed project site.
Following SCAQMD guidance (Chico and Koizumi, 2003), only onsite construction emissions were considered
in the localized significance analysis. The activity with the largest emissions of each of the pollutants analyzed
would be demolition. It was assumed that, as a worst case, the maximum daily disturbance would be the entire
site, which is 33,171 square feet (0.76 acre). LST screening thresholds were obtained from tables in Appendix C
of the SCAQMD’s Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology.18 Table 4.3-6 shows the results of the
localized significance analysis for the proposed project. For the unmitigated case, emissions of no criteria
pollutant would exceed their threshold for significance. Therefore, localized air pollution impacts are less than
significant without mitigation.

18 Chico, T. and Koizumi, J. Op. Cit.
Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Page 4.3-6
January 2018

❖ CITY OF PASADENA ❖

Table 4.3-6
RESULTS OF LOCALIZED SIGNIFICANCE ANALYSIS
Distance

Nearest Sensitive Receptor
Residence on North Craig Avenue
SCAQMD LST Screening Threshold for 1
acre @ 61 metersa
Significant (Yes or No)

Maximum On-Site Emissions (lbs/day)

Feet

Meters

NOx

CO

PM10

PM2.5

200

61

11.0

7.8

0.71

0.65

72

865

15

5

No

No

No

No

Sources:
Emissions calculated by UltraSystems with CalEEMod (Version 2016.3.1).
Chico, T. and Koizumi, J. Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology. South Coast Air Quality Management District, Diamond Bar,
California. June 2003.
a
Thresholds interpolated linearly from values for 50 meters and 100 meters. Thresholds are for source-receptor area 8 (West San Gabriel Valley).

Although sensitive receptors would be exposed to diesel exhaust from construction equipment, which has been
associated with lung cancer (OEHHA, 1998), the duration of exposure would not be sufficient to result in a
significant cancer risk. Carcinogenic health risk assessments are based upon an assumption of 70 years
continuous exposure, while the exposure in the present case would be for about 338 working days. Therefore,
no cancer health risk assessment was necessary. Acute non-cancer risk assessments are based upon one hour
maximum exposures, but acute reference exposure levels (RELs) for diesel exhaust and diesel particulate matter
have not been established by the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment.19

Would the project:
e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

WHY? This type of use is not shown on the 1993 SCAQMD's CEQA Air Quality Handbook Figure 5-5 “Land
Uses Associated with Odor Complaints.” Therefore, the proposed project would not create objectionable odors,
and would have no associated impacts.

19 http://www.oehha.ca.gov/air/allrels.html. Accessed June 28, 2014.
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4.4

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any 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?

WHY? Based on literature review, the biological study area (BSA) (see Figure 4.4-1) lacks suitable soils,
biological resources and physical features to support listed candidate, sensitive or special status plant or wildlife
species for the area. The project site is in a developed urban non-hillside area and includes an existing building
that will be demolished as part of the proposed project. A portion of the site is currently used for parking of City
Fire Department equipment. There are no known unique, rare or endangered plant or animal species or habitats
on or near the site. (See Figure 4.4-2.) Accordingly, impacts to candidate, sensitive, or special status species
are anticipated to be less than significant, except under circumstances discussed below.
The project site supports trees that could potentially provide cover, forage, and nesting habitats for bird species
that have adapted to urban areas, such as rock pigeons (Columba livia) or mourning doves (Zenaida macroura).
Mourning doves are protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and certain Fish and Game Codes. The
statutes make it unlawful to take native breeding birds, and their nests, eggs, and young. Indirect impacts on
breeding birds could occur from increased noise, vibration, and dust during construction, which could adversely
affect the breeding behavior of some birds and lead to the loss (take) of eggs and chicks, or nest abandonment.
Impacts on breeding birds or active nests would be considered significant unless reduced to less than significant
levels by adopting measures to mitigate or avoid these impacts.
Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Pre-Construction Breeding Bird Survey:
To be in compliance with the MBTA and California Fish and Game Code, and to avoid impacts or take of
migratory non-game breeding birds, their nests, young, and eggs, the following measures will be implemented.
The measures below will help to reduce direct and indirect impacts caused by construction on migratory nongame breeding birds to less than significant levels.
•

Project activities that will remove or disturb potential nest sites, such as open ground, trees, shrubs,
grasses, and burrows, during the breeding season would be a potential significant impact if migratory
non-game breeding birds are present. Project activities that will remove or disturb potential nest sites
shall be scheduled outside the breeding bird season to avoid potential direct impacts on migratory
non-game breeding birds protected by the MBTA and Fish and Game Code. The breeding bird
nesting season is typically from February 15 through September 15, but can vary slightly from year
to year, usually depending on weather conditions. Removing all physical features that could
potentially serve as nest sites will also help to prevent birds from nesting within the project site during
the breeding season and during construction activities.

Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Page 4.4-1
January 2018

❖ CITY OF PASADENA ❖

Figure 4.4-1
PROJECT BOUNDARY AND BIOLOGICAL STUDY AREA (BSA)
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Figure 4.4-2
USFWS CRITICAL HABITATS
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•

If project activities cannot be avoided during February 15 through September 15, a qualified biologist
shall conduct a pre-construction breeding bird survey for breeding birds and active nests or potential
nesting sites within the limits of project disturbance. The survey shall be conducted at least seven
days prior to the onset of scheduled activities, such as mobilization and staging. It shall end no more
than three days prior to vegetation, substrate, and structure removal and/or disturbance.

•

If no breeding birds or active nests are observed during the pre-construction survey or they are
observed and will not be impacted, project activities may begin and no further mitigation will be
required.

•

If a breeding bird territory or an active bird nest is located during the pre-construction survey and will
potentially be impacted, the site shall be mapped on engineering drawings and a no-activity buffer
zone shall be marked (fencing, stakes, flagging, orange snow fencing, etc.) a minimum of 100 feet in
all directions or 500 feet in all directions for listed bird species and all raptors. The biologist shall
determine the appropriate buffer size based on the type of activities planned near the nest and the
type of bird that created the nest. Some bird species are more tolerant than others of noise and
activities occurring near their nest. This no-activity buffer zone shall not be disturbed until a qualified
biologist has determined that the nest is inactive, the young have fledged, the young are no longer
being fed by the parents, the young have left the area, or the young will no longer be impacted by
project activities. Periodic monitoring by a biologist shall be performed to determine when nesting is
complete. Once the nesting cycle has finished, project activities may begin within the buffer zone.

•

If listed bird species are observed within the project site during the pre-construction survey, the
biologist shall immediately map the area and notify the appropriate resource agency to determine
suitable protection measures and/or mitigation measures and to determine if additional surveys or
focused protocol surveys are necessary. Project activities may begin within the area only when
concurrence is received from the appropriate resource agency.

•

Birds or their active nests shall not be disturbed, captured, handled or moved. Active nests shall not
be removed or disturbed; however, nests can be removed or disturbed if determined inactive by a
qualified biologist.

Would the project:
b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat 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?

WHY? The project site is not located within a riparian or biological resource area as identified by California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). The Final EIR for the 2012
Open Space and Conservation Element of the Pasadena General Plan, as amended on January 25, 2016,
contains documentation on biological resources in the city. 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 project site is not located near any of these natural habitat areas. The nearest waterway is
approximately 0.94 mile east of the project area (see Figure 4.4-3). Therefore, the proposed project would have
no impact on riparian habitat or other sensitive communities.

Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Page 4.4-4
January 2018

❖ CITY OF PASADENA ❖

Figure 4.4-3
USGS SURFACE WATERS AND WATERSHEDS
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The project site is located in a developed urban area. Ornamental landscaping is the sole vegetation land cover
type present onsite (see Figure 4.4-4).20 The project site and surrounding area do not include any vegetation
that constitutes a natural plant community or a riparian plant community.

Would the project:
c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have a substantial adverse effect of federally protected wetlands as
defined by § 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?

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 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. The project site does not include any discernable drainage courses, inundated areas, wetland
vegetation, or hydric soils, and thus does not include USACE jurisdictional drainages or wetlands (See Figure
4.4-5.) Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Furthermore, no mitigation is required.

Would the project:
d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Interfere substantially with 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 wildlife nursery
sites?

WHY? Based on the literature review, no established resident or migratory wildlife corridors occur within the
project site; the nearest landscape block is 1.8 miles away. In addition, the project site and adjacent areas do
not support resident or migratory fish species and are not wildlife nursery sites. For these reasons, the project
would not interfere substantially with or impede (1) the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species; or (2) established resident or migratory wildlife corridors. To avoid or reduce impacts to wildlife nursery
sites (bird nests) to less than significant, the project will follow Mitigation Measure BIO-1, which was presented
in CEQA checklist response 4.4.a above. With this mitigation the project will have a less than significant impact
on wildlife movement.

20 The land cover map was prepared using Google Earth© aerial imagery. Accessed June 2017.
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Figure 4.4-4
LAND COVER TYPES
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Figure 4.4-5
USFWS NATIONAL WETLANDS INVENTORY (NWI)
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Would the project:
e.

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

WHY? The City of Pasadena Ordinance No. 6896, “City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance” of the Pasadena
Municipal Code (PMC) as amended by Ordinance No. 7184, codified in chapter 8.52 of the PMC, protects public,
specimen, mature, landmark, landmark eligible, and native trees. Trees onsite that are protected by Ordinance
No. 6896 “City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance” are detailed in Table 4.4-1 because all five trees in the
tree inventory are both “specimen” and “public trees.”
Currently four trees are present on site and one street tree is adjacent to the site. None of the trees on site will
remain after the TOMF project has been completed. Four Canary Island pines (Pinus canariensis) (Tree #1 - 4,
see Table 4.4-1) will need to be cut down during construction. One brush cherry tree (Tree #5), which is on the
sidewalk on the north side of Walnut Street, will remain. All public tree removals have to be reviewed and
approved by the Pasadena Urban Forestry Advisory Committee (UFAC). If UFAC supports a recommendation
for tree removal(s) the applicant will be liable for the removal and replacement cost of the subject tree(s). Upon
approval and issuance of permits, the proposed project would not conflict with City’s Tree Protection Ordinance
and impacts will be less than significant.
Table 4.4-1
PROTECTED TREES (ONSITE AND OFFSITE)
#

Genus & Species

Common Name

1

Pinus canariensis

Canary Island pine

DBH for
protection
(inches)
25

30

X

2

Pinus canariensis

Canary Island pine

25

28

X

3
4

Pinus canariensis
Pinus canariensis
Offsite Street
Tree: Syzygium
paniculatum

Canary Island pine
Canary Island pine

25
25

28
26

X
X

Brush cherry tree,
Eugenia

12

12

5

Diameter
(inches)

Would the project:
f.

Remain

Move

Replace

Remove

X

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCP), Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP), or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

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. Therefore,
no impact will occur to HCP or NCCP designated areas.
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4.5

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines § 5064.5?

WHY? There are no known buildings, structures, natural features, works of art or similar objects on the site
having a significant historic value to the City which are to be demolished, relocated, removed, or significantly
altered by the project. Therefore, the proposed project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource, and the project would have no related historic resource impacts.
A review of site records and literature at the local California Historic Resource Information Systems (CHRIS)
center, the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State University, Fullerton on
March 1, 2017 indicated that there were no recorded historic structures within the project boundary. However,
there are 16 recorded historic structures within a half-mile radius of the project site. These consist of eight
residences (single family and apartments), seven commercial buildings, and one utility (street lamps). A field
survey of the project site conducted April 25, 2017 did not indicate the presence of any historic properties,
including the commercial building onsite. A search of USGS 7.5-minute topographic maps, Sanborn Maps and
historical aerial photo maps indicates that two residential structures and associated buildings were present by
1928 through 1952, and then subsequently demolished. The existing single story commercial building, was
present onsite by 1967 and served originally as a dry-cleaning establishment. From 1971 through 1999 it was a
pizza parlor, and it was commercial office space in the early 2000s. The property was purchased in July 2007
by the City and was unused until 2013; since then it has been used for the storage of transit buses and Fire
Department vehicles.21 The building possesses no architectural features or associations that would make it a
significant historic resource.

Would the project:
b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.5?

There are no known prehistoric or historic archeological sites or historic buildings on the project site as
determined by the CHRIS records search and a pedestrian survey of the site described in (a) above. Further, a
search of the Native American Heritage Commission’s (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF) did not indicate the
presence of a known traditional cultural resource within a half-mile of the project site, and contacted local Native
American tribes did not report on any specifically known nearby cultural resources. However, the project involves
demolition of the existing building on the site and grading and excavation into potentially undisturbed native soils
for an underground parking facility. Thus, construction of the project could potentially encounter previously
undiscovered archeological resources. In the unlikely event that archaeological resources are encountered
during grading or construction of the project, the project would be required to comply with Mitigation Measure 41 of the City of Pasadena’s General Plan EIR, which states:
If cultural resources are discovered during construction of land development projects in Pasadena
that may be eligible for listing in the California Register for Historic Resources, all ground
disturbing activities in the immediate vicinity of the find shall be halted until the find is evaluated
21 Email from Hayden Melbourn, P.E., Principal Engineer, City of Pasadena Public Works, Pasadena, CA to Stephen O'Neil, Cultural
Resources Manager, UltraSystems Environmental Inc., Irvine, CA. June 16, 2017.
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by a Registered Professional Archaeologist. If testing determines that significance criteria are
met, then the project shall be required to perform data recovery, professional identification,
radiocarbon dates as applicable, and other special studies; and provide a comprehensive final
report including site record to the City and the South Central Coastal Information Center at
California State University Fullerton. No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery
until Planning Department approves the report.
Compliance with this measure, as implemented through City’s General Plan Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program, would ensure that impacts to significant archaeological resources, if any are discovered during project
construction, would be less than significant. No project-level mitigation measures are required.

Would the project:
c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature?

WHY? The project site lies on the valley floor in an urbanized portion of the City of Pasadena. Plate 2-1 of the
Technical Background Report to the Safety Element of the General Plan identifies the project area with
Pleistocene alluvial fan gravel and sand (non-marine) derived from the San Gabriel Mountains. This portion of
the City does not contain any unique geologic features and is not known or expected to contain paleontological
resources. As discussed in the City’s General Plan EIR (City of Pasadena 2015), although Quaternary old alluvial
deposits (such as those underlying the project area) in general have the potential to yield fossils, the
paleontological sensitivity in these areas of the City is considered low due to their proximity to the mountains to
the north. Since the older Quaternary alluvial sediments are close to the sediment source, the uppermost layers
of these deposits are likely too coarse grained to preserve fossils. Therefore, the project is not expected to
encounter a unique paleontological resource or unique geologic feature. Impacts related to this topic are less
than significant.

Would the project:
d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
dedicated cemeteries?

WHY? There are no known human remains on the site. The project site is not part of a formal cemetery and is
not known to have been used for disposal of historic or prehistoric human remains (see description of cultural;
resource research in [a] above for this determination). Thus, human remains are not expected to be encountered
during construction of the proposed project. In the unlikely event that human remains are encountered during
project construction, State Health and Safety Code § 7050.5 requires the project to halt until the County Coroner
has made the necessary findings as to the origin and disposition of the remains pursuant to Public Resources
Code § 5097.98. Compliance with these regulations would ensure the proposed project would result in a less
than significant impact from disturbance of human remains.
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4.6

ENERGY

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans?

Why? In order to promote energy conservation, the City has adopted an amended California Green Building
Standards Code (PMC § 14.04.500). In conformance with the City’s building code, the project would be designed
to comply with the performance levels of an amended California Green Building Standards Code, which would
reduce energy consumption compared to standard building practices. As the project is a service facility (or nonresidential) project with proposed gross building area of more than 50,000 square feet, the project must comply
with Tier 2 Requirements (PMC § 14.04.504, § 307.2) of the amended California Green Building Standards
Code. In addition to the mandatory measures of Tier 2, the project must also comply with specific prerequisites
and as many additional elective measures to achieve an equivalent 50 LEED® points to achieve Tier 2 status
(PMC § 14.04.558).
The proposed project would also be required to comply with the energy standards in the California Energy Code,
Part 6 of the California Building Standards Code (Title 24). The project would install a variable refrigerant flow
(VRF)22 heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) system, which would help to decrease annual energy
demand by 19 percent and peak energy load by 13 percent when compared to the project’s estimated baseline
annual and peak energy demand.23 Other measures to meet applicable California Energy Code standards may
include the installation of low-flow plumbing fixtures, water efficient irrigation systems, lighting conservation
features such as LED fixtures and strategies to maximize daylighting, higher than required rated insulation, and
dual-glazed windows. Compliance with these regulations would ensure the proposed project would not conflict
with adopted energy conservation plans and impacts would be less than significant.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient manner?

Why?
Oil-Based Products
Construction of the project would result in a short-term insignificant consumption of oil-based energy products to
power construction vehicles and equipment. During project operations, demand for oil-based energy products
would be generated by the proposed CNG fueling facility for fueling transit vehicles and motor vehicle travel by
employees. However, the additional amount of resources required by the proposed project would be only slightly
greater than energy use associated with the existing TOMF and would not create a high enough demand for
energy to require development of new energy sources or cause a significant reduction in available supplies.
Additionally, consumption of gasoline by project-generated vehicles would be reduced by adherence to the Trip
Reduction Ordinance (per PMC Chapter 10.64) to a level that is not significant. Therefore, the project would not
22 A variable refrigerant flow (VRF) system is a high efficiency HVAC system that consists of a network of zones that heats and cools
only the zones in use. The VRF system adapts to the changing loads within different zones and can be designed for exact heating
and cooling needs to efficiently cover peak loads in different zones.
23 Maintenance Design Group, Baseline and Proposed Energy Use Calculations for the Pasadena TOMF Project, June 15, 2017.
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result in the wasteful or inefficient use of oil-based products and impacts due to the consumption of oil-based
products would be less than significant.
Energy
An increase in energy consumption would result from the development of the proposed TOMF. Without the
project’s proposed and required energy conservation features, the proposed project would result in an estimated
consumption of approximately 355,002 kilowatt-hours of electrical energy per year and approximately 187.5
kilowatts of peak energy demand.24 As discussed in Response 4.6.a, the project would be required to comply
with the energy standards in the California Energy Code, Part 6 of the California Building Standards Code (Title
24). The VRF system described above would help to decrease annual energy demand by 19 percent and peak
energy load by 13 percent.25 Furthermore, in light of these requirements, the project is likely to include lighting
conservation features such as LED fixtures and strategies to maximize daylighting, higher than required rated
insulation and double-glazed windows. The energy conservation measures would be prepared by the designer
and shown on building plan(s) submitted to the City’s Pasadena Water and Power (PWP) and the Building
Division for review and approval prior to the issuance of a building permit. Installation of energy-saving features
would be inspected by a building inspector prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy. In addition, the project
would be designed to meet the requirements of California Green Building Standards Code Tier 2 requirements,
which would further reduce energy demand.
The long-term impact from increased energy use by the proposed project is not expected to be significant in
relationship to the number of customers currently served by the electrical and gas utility companies. Supplies
are available from existing mains, lines and substations in the area. The surrounding area is completely
developed with urban uses; therefore, new infrastructure would not have to be constructed to accommodate the
proposed project. Therefore, the project would not result in the wasteful or inefficient use of energy and impacts
related to consumption of energy would be less than significant.
Water
The proposed TOMF would be slightly larger than the existing TOMF, and as a result, would slightly increase
the demand for water. Water used onsite would include domestic water consumption and water consumption
for bus washing and maintenance activities. Without the project’s proposed and required water conservation
features, the project is estimated to result in approximately 12,000 gallons per day in water consumption, of
which 7,200 gallons per day would be reclaimed water that would be used for bus washing activities.26,27 The
project would be designed to reduce domestic water consumption by 15% and water consumption for bus
washing activities by 59%. Demand for potable water would be reduced through the implementation of water
conservation measures such as use of collected storm water and recycled water for bus wash activities, provision
of drought tolerant landscaping and water efficient irrigation systems.
During drought periods, the project would be required to adhere to the Comprehensive Water Conservation Plan
and the Water Shortage Procedure Ordinance, which restricts water consumption to 90 percent of expected
consumption during each billing period. Installation of plumbing will be inspected by a Building Inspector prior to
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

24
25
26
27

Maintenance Design Group, Baseline and Proposed Energy Use Calculations for the Pasadena TOMF Project, June 15, 2017.
Maintenance Design Group, Baseline and Proposed Energy Use Calculations for the Pasadena TOMF Project, June 15, 2017.
Maintenance Design Group, Baseline and Proposed Water Use Calculations for the Pasadena TOMF Project, June 16, 2017.
The estimated total water consumption for the project (i.e. 12,000 gallons per day) is based on the assumption that the Pasadena
Transit buses would be washed every day. However, this is a worst-case scenario used for purpose of CEQA analysis provided in
this IS/MND. The frequency of bus wash activities at the proposed TOMF is expected to be lower.
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Over the past several years, PWP has been impacted by several factors that have restricted local and regional
water supply. PWP’s groundwater pumping in the Raymond Basin has been curtailed in order to mitigate
groundwater depletion experienced over the last half century. With respect to imported supplies, a decade-long
drought has reduced the ability to replenish regional groundwater supplies; drought conditions in the American
southwest have reduced deliveries of water from the Colorado River, and legal and environmental issues have
resulted in reduced water deliveries through the State Water Project. The City accounted for these conditions in
its current Water Integrated Resources Plan (adopted January, 2011) and PWP’s Urban Water Management
Plan (adopted 2015). In 2011, the Metropolitan Water District (MWD) lifted allocation restrictions as a result of
improvements in Southern California’s water reserves.
According to the PWP’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP),28 PWP’s current water supplies include
local groundwater from the Raymond Basin (approximately 40%) and purchases of imported water
(approximately 60%) from the Metropolitan Water District (MWD) of Southern California.
This project would be subject to review and approval by the PWP and the Building Division before the issuance
of a building permit. The proposed project’s irrigation and plumbing plans would also be required to comply with
the approved water-conservation plan and the City’s requirements for landscape irrigation.
Although the project would result in a slight increase in water demand, the UWMP demonstrates that adequate
supply is available to serve the City through the long-range year of 2040. In addition, water conservation
measures required by the PMC would further reduce water demand associated with the proposed project. The
Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 13.10 establishes thirteen permanent mandatory restrictions on wasteful
water use activities. In addition, there are also statewide water demand reduction requirements such as the
20x2020 Water Conservation Plan (“20x2020”),29 and the current work being done by the California Department
of Water Resources, the State Water Resources Control Board, and other state agencies to implement the
Governor’s 20x2020 Water Conservation Initiative Program.30 Therefore, the project would be adequately
served by available water supplies from existing entitlements and resources and would not require new or
expanded entitlements. Thus, with compliance with existing City requirements, impacts on water supplies would
be less than significant.
The project would also be required to adhere to the requirements of the City’s Water Efficient Landscape
Ordinance, which was adopted in 2010. This ordinance is a result of State Assembly Bill 1881 (AB 1881), the
Water Conservation in Landscaping Act of 2006, which mandates that all local jurisdictions follow specific
regulations for the efficient use of water in the irrigation of landscapes. The project must adhere to all applicable
provisions in this ordinance which are contained in Title 13 (Utilities and Services) of the Pasadena Municipal
Code. Pursuant to this ordinance, the project would be required to implement design features that include specific
plant types, the use of recycled water for irrigation and/or water features etc. Adherence to the requirements of
this ordinance would reduce the amount of water used in the project landscaping and will aid the project in
complying with all related water reduction provisions.
Implementation of applicable regulations for water use reduction described above would help in minimizing
wasteful and inefficient use of water by the project. Therefore, less than significant impacts are anticipated.

28 City of Pasadena Water and Power, Final 2015 Urban Water Management Plan, June 2016. Page E-3.
29 California Department of Water Resources, et al., 20X2020 Water Conservation Plan, February 2010, page 32.
30 California Department of Water Resources, et al., 20X2020 Water Conservation Plan, February 2010, page xiii.
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4.7

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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 Special
Publication 42.

WHY? According to the 2002 adopted Safety Element of the City of Pasadena’s General Plan, the San Andreas
Fault is a “master” active fault and controls seismic hazard in Southern California. This fault is located
approximately 21 miles north of Pasadena.
The County of Los Angeles and the City of Pasadena are both affected by Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zones.
Pasadena is in four USGS Quadrants: the Los Angeles, Mt. Wilson, El Monte, and Pasadena quadrangles. The
proposed project is located within the Mt. Wilson USGS quadrangle. The site does not fall within an AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zone.31
These Alquist-Priolo maps show only one fault zone in or adjacent to the City of Pasadena: the Raymond (Hill)
Fault Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. This fault is located primarily south of the City limits; however, the
southernmost portions of the City lie within the fault’s mapped fault zone. The 2002 Safety Element of the City’s
General Plan identifies the following three additional zones of potential fault rupture in the City:
•

The Eagle Rock Fault Hazard Management Zone, which traverses the southwestern portion of the
City.

•

The Sierra Madre Fault Hazard Management Zone, which includes the Tujunga Fault, the North
Sawpit Fault, and the South Branch of the San Gabriel Fault. This Fault Zone is primarily north of the
City, and only the very northeast portion of the City and portions of the Upper Arroyo lie within the
mapped fault zone.

•

A possible active strand of the Sierra Madre Fault, which appears to join a continuation of the
Sycamore Canyon Fault. This fault area traverses the northern portion of the City as is identified as
a Fault Hazard Management Zone for Critical Facilities Only.

The project site is not within any of these potential fault rupture zones. The Sierra Madre fault is located
approximately 2.8 miles to the north and the Raymond fault is approximately 1.6 miles to the south.32 Therefore,
the proposed project would not expose people or structures to potentially substantial adverse effects caused by
the rupture of a known fault. No related impacts would result from the proposed project.

31 California Department of Conservation, Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation Mount Wilson Quadrangle Map, March 25, 1999.
32 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23,
2017, page 5.
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Would the project:

b.
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Impact
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Mitigation is
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Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i.
Strong seismic ground shaking?

WHY? Since 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 impacts from seismic ground shaking than bedrock.
As discussed above, there are no active faults projecting toward or extending across the project site. According
to the geotechnical report,33 the Sierra Madre fault is located approximately 2.8 miles to the north and the
Raymond fault is approximately 1.6 miles to the south. The estimated epicenter of the nearest historical
earthquake with magnitude greater than 5.0 was approximately 3.4 miles away from the project site. Due to the
proximity of the site to the Raymond fault and the Sierra Madre fault zones, very strong shaking could result from
a major seismic event on this fault.
The risk of earthquake damage is minimized because new structures shall be built according 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 that the proposed project would not result in
significant impacts due to strong seismic ground shaking.

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i.
Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction as delineated
on the most recent Seismic Hazards Zones Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence
of known areas of liquefaction?

WHY? The project site is not within a Liquefaction Hazard Zone or Landslide Hazard Zone as shown on Plate
1-3 of the 2002 Safety Element Technical Background Report of the General Plan.34 This Plate was developed
considering the Liquefaction and Earthquake-Induced Landslide areas as shown on the State of California
Seismic Hazard Zone maps for the City. Based on the soil borings and the regional groundwater data provided
by the LACDPW, groundwater beneath this site is in excess of 50 feet below the existing ground surface.35 It is
generally accepted that liquefaction of soils in excess of 50 feet below grade has a minimal impact on structures
at the surface.36 Because of the lack of near-surface groundwater beneath the site, the potential for liquefaction33 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23,
2017, page 5.
34 City of Pasadena General Plan Safety Element 2002 Technical Background Report, page 1-92.
35 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23,
2017, page 7.
36 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23,
2017, page 7.
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induced damage to structures at this site is considered negligible. Therefore, the project would not result in
seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, and will have no impacts from seismic-related ground
failure.

Would the project:

d.
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Significant
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Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
i.
Landslides as delineated on the most recent Seismic Hazards
Zones Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of known areas of landslides?

WHY? The project site is not within a Landslide Hazard Zone as shown on Plate 2-4 of the 2002 Safety Element
Technical Background Report of the General Plan.37 This plate was developed considering the EarthquakeInduced Landslide areas as shown on the State of California Seismic Hazard Zone maps for the City. The project
site is not located within a mapped earthquake slope hazard zone.38 Therefore, the project will have no impacts
from seismic-induced landslides.

Would the project:
e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
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Mitigation is
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Impact

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

WHY? Construction of the project will lead to 67 cubic yards of fill and 19,752 cubic yards of cut with a total of
19,685 yards being exported. The project will cover approximately 70% of the site as compared to the existing
unused restaurant structure, which occupies 15% of the site. The existing building regulations and property site
inspections ensure that construction activities do not create unstable earth conditions.
Grading and earthwork activities associated with project construction activities would expose soils to potential
short-term erosion by wind and water. The natural water erosion potential of soils in Pasadena is low, unless
these soils are disturbed during the wet season. Both the Ramona and Hanford soils associations, which
underlie much of the city, have high permeability, low surface runoff and slight erosion hazard due to the gravelly
surface layer and low topographic relief away from the steeper foothill areas of the San Gabriel Mountains.
According to the geotechnical report,39 the site is within the northwestern limits of the San Gabriel Valley, which
is in the Transverse Ranges Province. Artificial fill soils are present within the project site to depths of
approximately four to nine feet along the northern property line. Native alluvial soils below the fill soils were found
to consist predominantly of medium dense to very dense poorly graded and well graded sand with varying
quantities of silt and gravel. Past a depth of approximately ten feet, borings indicated that the quantity of gravel
increased and cobbles and possibly boulders were likely present along with the gravel.
Excavation to a depth of approximately 21 feet for the subterranean level of the proposed project will remove all
of the artificial fill soils in this area. For areas outside of the main building footprint and the subterranean level,

37 City of Pasadena General Plan Safety Element 2002 Technical Background Report, page 2-33.
38 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23,
2017, page 5.
39 Ibid.
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per the recommendations in the geotechnical report,40 the upper 18 inches of near-surface soils will be removed
and recompacted. The bottom of all remedial excavations should expose firm, native soil. Additionally, temporary
excavations will be shored or “laid back” to appropriate temporary slope angles.
The displacement of soil through cut and fill would be subject to compliance with the California Building Code
relating to grading and excavation, other applicable building regulations, and standard construction techniques,
and the detailed recommendations found in the geotechnical report.41 The existing building regulations and
geotechnical report recommendations would ensure that construction activities do not create unstable earth
conditions and potential impacts would be less than significant.
In accordance with the Clean Water Act and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
requirements, water erosion during construction would be minimized by limiting construction to dry weather,
covering exposed excavated dirt during periods of rain, and protecting excavated areas from flooding with
temporary berms. In addition, site preparation would be conducted in compliance with the City’s requirement for
Best Management Practices (BMPs) and state and local codes and requirements for erosion control, grading,
and soil remediation.
Fugitive dust would be controlled in compliance and implementation of South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) Rules 403 and 1166.42 The following erosion control features associated with SCAQMD
Rules utilized during remedial activities are expected to be employed: covering stockpile with plastic sheeting;
covering loaded soils with secured tarps; prohibiting work during periods of high winds; and watering exposed
soils during construction.
As the proposed project involves more than 250 cubic yards of export, an erosion and sediment transport control
plan will be submitted as part of the project’s grading plan. The grading plan must be approved by the Building
Official and the Public Works Department prior to the issuance of any building permits.
Long-term operation of the proposed project would not result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil, as most
of the project site would be covered by the proposed development and paving. Soil erosion after construction
would be controlled by implementation of an approved landscape and irrigation plan. This plan is required to be
submitted to the Zoning Administrator (or the appropriate staff) for review and approval prior to the issuance of
a building permit. With the implementation of these erosion control features, potential impacts associated with
erosion during project construction and operation would be less than significant.

Would the project:
f.

Potentially
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Significant
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Mitigation is
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Impact

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?

WHY? 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 northsouth compression of the San Andreas tectonic plate is pushing up the San Gabriel Mountains. This uplifting
40 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23, 2017
pages 10 through 22.
41 Ibid, pages 10 through 22.
42 Rule 403 applies to all construction activities that disturb soil. Rule 1166 would apply to excavating, grading, handling and treating
soil contaminated with volatile organic compounds (VOC) if such contamination is encountered.
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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.43
The proposed project is not located on known unstable soils or geologic units, and therefore, would not likely
cause on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse.44 Modern engineering
practices and compliance with established building standards, including the California Building Code, will ensure
that the project will not cause any significant impacts from unstable geologic units or soils.

Would the project:
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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?

WHY? According to the 2002 adopted Safety Element of the City’s General Plan, the project site is underlain by
alluvial material from the San Gabriel Mountains.45 This soil consists primarily of sand and gravel, and is in the
low to moderate range for expansion potential. The soils found on the project site are considered to have a very
low expansion potential.46 Modern engineering practices and compliance with established building standards,
including the California Building Code, will ensure the project will not cause any significant impacts from unstable
geologic units or expansive soils.

Would the project:
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Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of wastewater?

WHY? The project will be required to connect to the existing municipal sewer system. Therefore, soil suitability
for septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems is not applicable in this case, and the proposed
project would have no associated impacts.

43 City of Pasadena General Plan Safety Element 2002 Technical Background Report, page 2-33.
44 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23,
2017, page 7.
45 City of Pasadena General Plan Safety Element 2002 Technical Background Report, page 2-25.
46 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23,
2017, page 6.
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4.8

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact on the environment?

WHY? Greenhouse gases (GHG) are defined under the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
(AB 32) as carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs),
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6). Associated with each GHG species is a “global warming
potential” (GWP), which is defined as the ratio of degree of warming to the atmosphere that would result from
the emission of one mass unit of a given GHG compared with one equivalent mass unit of CO 2 over a given
period of time. By this definition, the GWP of CO2 is always 1. The GWPs of CH4, and N2O are 25 and 298,
respectively (CCAR 2009).47 “Carbon dioxide equivalent” (CO2e) emissions are calculated by weighting each
GHG compound’s emissions by its GWP and then summing the products.
Carbon dioxide (CO2) is a clear, colorless, and odorless gas. Fossil fuel combustion is the main human-related
source of CO2 emissions; electricity generation and transportation are first and second in the amount of CO 2
emissions, respectively. Carbon dioxide is the basis of GWP, and thus has a GWP of 1.
Methane (CH4) is a clear, colorless gas, and is the main component of natural gas. Anthropogenic sources of
CH4 are fossil fuel production, biomass burning, waste management, and mobile and stationary combustion of
fossil fuel. Wetlands are responsible for the majority of the natural (CH4), emissions.48 As mentioned above, CH4,
within a 100-year period, is 25 times more effective in trapping heat than is CO2.
Nitrous oxide (N2O) is a colorless, clear gas, with a slightly sweet odor. N2O has both natural and human-related
sources, and is removed from the atmosphere mainly by photolysis or breakdown by sunlight, in the stratosphere.
The main human-related sources of N2O in the United States are agricultural soil management (synthetic
nitrogen fertilization), mobile and stationary combustion of fossil fuel, adipic acid production, and nitric acid
production.49 N2O is also produced from a wide range of biological sources in soil and water. Within a 100-year
span, N2O is 298 times more effective in trapping heat than is CO2.50
SCAQMD Significance Threshold
In California, there are no legal or universally acceptable significance thresholds for GHG emissions. In October,
2008, the SCAQMD issued a draft guidance document for an interim CEQA GHG significant emissions threshold
for projects where the SCAQMD is lead agency. The SCAQMD Board approved the document at its
December 5, 2008 meeting.51 Although the SCAQMD is not the lead agency on the TOMF project, it is currently
standard practice for other lead agencies to use the guidelines. The SCAQMD guidance proposes a “tiered”
approach to establishing a significance threshold. If a project’s GHG emissions “fail” the non-significance of a
47 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association. CalEEMod. Appendix A. Calculation Details for CalEEMod. September 2016,
p. 44.
48 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “Methane.” Climate Change Web Site. Internet URL: http://www.epa.gov/methane/. Updated
April 1, 2011.
49 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “Nitrous Oxide.” Climate Change Web Site. Internet URL: http://www.epa.gov/nitrousoxide/.
Updated June 22, 2010.
50 Ibid.
51 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Interim CEQA GHG Significance Thresholds for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans.
December 5, 2008. Internet URL: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/greenhouse-gases-(ghg)-ceqasignificance-thresholds/ghgattachmente.pdf?sfvrsn=2. Last accessed: October 27, 2017.
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given tier, then one goes to the next one. Refer to the GHG report found in Appendix C for a complete description
of each tier.
The threshold selected for this analysis is Tier 3 - 90 Percent Capture Rate Emission Thresholds. It is
designed to “capture” 90 percent of GHG emissions; that is, the threshold is low enough that it applies to the
sources of 90 percent of the region’s GHG emissions and is high enough that it excludes most minor sources.
For Tier 3, the SCAQMD presents lead agencies with two options: Option #1 – separate numerical thresholds
for residential projects (3,500 tonnes CO2e per year), commercial projects (1,400 tonnes CO2e per year), and
mixed use projects (3,000 tonnes CO2e per year); and Option #2 – a single numerical threshold for all nonindustrial projects of 3,000 tonnes CO2e per year.52 The SCAQMD staff proposal was to recommend the use of
option #2, but to allow lead agencies to choose Option #1 if they prefer that approach.53
The present analysis uses 3,000 tonnes of CO2e per year (option #2) as the screening threshold under the first
impact criterion above.
Project Emissions Evaluation
Direct emission sources are those which produce onsite emissions through the combustion of fossil fuels.
Typically, the two main direct emission sources will be use of internal combustion engines and space heating.
Indirect GHG source emissions are those for which the project is responsible, but that occur off-site. For example,
the solid waste that is distributed to landfills will decay and emit the GHGs CO2 and CH4. GHG are also emitted
by combustion of fossil fuels to generate electricity used by the project. Production of the electricity used to
convey water to the project and to treat wastewater generated by the project is also an indirect source.
Temporary construction and long term operational greenhouse gas emissions from the Project’s on-site and offsite Project activities were calculated using the CalEEMod, Version 2016.3.1. CalEEMod is a planning tool for
estimating emissions related to land use projects. Model-predicted annual project emissions are compared with
applicable thresholds to assess regional air quality impacts. Operational emissions are estimated using
CalEEMod and take into account area emissions, such as space heating, from land uses and from the vehicle
trips associated with the land uses. Project construction emissions were estimated using the construction module
of CalEEMod.
Assumptions used in the CalEEMod analysis are described in Section 4.3 (Air Quality) and in Appendix B and
Appendix C (Greenhouse Gas Emissions). Table 4.8-1 gives a detailed breakdown of the results of the GHG
emissions analysis for both direct and indirect related sources.

52 South Coast Air Quality Management District. Minutes for the GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Stakeholder Working Group #15.
September 28, 2010. Internet URL: http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/GHG/2010/sept28mtg/wkgp15minutes.pdf. Last accessed:
September 9, 2016.
53 Ibid., p.1.
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Table 4.8-1
UNMITIGATED ANNUAL GHG EMISSIONS, 2019 AND BEYOND
(Emissions in tonnes)
Emission Source
Constructiona
Area
Energy
Operations
Mobile
Waste
Water
Totals

CO2

CH4

N2O

CO2e

6.95
0.0021
113.21
330.61
6.52
16.96
474.27

0.0019
0.00001
0.00198
0.0165
0.3856
0.0548
0.46

0.00
0.00
0.0004
0.00
0.00
0.00135
0.0018

7.0
0.0024
113
331
16
19
486

Note: Proposed project is expected to be operational in July 2019.
a
Amortized over 30 years per SCAQMD Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold guidance.

Source: UltraSystems Environmental Inc. with CalEEMod (Version 2016.3.1.

Total annual CO2e emissions are estimated to be 486 tonnes, which is below the SCAQMD screening threshold
of 3,000 tonnes per year. Therefore, annual impacts from GHG emissions will be less than significant.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases?

WHY? The project would not conflict any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing GHG emissions.54 The project is consistent with the General Plan and Zoning Code and is not a use
that is a significant source of GHG emissions. The project would not conflict with AB 32 and the latest ARB
Scoping Plan.55
The TOMF was specifically designed to comply with all relevant provisions of the Pasadena Green Building
Ordinance, including incorporation of a reflective roof. The project is not in conflict with any provision of the City
of Pasadena Green City Action Plan. Indeed, to the extent that the project consolidates and improves bus
maintenance, it furthers the Action Plan’s emphasis upon expanding the availability and use of public
transportation.
In conclusion, there will be no impacts related to conflict with applicable plans.

54 A detailed analysis of the project’s compatibility with various climate change-related plans is in the Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Technical Report (Appendix C).
55 California Air Resources Board. AB 32 Scoping Plan. https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm. Last updated June
12, 2017.
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4.9

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials?

WHY? Construction: The project involves construction activities associated with removal of existing structures,
grading, and construction and operation of the proposed TOMF. Construction activities associated with the
proposed project may involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, such as petroleumbased fuels or hydraulic fluid used for construction equipment. The construction contractor would be required to
use standard construction controls and safety procedures that would avoid and minimize the potential for hazards
associated with the transport and use of hazardous materials. Standard construction practices would be
observed such that any materials released are appropriately contained and remediated as required by local,
state, and federal law.
Operational activities at the proposed TOMF would include bus repair work, preventive maintenance and
inspection work, bus washing, bus fueling at a compressed natural gas (CNG) fueling facility with associated
fuel, and storage of maintenance equipment (such as bus tires, bus parts, washing supplies, etc.).
Operation of the proposed project would involve routine transport, storage, and dispensing of CNG fuel. A CNG
operation involving the handling of natural gas is considered a Class I hazardous location, as defined by the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) based on the flammability of the substance.56 Natural
gas is a non-toxic substance and has no potential for ground or water contamination in the event of a fuel release,
but can cause anoxia (asphyxiation) when it displaces the oxygen in air in a confined area without adequate
ventilation. Natural gas is a light gas, weighing about two-thirds as much as air. It tends to rise and diffuses
rapidly in air when it escapes from the system.57 The risk of an accidental release would be unusual due to the
required preventive measures incorporated into the project design and strict governmental standards.
CNG has a narrow flammability range, and only presents a risk of explosion at specific concentrations that are
difficult to achieve. While the risk of danger associated with CNG is considered minimal, the design of the
proposed CNG fueling dispenser would include various features to further ensure the safety of the system. These
features include electrical equipment and installations meeting National Electrical Code and National Fire
Protection Association (NFPA) standards; automatic discharge pressure regulation; and an array of shut-downs,
alarms, and annunciators to meet or exceed all applicable codes and standards. CNG is commonly used and
safety precautions, technical specifications, and regulatory requirements have been established for its use.
The new TOMF would follow the rules and regulations of applicable local, state, and federal requirements
governing storage, handling and disposal of hazardous materials including use and storage of CNG. Therefore,
the proposed TOMF would not result in a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

56 A “Class I Location” is created by the presence of flammable gases or vapors in the air in sufficient quantities to be explosive or
ignitable. When these materials are found in the atmosphere, a potential for explosion exists if an electrical or other source of ignition
is present. https://www.osha.gov/dte/grant_materials/fy07/sh-16615-07/haz_locations_handout.pdf. Accessed October 18, 2017.
57 National Fire Protection Association (NFPA), NFPA 52, Vehicular Natural Gas Fuel Systems Code, 2016.
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Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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? Phase I and Phase II Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs) were conducted for the proposed project
site (see Appendix D). The purpose of the Phase I ESA was to identify recognized environmental conditions
(RECs) for the project site. These include (1) presence or likely presence of hazardous substances or petroleum
products on the project site, (2) conditions that indicate an existing release, a past release, or a material threat
of a release of hazardous substances or petroleum products into structures, the ground, groundwater, or surface
water at the project site, and (3) issues that may have an environmental impact on the project site. The findings
of the Phase I ESA are summarized below:
•

Railroad tracks occupied the southern portion of the project site from at least 1928 up to at least 1989.
The potential usage of hazardous materials (such as arsenic and herbicides) commonly associated
with the former railroad tracks represents a REC in relation to the project site.

•

Princess Pat Laundry & Cleaners (address: 2196 Foothill Extension), is located adjacent to the east
of the project site. This historic facility is listed as a EDR Historic Cleaner site. According to Sanborn
Maps, this facility was located on the east adjacent property from 1950 to 1952. Based on the potential
usage of hazardous materials (such as volatile organic compounds) commonly associated with
cleaners, this site represents a REC in relation to the project site.

•

Bob’s Paint and Body Shop (address: 2211 East Walnut Street) is an automotive repair and painting
shop located adjacent to the southeast of the project site. This historic facility is listed as an EDR
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act – Small Quantity Generator (RCRA-SQG), Facility Index
System/Facility Registry System (FINDS), Enforcement & Compliance History Information (ECHO),
and Historic Auto site. Based on the nature of the operations, duration of the operations (dating back
to at least 1980 up to the present, according to historic city directories), and manifest records
documenting the generation of various hazardous wastes (including waste and mixed oils, various
solvents, and various aqueous and solid wastes), this site represents a REC in relation to the project
site.

•

Based on the age of the building currently located on the project site (constructed in 1967), asbestos
containing materials (ACMs) and lead based paints (LBPs) are likely present within it. The potential
presence of ACMs and LBPs in the existing building on site represents an environmental issue in
relation to the project site.

A limited Phase II ESA was completed to assess the presence or absence of contaminants in soil and/or soilvapor as a consequence of a release or releases from past onsite and offsite activities. The Phase II ESA
concluded that the primary contaminant of concern (COC) at the project site is arsenic. Arsenic was found in
elevated concentrations in three of the four analyzed soil samples, which were all collected from the southern
portion of the property along Walnut Street where railroad tracks were located from 1928 to 1989. Therefore, the
disturbance of site soils during the proposed operations and maintenance facility’s construction activities may
pose a risk to site workers and the environment.
The new TOMF at the proposed project site would result in increased quantities of hazardous materials for use,
storage, and handling, increasing the probability of reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions. In
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recognition of the dangers associated with keeping hazardous substances, the state legislature has enacted
several laws regulating the use and transport of identified hazardous materials. Under the Hazardous Materials
Business Plan program, the California Office of Emergency Services aims to prevent or minimize the damage to
public health and safety and the environment, from a release or threatened release of hazardous materials. It
also satisfies community right-to-know laws. This is accomplished by requiring businesses that handle hazardous
materials in quantities equal to or greater than 55 gallons of a liquid, 500 pounds of a solid, or 200 cubic feet of
compressed gas, or extremely hazardous substances above the threshold planning quantity (40 CFR, Part 355,
Appendix A) to (1) inventory their hazardous materials; (2) develop a site map; (3) develop an emergency plan;
and (4) implement a training program for employees.
Chapter 6.95 of the California Health and Safety Code and Title 19 of the California Code of Regulations describe
the requirements for chemical disclosure, business emergency plans, and community right-to-know programs.
In particular, Chapter 6.95 requires all businesses using hazardous materials to inform local government
agencies of the types and quantities of materials stored on site. This disclosure enables emergency response
agencies to respond quickly and appropriately to accidents involving dangerous substances.
Section 31303 of the California Vehicle Code and US Department of Transportation regulations state that
hazardous materials being directly transported from one location to another (“through-transport”) must use routes
with the least overall travel time (e.g., major roadways/highways instead of local streets). However, local
roadways can be used for deliveries and pickups of hazardous materials and wastes to or from a specific location.
The California Highway Patrol and Caltrans are the enforcement agencies for hazardous materials transportation
regulations in the project area. Transporters of hazardous materials and waste are responsible for complying
with all applicable packaging, labeling, and shipping regulations. The California Office of Emergency Services
also provides emergency response services for hazardous materials incidents.
Pasadena Transit is required to comply with these applicable regulations. The proposed project will comply with
all applicable regulations including the following regulatory requirements:
•

Under the Hazardous Materials Business Plan Program of the California Office of Emergency Services,
a Hazardous Materials Business Plan will be prepared for the project58 and submitted to the Pasadena
Fire Department.59 It will include CNG equipment operations and maintenance procedures for

regular inspections, personnel training, and emergency response; and procedures specific to
the handling and maintenance of equipment and materials proposed for the proposed project.
The design of the proposed CNG fueling dispenser would include various features to further ensure the
safety of the system. These features include electrical equipment and installations meeting National
Electrical Code and National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) standards; automatic discharge
pressure regulation; and an array of shut-downs, alarms, and annunciators to meet or exceed all
applicable codes and standards.
•

Prior to any demolition activities, an ACM survey of the building at the project site shall be performed,
pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 1403 (Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities).60 Any
identified ACM shall be abated by a licensed abatement contractor according to all applicable federal,
state, and local regulations prior to any proposed demolition activities. All painted building surfaces at the
subject property shall be assumed to contain LBP and treated as such unless future testing is conducted
proving otherwise. All federal, state, and local regulations pertaining to LBP shall be followed by the
demolition contractor as appropriate

58 Required by California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95.
59 https://ww5.cityofpasadena.net/fire/fire-prevention-home/hazardous-materials/.
60 http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/reg-xiv/rule-1403.pdf?sfvrsn=4.
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In addition, the proposed project will include the following best management practices (BMPs):
•

•

Prior to any construction activities, a site-specific soil management plan (SMP) will be prepared by a
qualified environmental professional detailing these precautionary measures for use by the general
contractor, subcontractors, and other site workers during construction and redevelopment activities. The
SMP will include precautionary measures to be implemented to minimize worker exposure to site soils
(through inhalation/ingestion of airborne dust or through direct contact) and to minimize the potential for
contaminated soils to impact the environment (through airborne dust or through surface water runoff).
These precautionary measures may include:
o

Ensuring the use of adequate personal protective equipment (PPE) to protect site workers, such
as gloves, appropriate clothing, dust masks and/or respirators, and other protective gear.

o

Dust control measures such as spraying water and/or foams during construction, limiting
construction activities during windy days, and other measures to limit fugitive dust.

o

Using BMPs to limit the mobilization of contaminated soils by protecting drain inlets and other
sensitive receptors, capturing surface water runoff, and performing regular site sweeping,
housekeeping, and daily cleanup activities during construction.

o

It may be necessary to excavate some of the arsenic-contaminated soil and transport it to a
certified landfill.

Prior to start of construction activities a site-specific construction health and safety plan (HASP) shall be
prepared by a qualified environmental professional detailing these precautionary measures for use by
the general contractor, subcontractors, and other site workers during construction and redevelopment
activities.61

With the implementation of the applicable regulations and BMPs, the proposed project would not 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. This would result in a less than significant
impact.

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing
or proposed school?

WHY? The project site is located 0.8 mile northwest of the private St. Gregory Hovsepian School. Operation of
the proposed project would involve routine transport, storage, and dispensing of CNG fuel. However, the new
TOMF would follow applicable local, state, and federal rules and regulations governing hazardous materials. In
addition, as part of the permitting process, St Gregory Hovsepian School and the Hazardous Materials and
Waste Section of the Pasadena Fire Department would be notified of the proposed project and the project’s use
of CNG fuel. With these notifications and the implementation of applicable rules and regulations, the new facility
would not result in a significant hazard to the public or the environment.

61 A health and safety plan (HASP) is a best management practice at any construction site. In addition, for work at contaminated sites
a HASP is required by California Code of Regulations Title 8, Division 1, Chapter 4, Subchapter 7, Group 15, Article 109, § 5192.
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Would the project:

d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

WHY? As described in the site-specific Phase I report, the project site is not located on the State of California
Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List of sites published by California Environmental Protection Agency
(CAL/EPA), and no hazardous substance or petroleum product releases were reported.

Would the project:

e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

WHY? The project site is not located within an airport land use plan area or within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport. The nearest public use airport is the El Monte Airport, located approximately 5.9 miles
southeast of the project site. The Bob Hope Airport is located approximately 14.5 miles northwest of the project
site. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
vicinity of an airport and would have no associated impacts.

Would the project:

f.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area?

WHY? The project site is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip.62 Therefore, the proposed project would
not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the vicinity of a private airstrip and would have no
associated impacts.

Would the project:

g.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

WHY? The City of Pasadena maintains a citywide emergency response plan, which goes into effect at the onset
of a major disaster (e.g., a major earthquake). The Pasadena Fire Department maintains the disaster plan. In
case of a disaster, the Fire Department is responsible for implementing the plan, and the Pasadena Police
Department devises evacuation routes based on the specific circumstance of the emergency. The City has pre62 http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/losangeles.htm Accessed May 8, 2017.
Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Page 4.9-5
January 2018

❖ CITY OF PASADENA ❖

planned evacuation routes for dam inundation areas associated with Devil's Gate Dam, Eaton Wash, and the
Jones Reservoir.
Construction and operation of the proposed project would not place permanent or temporary physical barriers
on existing public streets. To ensure compliance with zoning, building and fire codes, appropriate plans must
be submitted for plan review prior to the issuance of a building permit. Adherence to these requirements ensures
that the project would not have a significant impact on emergency response and evacuation plans.

Would the project:

h.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

WHY? As shown on Plate P-2 of the 2002 Safety Element, the project site is not located in an area of moderate
or very high fire hazard. In addition, the project site is surrounded by urban development and is not located
adjacent to wildlands. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, and the project would have no associated impacts.
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4.10

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

WHY? Section 303 of the federal Clean Water Act requires states to develop water quality standards to protect
the beneficial uses of receiving waters. In accordance with California’s Porter/Cologne Act, the Regional Water
Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs) of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) are required to
develop water quality objectives that ensure that their regions meet the requirements of § 303 of the Clean Water
Act.
Pasadena is within the greater Los Angeles River watershed and therefore within the jurisdiction of the Los
Angeles RWQCB. The Los Angeles RWQCB adopted water quality objectives in its Stormwater Quality
Management Plan (SQMP). This SQMP is designed to ensure that stormwater achieves compliance with
receiving water limitations. Therefore, stormwater generated by a development that complies with the SQMP
does not exceed the limitations of receiving waters, and thus does not exceed water quality standards.
Compliance with the SQMP is ensured by Section 402 of the Clean Water Act, which established the National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). Under this section, municipalities are required to obtain
permits for the water pollution generated by stormwater in their jurisdictions. These permits are known as
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) permits. The City of Pasadena is a co-permittee in the Los
Angeles County MS4 permit (Order No R4-2012-0175-A01 as amended by State Water Board Order WQ 20150075; NPDES No. CAS004001). Under this MS4, each permitted municipality is required to implement the
SQMP.
In accordance with the County-wide MS4 permit, all new developments must comply with the SQMP. In addition,
as required by the MS4 permit, the City of Pasadena has adopted a Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) ordinance to ensure that new developments comply with the SQMP. This ordinance requires most
new developments to submit a plan to the City that demonstrates how the project will comply with the City’s
SUSMP.
Surface-water quality is affected by point- and nonpoint-source pollutants. Point-source pollutants are those
emitted at a specific point, such as a pipe, and nonpoint-source pollutants are typically generated by surface
runoff from larger areas, such as streets, paved areas, and landscaped areas.63 The project consists of
developing the proposed TOMF. The facility is not considered to be a “source” for the wastewater that it
generates, because the wastewater would be discharged to a City sewer, and would be transported via mains
to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District 16 (LACSD) trunk sewers for conveyance to a wastewater
treatment plant. Ultimately, the treated wastewater would be discharged to a water body; the wastewater
treatment plant would be the point source. The wash water would not require an industrial wastewater treatment
permit.
As an urban development, the proposed project would add typical, urban, nonpoint-source pollutants to
stormwater runoff. As discussed, these pollutants are permitted by the County-wide MS4 permit, and would not
exceed any receiving water limitations. In addition, since the proposed development meets the City’s SUSMP

63 City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan EIR, Chapter 5 Hydrology and Water Quality, January 2015.
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requirement thresholds,64 the applicant is required to submit and implement a SUSMP compliance plan which
will include a plan for implementing BMPs.
The MS4 permit also establishes Low Impact Development (LID) Standards for new development and
redevelopment projects, which require the design and implementation of post-construction controls to mitigate
storm water pollution, prior to the completion of the projects, through the development of a LID Plan. 65 Future
development within the General Plan Update area would be required to prepare an LID Plan for review and
approval by the Director of Public Works that includes 1) feasibility of infiltration, including a percolation report;
2) source control measures; 3) calculation of the Stormwater Quality Design Volume (SWQDV) which must be
retained onsite; 4) discussion of the feasibility of stormwater runoff harvest and use; 5) stormwater quality control
measures; and 6) a proposed operation and maintenance plan.66 A LID Plan will be prepared for the proposed
project and the proposed project would be designed in compliance with the LID Standards for site drainage and
stormwater management, and CALGreen mandatory requirements for Stormwater Pollution Prevention and
Stormwater Design, provided in Sections 5.106.1 and A5.106.2.
Compliance with the MS4 permit, SUSMP, LID Standards, and CALGreen mandatory requirements for
Stormwater Pollution Prevention and Stormwater Design would ensure that the proposed project would not
violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, and would have no related significant
impacts.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with 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-existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

WHY? The project would not install any groundwater wells, and would not otherwise directly withdraw any
groundwater. In addition, there are no known aquifer conditions at the project site or in the surrounding area,
which could be intercepted by excavation or development of the project. Therefore, the proposed project would
not physically interfere with any groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge.
The project would use the existing water supply system provided by the Pasadena Department of Water and
Power. The source of some of this water supply is groundwater, stored in the Raymond Basin. Thus, the project
could indirectly withdraw groundwater. The proposed water usage would represent an increase in water usage
over the existing use as storage for the Pasadena Fire Department. However, the existing TOMF is located only
approximately 0.78 miles southwest of the project site and is supplied water by the same water supply system.
In addition, the project includes the use of collected storm water for bus washing. The project would also reduce
indoor water use with low-flow fixtures. The proposed water usage would only be a slight increase over the
existing TOMF water usage and would be negligible in comparison to the overall water service provided by the
Department of Water and Power. This minor amount of water use would not change the Pasadena Department

64 City of Pasadena, Storm Water Pollution Prevention Regulation Thresholds (SUSMP).
65 City of Pasadena, Planning & Community Development, Low Impact Development (LID),
http://cityofpasadena.net/Planning/LID/ Accessed 10/17/2017.
66 City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan EIR, Chapter 5 Hydrology and Water Quality, January 2015.
Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Internet

URL:

Page 4.10-2
January 2018

❖ CITY OF PASADENA ❖

of Water and Power’s withdrawals from the Raymond Basin, which is controlled through agreements with the
Raymond Basin Management Board and its member agencies.
During periods of drought, the project must comply with the City's Water Shortage Procedures Ordinance, which
reduces monthly water consumption to 90 percent of the expected consumption for this type of land use.
According to the Water Division of the Pasadena Water and Power (PWP) Department, there are sufficient water
supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources.67 Therefore, the proposed
project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies. The project’s potential impacts on groundwater
supplies and groundwater recharge are less than significant.
See response to question 4.19(d) for additional information on water supply and the Raymond Basin.

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
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No
Impact

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner, which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-or
off-site?

WHY? The project site is currently gently sloping to the southeast. It does not contain any discernable streams,
rivers, or other drainage features. Development of the site involves excavation to a depth of approximately 21
feet for the subterranean level of the proposed project. For areas outside of the main building footprint and the
subterranean level, per the recommendations in the geotechnical report,68 the upper 18 inches of near-surface
soils will be removed and recompacted. The displacement of soil through cut and fill would be subject to
compliance with the California Building Code relating to grading and excavation, other applicable building
regulations, and standard construction techniques, and the detailed recommendations found in the geotechnical
report.69 The existing building regulations and geotechnical report recommendations would ensure that
construction activities do not result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site and potential impacts
associated with project construction would be less than significant.
As discussed in response to question 4.10(a), the drainage of surface water from the project would be controlled
by building regulations. Stormwater that is not collected and used for bus wash activities will be directed towards
the City's existing streets, flood control channels, storm drains and catch basins. Prior to the issuance of a
building permit, a site drainage plan must be submitted to the Building Division and the Public Works Department
for review and approval. This required approval ensures that the proposed drainage plan is appropriately
designed and that the proposed runoff does not exceed the capacity of the City’s storm drain system. The
proposed project will comply with the MS4 permit, SUSMP, LID Standards, and CALGreen mandatory
requirements for Stormwater Pollution Prevention and Stormwater Design. The proposed drainage of the site
would not channel runoff on exposed soil, would not direct flows over unvegetated soils, and would not otherwise
increase the erosion or siltation potential of the site or any downstream areas. Therefore, the proposed project
would not result in significant erosion or siltation impacts from changes to drainage patterns.

67 Memorandum from Sandra Andrade-Hernandez, City of Pasadena Water and Power Department, Water Division, Pasadena, CA to
Beilin Yu, City of Pasadena Planning and Community Development Department, Planning Division, Pasadena. CA, regarding
Conditional Use Permit #6573, PLN2017-00313, 2180 E Foothill Boulevard. August 9, 2017.
68 Earth Systems, Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report Proposed Transit Operations & Maintenance Facility, January 23, 2017
pages 10 through 22.
69 Ibid., pp. 10-22.
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Would the project:

d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner,
which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

WHY? The project site was previously developed and does not contain or is near any discernible streams or
rivers. The project site was previously developed and the most of the site is covered with impervious surfaces.
The proposed development of the site would not substantially increase the amount of impervious surfaces. The
displacement of soil through cut and fill for the main building footprint, including the subterranean level, and the
areas outside the building footprint, would be subject to compliance with the California Building Code relating to
grading and excavation, other applicable building regulations, and standard construction techniques, and the
detailed recommendations found in the geotechnical report.70 The existing building regulations and geotechnical
report recommendations would ensure that construction activities do not result in substantial flooding on- or offsite and potential impacts associated with project construction would be less than significant.
As discussed in response to question 4.10(a), the drainage of surface water from the project would be controlled
by building regulations. Stormwater that is not collected and used for bus wash activities will be directed towards
the City's existing streets, flood control channels, storm drains and catch basins. Prior to the issuance of a
building permit, a site drainage plan must be submitted to the Building Division and the Public Works Department
for review and approval. This required approval ensures that the proposed drainage plan is appropriately
designed and that the proposed runoff does not exceed the capacity of the City’s storm drain system.
Regardless, the project’s potential to cause flooding would be eliminated through the required compliance with
the City’s SUSMP ordinance and LID Standards. The SUSMP ordinance requires post-development peak
stormwater runoff rates to not exceed pre-development peak storm water runoff rates. An LID Plan prepared for
the project will be required to will include 1) feasibility of infiltration including a percolation report, 2) source
control measures, 3) calculation of the Stormwater Quality Design Volume (SWQDV) which must be retained
onsite, 4) discussion of the feasibility of stormwater runoff harvest and use, 5) stormwater quality control
measures, and 6) proposed operation and maintenance plan.71 The proposed project will comply with the MS4
permit, SUSMP, LID Standards, and CALGreen mandatory requirements for Stormwater Pollution Prevention
and Stormwater Design. Compliance will be ensured through the City’s drainage plan review and approval
process.
Since the project does not involve alteration of a discernible watercourse and post-development runoff discharge
rates are required to not exceed pre-development rates, the proposed project does not have the potential to alter
drainage patterns or increase runoff that would result in flooding. Therefore, the proposed project would not
cause flooding and would have no associated impacts.

Would the project:

e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

70 Ibid, pages 10 through 22.
71 City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan EIR, Chapter 5 Hydrology and Water Quality, January 2015.
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WHY? The project site was previously developed and the most of the site is covered with impervious surfaces.
The proposed development of the site would not substantially increase the amount of impervious surfaces and
is not expected to substantially increase runoff by increasing the impermeable surfaces onsite. However, as
discussed above, the project would be required to comply with the City’s SUSMP ordinance and LID Standards.
The SUSMP ordinance requires post-development peak stormwater runoff rates to not exceed pre-development
peak storm water runoff rates. An LID Plan prepared for the project will be required to will include 1) feasibility
of infiltration including a percolation report, 2) source control measures, 3) calculation of the Stormwater Quality
Design Volume (SWQDV) which must be retained onsite, 4) discussion of the feasibility of stormwater runoff
harvest and use, 5) stormwater quality control measures, and 6) proposed operation and maintenance plan.72
The proposed project will comply with the MS4 permit, SUSMP, LID Standards, and CALGreen mandatory
requirements for Stormwater Pollution Prevention and Stormwater Design. Compliance will be ensured through
the City’s drainage plan review and approval process and would ensure that post-development peak stormwater
runoff rates do not exceed pre-development peak storm water runoff rates. Therefore, the city’s existing storm
drain system can adequately serve the proposed development.
As discussed in response to question 4.10(a), surface-water quality is affected by point- and nonpoint-source
pollutants. Point-source pollutants are those emitted at a specific point, such as a pipe, and nonpoint-source
pollutants are typically generated by surface runoff from larger areas, such as streets, paved areas, and
landscaped areas.73 The project consists of developing the proposed TOMF. None of the proposed uses are
point source generators of water pollutants, and thus no quantifiable water quality standards apply to the project.
In addition, the project includes the use of collected storm water for bus washing. Wastewater resulting from the
bus wash would enter existing sewer drains, not the stormwater drainage system, and would be transported via
pipes to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District 16 (LACSD) trunk sewers for conveyance and treatment. As
an urban development, the proposed project would add typical, urban, nonpoint-source pollutants to stormwater
runoff. As discussed, these pollutants are permitted by the County-wide MS4 permit, and would not exceed any
receiving water limitations. In addition, since the proposed development meets the City’s SUSMP requirement
thresholds,74 the applicant is required to submit and implement a SUSMP compliance plan which will include a
plan for implementing BMPs. Therefore, the proposed project would not create runoff that would exceed the
capacity of the storm drain system and would not provide a substantial additional source of polluted runoff.

Would the project:

f.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

WHY? As discussed above, the project would be required to comply with the City’s SUSMP ordinance and LID
Standards. The SUSMP ordinance requires post-development peak stormwater runoff rates to not exceed predevelopment peak storm water runoff rates. The project includes the use of collected storm water for bus
washing. Wastewater resulting from the bus wash that is not recycled would enter existing sewer drains, not the
stormwater drainage system, and would be transported via pipes to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District
16 (LACSD) trunk sewers for conveyance and treatment. As an urban development, the proposed project would
add typical, urban, nonpoint-source pollutants to stormwater runoff. As discussed, these pollutants are permitted
by the County-wide MS4 permit, and would not exceed any receiving water limitations. The proposed project will
comply with the MS4 permit, SUSMP, LID Standards, and CALGreen mandatory requirements for Stormwater

72 City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan EIR, Chapter 5 Hydrology and Water Quality, January 2015.
73 City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan EIR, Chapter 5 Hydrology and Water Quality, January 2015.
74 City of Pasadena, Storm Water Pollution Prevention Regulation Thresholds (SUSMP).
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Pollution Prevention and Stormwater Design. Compliance will be ensured through the City’s drainage plan review
and approval process, ensuring that these stormwater pollutants would not substantially degrade water quality.
The project, however, also has the potential to generate short-term water pollutants during construction, including
sediment, trash, construction materials, and equipment fluids. The County-wide MS4 permit requires
construction sites to implement BMPs to reduce the potential for construction-induced water pollutant impacts.
These BMPs include methods to prevent contaminated construction site stormwater from entering the drainage
system and preventing construction-induced contaminants from entering the drainage system. The MS4
identifies the following minimum requirements for construction sites in Los Angeles County:
Sediments generated on the project site shall be retained using adequate Treatment Control or Structural BMP’s:
•

Construction-related materials, wastes, spills or residues shall be retained at the project site to avoid
discharge to streets, drainage facilities, receiving waters, or adjacent properties by wind or runoff;

•

Non-storm water runoff from equipment and vehicle washing and any other activity shall be contained
at the project site; and

•

Erosion from slopes and channels shall be controlled by implementing an effective combination of
BMPs (as approved in Regional Board Resolution No. 99-03), such as the limiting of grading
scheduled during the wet season; inspecting graded areas during rain events; planting and
maintenance of vegetation on slopes; and covering erosion susceptible slopes.

Complying with both the MS4’s construction site requirements and the City’s SUSMP ordinance will ensure that
construction of the proposed project would not substantially degrade water quality. Impacts in this regard would
be less than significant.

Would the project:

g.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Place housing within 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?

WHY? The proposed project involves construction of a TOMF and does not include housing. Therefore, the
project would not place housing within a flood hazard area or dam inundation area, and the project would have
no related impacts.

Would the project:

h.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

WHY? No portions of the City of Pasadena are within a 100-year floodplain identified by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA). As shown on FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) No. 06037C1400F, the
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project site is located in Zone X.75 Zone X is located outside of the “Special Flood Hazard Areas Subject to
Inundation by the 1% Annual Chance of Flood” (100-year floodplain) and no floodplain management regulations
are required. Therefore, the proposed project would not place structures within the flow of the 100-year flood,
and the project would have no related impacts.

Would the project:

i.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?

WHY? As shown on FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) No. 06037C1400F, the project site is located in
Zone X.76 Zone X is located outside of the “Special Flood Hazard Areas Subject to Inundation by the 1% Annual
Chance of Flood” (100-year floodplain) and no floodplain management regulations are required.
In addition, according to the City’s Dam Failure Inundation Map (Plate P-2 of the adopted 2002 Safety Element
of the City's General Plan) the project is not located in a dam inundation area. Therefore, the project would not
have a significant impact from exposing people or structures to flooding risks, including flooding as a result of
the failure of a levee or dam.

Would the project:

j.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

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. Mudflows result from the downslope movement of soil and/or rock
under the influence of gravity. The project site would not be susceptible to mudflow due to its relatively flat
geography and distance from hillside soils. No impacts would occur in this regard.

75 Ibid.
76 Ibid.
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4.11

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Physically divide an existing community?

WHY? According to the City’s current General Plan Land Use Element,77 the project site is designated as Low
Commercial. This designation is characterized by a limited range of retail and service uses. The project proposes
development of a three-story bus maintenance and operations facility and a three-level parking structure for
public transit vehicles. It would help in accommodating the anticipated growth in the Pasadena Transit fleet and
provide an up-to-date transit maintenance facility. The proposed TOMF would include bays for bus repair work,
inspection and maintenance, shop area, a CNG fueling facility with associated fuel, equipment and parts storage
area, administrative offices, and vehicle parking areas. According to the City’s Zoning Code,78 the proposed
TOMF is classified as a Public Maintenance and Service Facility (land use), which is defined as a facility providing
maintenance and repair services for vehicles and equipment and materials storage areas.
The project would not physically divide an existing community, as the proposed TOMF project consists of an infill
development within a highly urbanized area characterized by a mix of commercial, retail and office land uses.
The proposed project would extend existing auto maintenance, retail and commercial uses along Foothill
Boulevard and existing commercial and retail uses along Walnut Street. The proposed project would be
compatible with existing surrounding uses, as similar development including maintenance, retail, commercial,
and office uses are located on all sides of the project site. No adverse impact would occur.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

WHY? The project is consistent with both the Commercial General (CG) zoning designation and the Low
Commercial General Plan Land Use Designation in the adopted 2015 Land Use Element. The project site is not
located within a Specific Plan area or a Special Use Overlay District established by the City.
General Plan (2015)
The City’s General Plan Land Use Element (2015) provides eight guiding principles and a series of goals and
policies that demonstrate the relationship between land use policies and policies that foster high quality design,
the arts and culture, sustainable infrastructure, a vital economy, exemplary public services, and public
involvement and participation. The Land Use Element also includes a diagram depicting general distribution,
location, and density of land uses in the City based on the policies of the General Plan and existing land uses.

77 City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan, Land Use Element, Adopted by City Council on August 18, 2015, Amended
January 25. 2016. Internet URL: http://www.cityofpasadena.net/GeneralPlan/. Accessed May 2017.
78 City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena Zoning Code, Chapter 17.24- Commercial and Industrial Zoning Districts. Internet URL:
http://ww2.cityofpasadena.net/zoning/P-2.html#17.24.030. Accessed May 2017.
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The General Plan Land Use Element (2015) designates the project site as Low Commercial. Development within
the Low Commercial land use designation allows a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of up to 1.0. The Low Commercial
land use designation is intended to support the development of a limited range of retail and service uses. As the
project proposes development of a Public Maintenance and Service Facility land use with a FAR of 0.80,
implementation of the proposed project would be consistent with the Low Commercial land use designation
required by the General Plan. The General Plan goals and policies considered particularly relevant to the
proposed project are outlined in Table 4.11-1.
Table 4.11-1
PASADENA GENERAL PLAN LAND USE (2015) POLICY CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS
Objective/Policy

Project Consistency

Policy 1.1 Basic Growth Policy. Accommodate
growth that is consistent with community values and
that complements the scale and character of
Pasadena’s unique residential neighborhoods,
business districts, and open spaces.

Consistent. The project site is located in a developed
commercial area of the City that is under transition. The project
is not located immediately adjacent to a lower density residential
zone. The City’s zoning and design guidelines for the project
area promote changes to transition the area for development of
a more coherent commercial corridor. The proposed project
includes demolition of an existing vacant restaurant building
located on site and construction of a three-story bus
maintenance and operations facility and a three-level parking
structure. This new TOMF building would act as a catalyst for
promoting a new urban character in the project area by following
the requirements of the City’s zoning code and design
guidelines.
Consistent. The proposed project is an urban infill project that
would lead to the development of a three-story TOMF and a
three-level parking structure on an underutilized parcel,
currently occupied by a vacated restaurant building that is
currently used for storage.

Policy 1.2 Targeted Growth. Target growth and
new construction in infill areas and away from
Pasadena’s residential neighborhoods and open
spaces by redeveloping underutilized commercial
and industrial properties, especially within the
Central District, Transit Villages, Neighborhood
Villages, and along selected corridors.
Policy 4.7 Strengthen Major Corridors.
Encourage the economic improvement of underused
parcels along Pasadena’s corridors by clustering
more intense uses at major intersections and lower
intensity mixed-use or commercial development
between major intersections.
Policy 4.12 Transitions in Scale. Require that the
scale and massing of new development in higherdensity centers and corridors provide appropriate
transitions in building height and bulk and are
sensitive to the physical and visual character of
adjoining lower-density neighborhoods.
Policy 6.1 Sense of Place and History. Require
new development and changes to existing
development to be located and designed to respect
the defining elements of Pasadena’s character and
history such as its grid street pattern, block scale,
public realm, courtyards, paseos, alleys,
neighborhoods and districts, building massing and
heights, significant architecture, and relationship to
the mountains and Arroyo Seco.
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Consistent. The proposed project is an urban infill project that
would lead to the development of a three story TOMF and a
three-level parking structure on an underutilized parcel,
currently occupied by a vacant restaurant building. The project
site is located in a developed commercial area of the City that is
under transition.
Consistent. The proposed building would be designed to scale
down from Foothill Boulevard to Walnut Street to help transition
from the larger scale existing storage facility in the planned
development across Foothill Boulevard to the smaller scale
commercial buildings along Walnut Street.
Consistent. The proposed TOMF building would be designed in
compliance with the requirements of the City’s Zoning Code and
design guidelines.
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Objective/Policy

Project Consistency

Policy 6.5 Public Art. Integrate public art in private
projects and in public spaces, including
streetscapes, parks, and civic spaces.

Consistent. This project is subject to the City of Pasadena
Public Art Requirement. The Public Art Program requires that at
least one percent (1%) of the building permit valuation costs be
allocated by the developer to incorporate in the project design a
public art component. The north elevation of the proposed
building facing Foothill Boulevard is designed to include a fullheight curtain wall system at the building entrance and lobby so
that there is an obvious visitor entrance. This elevation would
also include a floor to ceiling aluminum framed store front
system, a glass entry canopy and a wall dedicated for the
provision of a public art component.
Consistent. The use of exterior cladding, materials, finishes
and colors would conform to the requirements of the City’s
Zoning Code and would also be evaluated through the City’s
design review process.

Policy 7.1 Architectural Quality. Design each
building as a high-quality, long term addition to the
City’s urban fabric; exterior design and buildings
material shall exhibit permanence and quality,
minimize maintenance concerns, and extend the life
of the building.
Policy 10.4 Sustainable Building Practices.
Foster sustainable building practices and processes
specified by the City’s Green Building Code by
incorporating energy and water savings, toxic and
solid waste reduction strategies into the building of
new structures and remodeling of existing
structures.
Policy 25.2 Compact Infill Development.
Encourage commercial uses along major corridors,
in Neighborhood Villages, and as infill development
adjacent to existing commercial uses and on surface
parking lots to improve commercial services,
maximize revenue generation, and leverage
concentrating commercial uses.
Policy 25.4 Architecture and Site Design. Require
that new development protect community character
by providing architecture, landscaping, and urban
design of equal or greater quality than existing and
by respecting the architectural character and scale
of adjacent buildings.

Consistent. The project would include sustainable development
features such as use of recycled materials in construction,
collected storm water and recycled water for bus wash activities,
and LED fixtures and photovoltaic panels to reduce energy
demand.

Consistent. The proposed project is an urban infill project that
would lead to the development of a three-story TOMF and a
three-level parking structure on an underutilized parcel,
currently occupied by a vacant restaurant building. The project
site is located in a developed commercial area of the City that is
under transition.
Consistent. The project site is located in a developed
commercial area of the City that is under transition. The City’s
zoning and design guidelines for the project area promote
changes to transition the area for development of a more
coherent commercial corridor. The proposed TOMF building
would act as a catalyst for promoting a new urban character in
the project area by following the requirements of the City’s
zoning code and design guidelines.

Zoning
The proposed project is a Public Maintenance and Service Facility development project and is located in the
Commercial General (CG) zoning district. According to the PZC § 17.24.020, the objective of the CG district is
to provide opportunities for a full range of retail and service businesses. This includes businesses not permitted
in the Commercial Limited district because they attract heavy vehicular traffic or traffic not destined for Pasadena
residential areas or have certain adverse impacts. The CG district provides opportunities for certain limited
manufacturing uses that have impacts comparable to those of permitted retail and service uses to occupy space
not in demand for retailing or services. The CG district is consistent with and implements the Commercial land
use designation of the General Plan. Table 4.11-2 provides a consistency analysis between the Zoning Code
regulations and the proposed project.
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Table 4.11-2
PASADENA ZONING CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS
Development
Standard

Permitted Uses

Building Height

Floor Area
Ratio (FAR)

Setbacks

Landscaping

Lighting

Existing Zoning: CG

Project Consistency

As identified in PZC § 17.24.030,
Commercial and Industrial District Land
Uses and Permit Requirements.

Consistent. The proposed TOMF is classified as a Public
Maintenance and Service Facility land use. Per PZC
§ 17.24.030(B), Table 2-5, a new public maintenance and
service facility use is allowed within the CG zoning district
with the approval of a Conditional Use Permit.

In accordance with PZC § 17.24.040.
Commercial and Industrial District
General Development Standards, the
maximum building height for the project
site is 45 feet.
As identified in PZC § 17.24.040,
Commercial and Industrial District
General Development Standards, the
maximum FAR for CG District is 0.80.

Consistent. When measured from lowest grade (at
Walnut Street), the proposed project height would not
exceed 45 feet.

As identified in PZC § 17.24.040,
Commercial and Industrial District
General Development Standards, the
minimum and maximum front setback of
5 feet is required.
As identified in PZC Chapter 17.44,
Landscaping.

As identified in PZC § 17.40.080,
Outdoor Lighting.
As identified in PZC Chapter 17.46,
Parking and Loading.

Parking

Signs

As identified in PZC Chapter 17.48,
Signs.

Consistent. The maximum allowable FAR of the
proposed building is 0.80. For the subject 33,106 square
foot lot, the maximum permitted floor area is 26,485
square feet. The project proposes a 25,920-square-foot
facility, which equates to 0.78 FAR.
Consistent. A five-foot setback would be maintained
along both Foothill Boulevard and Walnut Street, and no
disturbance or development is proposed within this area.

Consistent. The project will incorporate drought-tolerant
landscaping into the open space within the project
setbacks. Street trees will also be incorporated per the
requirements of the City.
Consistent. The project would comply with the standards
in the PZC that regulate glare and outdoor lighting.
Consistent. Pursuant to the requirements of the PZC, the
project includes 48 standard parking spaces and one
space for loading and unloading. The project is required to
provide 48 off-street parking spaces.79 It also includes 26
parking spaces for buses and 15 parking spaces for
paratransit vehicles, for a total of 89 parking spaces.
Consistent. New signage installed on the project site
would be designed in compliance with the requirements of
the PZC.

As indicated in Table 4.11-2, the proposed project would be consistent with the requirements of the City’s Zoning
Code.
The proposed TOMF is classified as a Public Maintenance and Service Facility land use, which is defined as a
facility providing maintenance and repair services for vehicles and equipment and materials storage areas. The
City’s Zoning Code allows a new public maintenance and service facility use within the CG zoning district with
the approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Therefore, the project would require the review and approval of
a CUP to allow the establishment of a maintenance and service facility land use within the CG zoning district.

79 Personal communication from Laura Steele, RNL Design, Los Angeles, CA to Margaret Partridge, UltraSystems Environmental,
Irvine, CA. October 27, 2017.
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Upon approval of the CUP, the proposed project would be consistent with the Zoning Code, and impacts would
be less than significant.

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan (HCP) or natural
community conservation plan (NCCP)?

WHY? As discussed in Section 4.4(f) of this IS/MND, there are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans (HCP)
or Natural Community Conservation Plans (NCCP) within the City of Pasadena. There are also no approved
local, regional or state habitat conservation plans. Therefore, the project would not conflict with any applicable
HCP or NCCP and no impacts would occur.
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4.12

MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?

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. The project site is not
near these areas. In addition, the project site is not located within an area known to contain mineral deposits or
mineral resources, and neither the project site nor surrounding areas are utilized for mineral production. 80
Implementation of the proposed project would not result in the loss of an available known mineral resource with
value to the region. As such, no mineral resources impacts would occur.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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?

WHY? The City’s General Plan Land Use Element, as amended January 25, 2016, does not identify any mineral
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 project would not have significant impacts from the loss of a
locally-important mineral resource recovery site.

80 U.S. Geological Survey, California State Minerals. URL; https://mrdata.usgs.gov/mineral-resources/major-deposits.html. Accessed
May 4, 2017.
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4.13

NOISE

Would the project result in:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

WHY? The proposed project involves installing a transit vehicle operations and maintenance facility, which would
be a new noise source in the area.
Existing Noise
Transportation is the largest noise source in the general area of the proposed TOMF. The nearest freeway is the
Foothill Freeway (I-210), which is about 1,000 feet to the north. Foothill Boulevard, which borders the north side
of the project site, has an annual average daily traffic of about 10,500 vehicles.81 The Metro Gold Line, which
runs on the freeway median, is about 1,145 feet north of the project. Its Allen Street station is about 0.52 mile
to the northwest. Relatively small commercial and industrial facilities line both sides of Foothill Boulevard in the
project area.
The General Plan, Noise Element includes the results of short- and long-term ambient noise measurements
made throughout the city in 2001 and 2002. The study was conducted before the Gold Line was built, so it may
not be representative of exposures near the I-210. The Noise Element measurement site nearest the project
site and having similar surrounding land uses was #17, which was on Colorado Boulevard between North Hill
Avenue and Harkness Avenue, 0.89 mile southwest of the project. One-hour noise measurements at Location
#17 ranged from 53.2 to 67.6 dBA Leq, and the 24-hour Ldn value was 67.6 dBA.
The principal existing sensitive receivers near the project are single- and multi-family residences. These and
additional sensitive receivers are shown in Figure 4.13-1. On August 11, 2016, UltraSystems conducted
ambient noise measurements at six locations on the project site boundary and near noise sensitive receivers
surrounding the site. Figure 4.13-2 depicts the location of the six noise monitoring locations. As shown in
Table 4.13-1, average ambient noise levels (Leq) ranged from 53.1 to 67.4 dBA. The highest average noise levels
were at the two points on the site boundaries.
Short-Term Noise Impacts
The construction of the proposed project may generate temporary increases in ambient noise levels. Noise
impacts from construction activities are a function of the noise generated by the operation of construction
equipment and on-road delivery and worker commuter vehicles, the location of equipment, and the timing and
duration of the noise-generating activities. The same construction schedule and the same types and numbers of
pieces of equipment anticipated in each phase of construction and development as were used for the air quality
impact analysis (Section 4.3) were used for the noise analysis. Additional details of the construction noise
analysis are found in Appendix E.
Table 4.13-2 shows, for each construction phase, the exposure of a sensitive receiver 50 feet away from all
pieces of equipment combined. The table represents a “worst case,” inasmuch as all equipment types within a
phase will probably not be operating simultaneously.
81 City of Pasadena Transportation Data Management System. Data as of October 27, 2010 from City of Pasadena Transportation
Data Management System. http://pasadena.ms2soft.com/tcds/tsearch.asp?loc=Pasadena&mod=. Accessed May 30, 2017.
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Figure 4.13-1
SENSITIVE RECEIVERS
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Figure 4.13-2
AMBIENT NOISE MEASUREMENT LOCATIONS
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Table 4.13-1
MEASURED AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS
Measurement Results (dBA)
Point

S021
S022
S023
S024
S025
S026

Description

Project site north boundary
Project site southwest corner
Apartment complex at 118 N. Grand Oaks
Avenue, Pasadena
Apartment building at southwest corner of
N. Craig Avenue and Gladys Street
261 N. Craig Avenue, Pasadena (residential
neighborhood)
Residential neighborhood near northwest
corner of While Street and Lola Avenue

15-Minute
Leq

Lmax

L90

67.4
66.9

81.4
85.3

56.7
52.5

58.5

78.3

49.3

57.6

73.6

49.9

58.6

71.6

50.7

53.1

69.2

49.1

Table 4.13-2
COMBINED EXPOSURE AT 50 FEET FROM ALL EQUIPMENT, BY CONSTRUCTION PHASE
Construction Phase
Demolition
Site clearing and preparation
Utilities trenching
Utilities installation

Foundations, framing, etc.

Interior construction

Concrete paving
Architectural coating
Equipment installation

Equipment Types
Concrete/industrial saws
Tractors/loaders/backhoes
Rubber tired dozers
Tractors/loaders/backhoes
Rubber tired dozers
Excavators
Cranes
Forklifts
Tractors/loaders/backhoes
Cement and mortar mixers
Cranes
Forklifts
Generator sets
Tractors/loaders/backhoes
Welders
Forklifts
Generator sets
Welders
Cement and mortar mixers
Pavers
Rollers
Tractors/loaders/backhoes
Air compressors
Cranes
Forklifts
Tractors/loaders/backhoes
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Composite Noise (dBA)
@ 50 Feet
@ 100 Feet
87.9

81.9

87.5

81.5

79.0

73.0

84.7

78.6

86.6

80.6

76.5

70.5

87.6

81.6

80.8

74.8

85.5

79.4
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As seen in the last column, none of the phase-specific equipment combinations would generate noise levels
exceeding 85 dBA at 100 feet. Thus, the limit of Pasadena Municipal Code § 9.36.080 would not be exceeded.
Therefore, the project’s construction noise impacts would be less than significant.
The project is also required to adhere to City regulations governing hours of construction, noise levels generated
by construction and mechanical equipment, and the allowed level of ambient noise (Chapter 9.36 of the
Pasadena Municipal Code). In accordance with these regulations, construction noise will be limited to normal
working hours (7 a.m. to 7 p.m. Monday through Friday, 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. on Saturday, in or within 500 feet of a
residential area). A construction related traffic plan is also required to ensure that truck routes for transportation
of materials and equipment are established with consideration for sensitive uses in the neighborhood. A traffic
and parking plan for the construction phase must be submitted for approval to the Traffic Engineer in the
Transportation Department and to the Zoning Administrator prior to the issuance of any permits.
Long-Term Noise Impacts
Vehicle repair and maintenance activities will be indoors, so the noise generated therefrom would be shielded
and substantially attenuated. The CNG fueling system, including its noisiest component, the compressor, will be
located in an alcove in the Level 1 garage area, with exterior block walls on three sides. The “open side” of the
alcove would allow noise transmission to the east, but still inside the garage structure, although some noise
energy will be released via the entrance to the garage. Noise from a typical bus refueling CNG compressor82 is
about 80 dB at 10 feet. Because the nearest sensitive receiver is almost 300 feet away, the unshielded noise
from the compressor would be about 50 dBA, which is less than significant. The garage structure would lower
the compressor noise exposure even further. Rooftop bus parking activity would produce noise similar to that of
the buses’ entry to and exit from the facility (albeit of lower intensity, as the buses would be traveling more
slowly). As discussed in Question c below, the on-road traffic noise exposure is less than significant, given that
there is already a neighboring auto maintenance facility, a substantial new stationary noise source would not be
introduced into the area. However, there is a potential for increased traffic noise. That is discussed in Question
c below.

Would the project result in:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

WHY? It is expected that groundborne vibration from project construction activities would cause only intermittent,
localized intrusion. The Proposed Project’s construction activities most likely to cause vibration impacts are onsite
use of heavy construction equipment and offsite truck traffic. It is not expected that heavy equipment such as
large bulldozers would operate closely enough to any sensitive receivers to cause vibration impacts. Trucks
hauling building materials to construction sites can be sources of vibration intrusion if the haul routes pass
through residential neighborhoods on streets with bumps or potholes. Repairing the bumps and potholes almost
always eliminates the problem. A quantitative analysis of construction vibration, presented in Appendix E,
estimated that the vibration level of construction equipment at the nearest sensitive receiver (287 feet) is at most
0.002 inch per second, which is less than the FTA damage threshold of 0.12 inch per second PPV for fragile

82 Public Draft. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Initial Study. Murrieta Valley Unified School District. CNG Bus Fleet
Conversion. Prepared by VCS Environmental, San Juan Capistrano, CA for Murrieta Valley Unified School District, Murrieta, CA,
PDF Page 68. September 2012. https://www.murrieta.k12.ca.us/cms/lib5/CA01000508/Centricity/Domain/10/CNG%20ISMND%20Final%20Public%20Draft.pdf.
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historic buildings, and 65 VdB, which is less than the FTA threshold for human annoyance of 80 VdB.
Construction vibration impacts would therefore be less than significant.
Operation of the proposed project would not involve significant sources of groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise. Thus, operation of the proposed project would result in a less than significant impact.
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Would the project result in:

c.

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

WHY? The project would not lead to a significant permanent increase in ambient noise. Onsite noise sources
from the proposed TOMF project would include engine testing, operation of pneumatic wrenches and other
vehicle repair and maintenance equipment, externally placed air conditioners, landscaping and building
maintenance equipment; and motor vehicles driving into, within, and out of the indoor parking areas. Noise levels
associated with operation of the project are expected to be comparable to those of nearby automobile repair
shops, or lower; because the vehicle repair and maintenance activities will be indoors, the building would block
transmission to the surrounding neighborhood. Noise from onsite sources would therefore be less than
significant.
The principal noise source in the project area is traffic on local roadways and the I-10 freeway. The project may
contribute to a permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity due to project-generated vehicle
traffic on neighborhood roadways and at intersections. A noise impact would occur if the project contributes to a
permanent increase in ambient noise levels affecting sensitive receivers along roadways that would carry projectgenerated traffic.
According to the City, the project would generate about 282 bus and other passenger vehicle trips per day.83 To
obtain an idea of the magnitude of the increase in local traffic due to the project, the aforementioned City
estimates (by hour of day) were compared with hourly measurements made at the intersection of Sierra Madre
Boulevard and Foothill Boulevard (about 0.3 mile from the project) during intervals of relatively high traffic.84,85
Table 4.13-3 shows the result of the analysis. The traffic increase through the intersection would in all cases be
less than 5%.
Table 4.13-3
PERCENTAGE TRAFFIC INCREASE DUE TO PROJECT
Time
Interval

Baseline
Vehicles/Hour

Increase Due to
Project
(Vehicles/Hour)

Percent
Increase

0700-0800
0800-0900
1100-1200

399
572
393

14
15
9

3.51
2.62
2.29

83 Data provided with email from Hayden Melbourn, P.E., Capital Projects Manager, City of Pasadena Public Works, Pasadena, CA to
Michael Rogozen, UltraSystems Environmental Inc., Irvine, California. April 10, 2017.
84 Data
for
April
16,
2016
from
City
of
Pasadena
Transportation
Data
Management
System.
URL:
http://pasadena.ms2soft.com/tcds/tsearch.asp?loc=Pasadena&mod=. Accessed June 20, 2017.
85 This analysis also assumes that 100 percent of the traffic generated by the project goes through the named intersection. This is a
“worst-case” assumption because transit vehicles will travel by numerous routes to and from the TOMF.
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Time
Interval

Baseline
Vehicles/Hour

Increase Due to
Project
(Vehicles/Hour)

Percent
Increase

1200-1300
1600-1700
1700-1800

469
454
431

15
10
13

3.20
2.20
3.02

Given the logarithmic nature of the decibel, traffic volume needs to be doubled in order for the noise level to
increase by 3 dBA,86 the minimum level perceived by the average human ear. A doubling is equivalent to a
100% increase. Because the maximum increase in traffic at any intersection would be far below 100%,
operational traffic noise impacts on sensitive receivers would be less than significant.
Noise impacts to businesses and residences from transit and employee vehicles entering and leaving the facility
at many hours of the day and night were also estimated. As a “worst case,” it was assumed that all facilityrelated traffic traveled on East Walnut Street. Exposures to bus and passenger car vehicle noise were estimated
by the sound exposure level (SEL) method prescribed by the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans).87 Vehicle data and the noise analysis are provided in Appendix E. For exposures at 50 feet from
the south side of the TOMF, the calculated CNEL value is 52.2 dBA, which is in the “normally acceptable” range
for the types of sensitive receivers in the area.88 Because the nearest sensitive receiver is almost 300 feet away,
actual exposures would be less than 52.2 dBA CNEL.

Would the project result in:

d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

WHY? The project would generate short-term noise due to construction activities. However, the project is
required to adhere to City regulations governing hours of construction and noise levels generated by construction
and mechanical equipment. (Chapter 9.36 of the Pasadena Municipal Code). In accordance with these
regulations, construction noise will be limited to normal working hours (7 a.m. to 7 p.m. Monday through Friday,
8 a.m. to 5 p.m. on Saturday, in or within 500 feet of a residential area). A construction related traffic plan is also
required to ensure that truck routes for transportation of materials and equipment are established with
consideration for sensitive uses in the neighborhood. A traffic and parking plan for the construction phase will
be submitted for approval to the Traffic Engineer in the Transportation Department and to the Zoning
Administrator prior to the issuance of any permits. Therefore, the project would not result in a substantial
temporary or periodic increase in noise levels. See also response 4.13.a. above.

86 Technical Noise Supplement. Prepared by ICF Jones & Stokes, Sacramento, California for California Department of Transportation,
Division of Environmental Analysis, Sacramento, California. November 2009.
87 Technical Noise Supplement to the Caltrans Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. California Department of Transportation, Division of
Environmental Analysis, Sacramento, CA. September 2013, pp. 2-53 to 2-54.
88 See Appendix E, Table 4.2-1.
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Would the project result in:

e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public
use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

WHY? There are no airports or airport land-use plans in the City of Pasadena. The nearest public use airport
is the El Monte Airport, located approximately 5.9 miles southeast of the project site. The Bob Hope Airport is
located approximately 14.5 miles northwest of the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose
people to excessive airport related noise and would have no associated impacts.

Would the project result in:

f.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

WHY? There are no private-use airports or airstrips within or near the City of Pasadena.
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4.14

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

WHY? The proposed project involves construction of the TOMF, which is classified as a Public Maintenance and
Service Facility land use. This type of land use is consistent with the land use designations for the site with the
approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). (See Section 4.11.) Therefore, the proposed project is consistent
with the growth anticipated and accommodated by the City’s General Plan. The project is located in a developed
urban area with an established roadway network and in-place infrastructure. Thus, development of the proposed
project would not require extending or improving infrastructure in a manner that would facilitate offsite growth.
No housing would be developed on the project site; therefore, the proposed project would not directly result in
population growth. The proposed project would result in an increase of only 26 employees (from 88 to 114) by
2036.89 The slight increase in employment opportunities would likely be filled from the existing available regional
workforce. While some employees may choose to relocate to the City of Pasadena, it would not result in a
substantial increase in population or associated need for additional housing. Therefore, the proposed project
would not induce substantial population growth, and would have no related significant impacts.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

WHY? The project site does not contain any existing dwelling units. Therefore, the proposed project would not
displace any residents or housing, and would have no related impacts.

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction
of replacement housing elsewhere?

WHY? No persons currently reside on the project site and the project site does not contain any existing dwelling
units. Therefore, the proposed project would not displace any people, and would have no related impacts.

89 Email from Elba Albertovna, Maintenance Design Group, Pasadena, CA to Michael Rogozen, UltraSystems Environmental, Irvine,
CA. June 14, 2017.
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4.15

PUBLIC SERVICES

Will the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated 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
times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

Would the project impact:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Fire Protection?

WHY? The proposed project would not result in the need for additional new or altered fire protection facilities
and would not alter acceptable service ratios or response times. Both the proposed project site and the existing
TOMF facility are in the service area for Pasadena Fire Department Station 32. Fire Station 32 is located at 2424
E. Villa Street, approximately 0.43 mile northeast of the proposed project site and approximately 0.78 mile
northeast of the existing TOMF location. Daily staffing for Fire Station 32 is ten operations personnel, which
include two company officers, two engineers, three firefighter paramedics, and two firefighters. The fire station
includes the following equipment: one ladder truck, one engine company, one rescue ambulance, an urban
search and rescue vehicle, a rescue cushion, and a utility vehicle. Fire Station 32 responded to 1,898 calls, with
4,088 responses, in 2014.90
The proposed project consists of construction of the proposed TOMF, which could increase the demand on the
Pasadena Fire Department. The proposed TOMF would be slightly larger than the existing TOMF. However,
the project itself is not large enough to require the development of additional Fire Department facilities or alter
acceptable service ratios. In addition, as the proposed project site is closer to Station 32 than the existing TOMF
facility, acceptable response times would not be altered.
Development of the project site would comply with all applicable City of Pasadena, state, and federal codes and
ordinances related to fire safety, and architectural plans would be reviewed and approved by the City of
Pasadena Fire Department prior to project implementation. Further, the proposed project is required to
incorporate safety and security features, including fire sprinklers, alarm systems, and adequate access for
emergency vehicles.
Therefore, the proposed project would not significantly impact fire protection services. See also Section 4.9 of
this document for wildfire-related impacts.

Would the project impact:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Libraries?

WHY? The project is located 0.58 mile from the nearest branch library, Lamanda Park Branch Library. The
proposed non-residential project would not directly increase the City’s population and would only slightly increase
it indirectly through a net increase of 26 employees, and therefore, would not significantly increase demand on

90 Pasadena Fire Department, Standards of Cover, July 28, 2015.
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the City’s libraries. The City as a whole is well served by its Public Information (library) System; and the project
would not significantly impact library services.

Would the project impact:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Parks?

WHY? The project is located within 0.8 mile of the nearest park, Victory Park. According to the City’s park impact
fee nexus study prepared in 2013, for every 1,000 residents the City as a whole has 2.17 acres of developed
parkland and 1.89 acres of open space parkland, for a total of 4.06 acres of park and open space per 1,000
residents.91
The proposed non-residential project would not directly increase the City’s population and would only slightly
increase it indirectly through a net increase of 26 employees, and therefore, would not significantly increase
demand on the City’s parks.

Would the project impact:

d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Police Protection?

WHY? The proposed project would be served by the Pasadena Police Department, which has established five
community service areas (West, Northwest, Central, East, and Midtown) across the City. The project site is
located in the Central - Community Service Area 3.92 Based on the Pasadena Police Department’s published
monthly crime reports between January through March 2017, there were 1,056 service calls citywide, with 214
service calls (20 percent) occurring in the Central - Community Service Area 3.93 Calls pertaining to theft were
the most prevalent, comprising 30 percent of citywide service calls and service calls in the Central Community
Service Area. The nearest police station, located at 207 N. Garfield Avenue, is approximately 2.3 miles west of
the project site and approximately 1.8 miles west of the of the existing TOMF location.
The proposed project would not result in the need for additional new or altered police protection facilities and
would not alter acceptable service ratios or response times. The proposed site is in an area which has reported
average crime rates according to Police Department burglary statistics. The proposed project consists of
construction of the proposed TOMF, which could increase the demand on the Pasadena Police Department.
The proposed TOMF would be slightly larger than the existing TOMF, however, the project itself is not large
enough to require the development of additional police facilities. The existing TOMF is in the same service area
as the proposed TOMF; therefore, the proposed project would not add a new type of land use to the service
area. Therefore, the proposed project would not significantly impact police protection services.

91 City of Pasadena, Pasadena General Plan Draft EIR, January 2015.
92 City of Pasadena, Police Community Service Areas, http://www.ci.pasadena.ca.us/Police/Community_Service_Areas/, accessed
May 5, 2017.
93 City of Pasadena, Preliminary – Monthly Statistical Report, March 2017.
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Would the project impact:

e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Schools?

WHY? The Pasadena Unified School District (PUSD) serves pre-kindergarten through twelfth grade students
residing in Pasadena, as well as the communities of Altadena and Sierra Madre, and adjacent areas of
unincorporated Los Angeles County. The proposed project would not result in a net increase in Pasadena’s
population, and would only slightly increase it indirectly through a net increase of 26 employees, and therefore,
would not significantly increase demand on the PUSD. The City of Pasadena collects a Pasadena Unified School
District (PUSD) Construction tax on all new construction. There is a school impact fee collected for nonresidential development. Payment of this fee mitigates any impact on school services, and the project would not
significantly impact schools.

Would the project impact:

f.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Other public facilities?

WHY? The proposed project will not result in a net increase in the City’s population, and would only slightly
increase it indirectly through a net increase of 26 employees, and therefore, would not result in significant
additional maintenance of public facilities or a significant impact on other public facilities.
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4.16

RECREATION

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

WHY? The proposed project is a non-residential project that would not directly increase the City’s population
and would only slightly increase it indirectly through a net increase of 26 employees, and therefore, would not
significantly increase demand on the City’s parks. Therefore, the potential for an increase in usage of park space
by the new employees and patrons associated with the proposed project would be negligible. Furthermore, the
City collects a park impact fee for non-residential projects. These fees are used to fund the City’s park
maintenance and improvement program. The project itself would not lead to substantial physical deterioration
of any recreational facilities, and would have no related significant impacts.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities, which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

WHY? The project does not include recreational facilities and would not require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities. Therefore, the proposed project does not involve the development of recreational facilities
that would have an adverse effect on the environment, and would have no associated impacts.
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4.17

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

WHY? The proposed TOMF will be located at 2180 East Foothill Boulevard, east of Craig Avenue. The project
site is bounded by Foothill Boulevard on the north and Walnut Street on the south. Staff vehicular access to the
project site would be provided from Walnut Street. The project includes two designated access points for the
transit fleet, including buses and non-revenue vehicles. One access point would be located on Walnut Street
and the other would be located on Foothill Boulevard. The Pasadena Transit fixed route system has six routes
currently operating with a fleet of 25 fixed-route buses with a future projection of 30 buses. The Pasadena DialA-Ride paratransit services currently has a fleet of 11 vehicles with a future projection of 15 vehicles that serve
Pasadena, San Marino, and the unincorporated areas of Altadena, East San Gabriel, Kinneloa, and Chapman
Woods. In fiscal year 2017, the Pasadena fixed route fleet is anticipated to grow to 30 vehicles and the paratransit
fleet is anticipated to include two additional revenue service minivans.
Based on the City of Pasadena Department of Transportation’s Thresholds for Determining Transportation
Review,94 the proposed project would be categorized at a level of “below communitywide significance”95 and
therefore, would not require the preparation of a project traffic impact study.
Pasadena Transit has a fixed route system and the proposed project site is located approximately 0.78 mile
northeast of the existing TOMF location. Therefore, project-generated new transit vehicle traffic would be
negligible and would be located essentially in the same area as the traffic associated with the existing TOMF.
While there would be a small expansion of the transit fleet, the project would not add a significant amount of
vehicle trips. In addition, through the addition of mass transit vehicles the project will contribute to reducing
passenger vehicle trips. Therefore, less than significant impacts are anticipated.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with an applicable congestion 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?

WHY? On October 28, 2010, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) Board
adopted the 2010 Congestion Management Program (CMP) for Los Angeles County.96 The 2010 CMP

94 City of Pasadena, Department of Transportation, Transportation Impact Analysis Current Practice & Guidelines, September 25, 2015.
95 Non-Residential Uses categorized as “below communitywide significance” are defined as 10,001 to 49,999 square feet of new nonresidential uses.
96 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority website. https://www.metro.net/projects/congestion_mgmt_pgm/
Accessed June 20, 2017.
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summarizes the results of 18 years of CMP highway and transit monitoring and 15 years of monitoring local
growth. CMP implementation guidelines for local jurisdictions are also contained in the 2010 CMP.
The CMP program requires review of significant individual projects, which might on their own impact the CMP
transportation system. According to the 2010 CMP those proposed projects, which meet the following criteria,
shall be evaluated:
•

All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on- or off-ramp intersections,
where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours
(of adjacent street traffic).

•

Mainline freeway monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more trips, in either direction,
during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours.

The proposed project would not add 50 or more trips during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours to any
CMP facility, and would not add 150 or more trips, in either direction, during either the AM or PM weekday peak
hours to a mainline freeway. Thus, due to the size of the project, an impact analysis for CMP facilities is not
required for the proposed project. While there would be a small expansion of the transit fleet, the project would
not add a significant amount of vehicle trips. In addition, through the addition of mass transit vehicles the project
would contribute to reducing passenger vehicle trips. Therefore, the proposed project would not exceed, either
individually or cumulatively, an established level of service standard, and would have no related significant
impacts.

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety
risks?

WHY? The project site is not within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport. The nearest public use airport is the El Monte Airport, located approximately 5.9 miles southeast of the
project site. The Bob Hope Airport is located approximately 14.5 miles northwest of the project site.
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 on air traffic patterns.

Would the project:

d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

WHY? The construction and operation of the proposed project would not place any permanent or temporary
physical barriers on existing public streets. In addition, the project’s circulation design would be required to meet
the City’s engineering standards. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase hazards due to a design
feature or incompatible use, and would have no associated impacts.
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Would the project:

e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Result in inadequate emergency access?

WHY? The project does not involve the elimination of a through-route, does not involve the narrowing of a
roadway, and all proposed access roads and drive lanes would be required to meet the Pasadena Fire
Department’s access standards.
The project must comply with all building, fire and safety codes and plans are subject to review and approval by
the Public Works and the Transportation Departments, and the Building Division and Fire Department.
Therefore, there would be no significant impacts related to inadequate emergency access.

Would the project:

f.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

WHY? Due to the increased intensity of land use, the project would increase the demand for parking. However,
the project will comply with the number of parking and loading spaces required by the Zoning Code. Pursuant to
the Zoning Code, the project would have the required 48 standard parking spaces and one space for loading
and unloading. The project also includes 26 parking spaces for buses and 15 parking spaces for paratransit
vehicles. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on parking.

Would the project:

g.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

WHY? Objective 3.2.2 of the City’s 2004 Mobility Element is to “Encourage Non-Auto Travel.” The project
includes a small expansion of the existing TOMF. Through the addition of mass transit vehicles, the project would
contribute to reducing passenger vehicle trips. Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated.
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4.18

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources
Code § 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape
that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:
i.
Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined
in Public Resources
Code § 5020.1(k), or
ii.
A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
§ 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resource Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California Native American
tribe.

a.1.
WHY? Assembly Bill 52 requires meaningful consultation with California Native American Tribes on potential
impacts to tribal cultural resources (TCRs), as defined in Public Resources Code § 21074. Tribal cultural
resources are sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either eligible or listed in the California Register of Historical Resources
or local register of historical resources.
As part of the AB 52 process, Native American tribes must submit a written request to the lead agency (City of
Pasadena) to be notified of projects within their traditionally and culturally affiliated area. The lead agency must
provide written, formal notification to those tribes within 14 days of deciding to undertake a project. The tribe
must respond to the lead agency within 30 days of receiving this notification if they want to engage in consultation
on the project, and the lead agency must begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving the tribe’s
request. Consultation concludes when either (1) the parties agree to mitigation measures to avoid a significant
effect on a tribal cultural resource, or (2) a party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes
mutual agreement cannot be reached.
No sites on the project site were documented in the NAHC’s Sacred Lands File search. Additionally, the site
has not been recommended for historic designation based on prehistoric and/or tribal cultural resources.
The lead agency (City) initiated invitations for AB 52 consultation with California Native American tribes
(traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area) and has received a notification request about projects
in Pasadena from one tribe - the Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation (Band). The City initiated
consultation with the Band by sending a letter97 notifying the tribe of the project on September 29, 2017.
Consultation with the Band was conducted November 9, 2017. As a result of the consultation, at the Band’s
recommendation, the City will implement Mitigation Measure TCR-1, which requires providing local Native
American monitoring of the construction site during ground disturbing activities and consultation of a qualified
archaeologist and the local Native American representative, if unanticipated discoveries are made during
97 Letter from Kelvin Parker, Zoning Administrator, City of Pasadena, Planning and Community Development Department to Andrew
Salas, Chairman, Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians – Kizh Nation, Covina, CA. September 28, 2017.
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construction activities. With this mitigation measure, impacts to tribal cultural resources would be less than
significant.
Confirmation of the completion of the AB 52 consultation process is provided in Appendix F.
Mitigation Measure TCR-1: During grading and excavation, a monitor meeting the satisfaction of the Gabrieleño
Band of Mission Indians—Kizh Nation shall be present. Consistent with Mitigation Measure 4-1 in the Pasadena
General Plan EIR, if Native American artifacts are found, all ground disturbing activities in the immediate vicinity
of the find shall be halted until the find is evaluated by a Registered Professional Archaeologist. If testing
determines that significance criteria are met, then the Project shall be required to perform data recovery,
professional identification, radiocarbon dates as applicable, and other special studies; and provide a
comprehensive final report, including site record, to the City and the South Central Coastal Information Center
at California State University, Fullerton. No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery until the
Planning Department approves the report. Subsequently, the find shall be turned over to the tribe of the
resource’s origin. In addition, any cultural resources found shall be treated in accordance with regulatory
requirements. Grading and excavation may continue around the isolated area of the find so long as the activities
do not impede or jeopardize the protection and preservation of any cultural resources as determined by the
Registered Professional Archaeologist.
a.2.
WHY? The lead agency (City) initiated invitations for AB 52 consultation with California Native American tribes
(traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area) and has received a notification request about projects
in Pasadena from one tribe: the Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation (Band). The City initiated
consultation with the Band by sending a letter notifying the tribe of the project on September 29, 2017.
Consultation with the Band was conducted November 9, 2017. Resulting from the consultation, at the Band’s
recommendation, the City will have a local Native American consultant monitoring the construction site during
ground disturbing activities.
In compliance with AB 52, the City will implement Mitigation Measure TCR-1, which requires providing local
Native American monitoring of the construction site during ground disturbing activities, and consultation of a
qualified archaeologist and the local Native American representative, if unanticipated discoveries are made
during construction activities. Impacts to tribal cultural resources would be less than significant.
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4.19

UTILITIES AND SERVICE Systems

Would the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?

WHY? The project would generate wastewater in the form of domestic sewage from employee restrooms and
breakrooms, and from the bus wash facility that is included as part of the project. The project would also include
the collection of storm water and recycled water to be used onsite for bus washing and will include the use of
high-efficiency, low-flow plumbing fixtures to be employed throughout the building to meet CALGreen’s current
standards. While the proposed TOMF would be slightly larger than the existing TOMF, the amount of domestic
sewage generated and the amount of water used for bus washing would not increase significantly. All sewage
from the project site would be conveyed to existing City sewer lines and facilities and then to LACSD trunk
sewers for conveyance and treatment. The proposed project would be subject to a LACSD sewer connection
fee when connected to a sewer line. Wastewater discharge from the project site would be regulated by applicable
standards and requirements that are imposed and enforced by the City’s Department of Public Works,
Engineering Division. All wastewater generated by the proposed project would be treated in compliance with the
requirements of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB).
Los Angeles County treats the City’s wastewater, and individual projects are subject to a Los Angeles County
fee when the project is connected to a sewer line. The City is within Los Angeles County Sanitation District 16.
The Project’s wastewater would contain no types of wastes that cannot be treated by L.A. County Sanitation
District. Therefore, the proposed project would not exceed the wastewater treatment requirements of the
LARWQCB, and impacts would be less than significant.

Would the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental effects?

WHY? The proposed TOMF would be slightly larger than the existing TOMF, and as a result, would slightly
increase the demand for water and wastewater service. However, the proposed increase to water/wastewater
service demand is negligible in comparison to the existing service areas of the water and wastewater service
purveyors. In addition, the facilities currently maintained by the service purveyors are adequate to serve the
proposed increase in demand. The only water and wastewater improvements required for the project are onsite unit connections to the existing systems, which are subject to connection fees. Therefore, the proposed
project would not require or result in the construction or expansion of new water or wastewater treatment facilities
offsite, and the project would have no associated significant impacts.

Pasadena Transit Operations and Maintenance Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Page 4.19-1
January 2018

❖ CITY OF PASADENA ❖

Would the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

WHY? The project would not require the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or the expansion of
existing facilities. The project is located in a developed urban area where storm drainage is provided by existing
streets, storm drains, flood control channels, and catch basins. The project includes the use of collected storm
water for bus washing. Wastewater resulting from the bus washing would enter existing sewer drains, not the
stormwater drainage system, and would be transported via pipes to the Los Angeles County Sanitation District
16 (LACSD) trunk sewers for conveyance and treatment. Stormwater that is not collected and used for bus
washing would be directed towards the City's existing streets, flood control channels, storm drains and catch
basins. The proposed development of the site would not substantially increase the amount of impervious
surfaces and with the recycling of stormwater is not expected to substantially increase runoff by increasing the
impermeable surfaces onsite. However, as discussed above, the project would be required to comply with the
City’s SUSMP ordinance and LID Standards. The SUSMP ordinance requires post-development peak
stormwater runoff rates to not exceed pre-development peak storm water runoff rates. An LID Plan prepared for
the project is required to include 1) feasibility of infiltration including a percolation report, 2) source control
measures, 3) calculation of the Stormwater Quality Design Volume (SWQDV) which must be retained onsite, 4)
discussion of the feasibility of stormwater runoff harvest and use, 5) stormwater quality control measures, and
6) proposed operation and maintenance plan.98 The proposed project is required to comply with the MS4 permit,
SUSMP, LID Standards, and CALGreen mandatory requirements for Stormwater Pollution Prevention and
Stormwater Design. Compliance is ensured through the City’s drainage plan review and approval process, which
would ensure that post-development peak stormwater runoff rates do not exceed pre-development peak storm
water runoff rates. Therefore, the city’s existing storm drain system can adequately serve the proposed
development and no new or expanded facilities would be required. Impacts would be less than significant.

Would the project:

d.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

WHY? The proposed TOMF would be slightly larger than the existing TOMF, and as a result, would slightly
increase the demand for water; however, this increase would be offset by use of collected storm water and for
bus wash activities. The storm water system would consist of area drains, roof drains and over-flow drains. The
water reclamation system (cistern tank) would be housed in the basement level of the proposed facility. The
project would also reduce indoor water use with low-flow fixtures by 85 percent.99
The project site is served by the PWP. According to the PWP’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP),
PWP’s current water supplies include local groundwater from the Raymond Basin (approximately 40%), and
purchases of imported water (approximately 60%) from the Metropolitan Water District (MWD) of Southern
California.
98
99

City of Pasadena, City of Pasadena General Plan EIR, Chapter 5 Hydrology and Water Quality, January 2015.
Maintenance Design Group, Pasadena TOMF Domestic Water Consumption, June 13, 2016.
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During periods of drought, this project must comply with the City's Water Shortage Procedures Ordinance, which
reduces monthly water consumption to 90% of the expected consumption for this type of land use. According to
the Water Division of the Pasadena Water and Power Department, there are sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources.100
This project would be subject to review and approval by the PWP and the Building Division before the issuance
of a building permit. The proposed project’s irrigation and plumbing plans would also be required to comply with
the approved water conservation plan and the City’s requirements for landscape irrigation.
Although the project would result in a slight increase in water demand, the UWMP demonstrates that adequate
supply is available to serve the City through the long-range year of 2040. In addition, water conservation
measures required by the PMC would further reduce water demand associated with the proposed project.
Therefore, the project would be adequately served by available water supplies from existing entitlements and
resources, and would not require new or expanded entitlements. Thus, with compliance with existing City
requirements, impacts on water supplies would be less than significant.

Would the project:

e.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve
the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

WHY? As discussed in this report, the proposed project would slightly increase the demand for wastewater
service. However, the proposed increase to wastewater service demand is negligible in comparison to the
existing service area of the wastewater service purveyor. In addition, the facilities currently maintained by the
service purveyor are adequate to serve the proposed increase in demand. Therefore, the project would not
result in insufficient wastewater service, and would cause no related significant impacts.

Would the project:

f.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

WHY? The project can be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs. The City of Pasadena is served primarily by Scholl Canyon landfill, which is
permitted through 2025. The Scholl Canyon Landfill has a maximum daily capacity of 3,400 tons and a total
remaining capacity of 9,900,000 cubic yards.101
The proposed project would be subject to PMC Chapter 8.62, which is the construction, demolition and waste
management ordinance. Pursuant to this ordinance, the proposed project would be required to divert a minimum
of 75 percent of the construction and demolition debris from the project. Additionally, the proposed project would
100

101

Memorandum from Sandra Andrade-Hernandez, City of Pasadena Water and Power Department, Water Division, Pasadena, CA
to Beilin Yu, City of Pasadena Planning and Community Development Department, Planning Division, Pasadena. CA, regarding
Conditional Use Permit #6573, PLN2017-00313, 2180 E Foothill Boulevard. August 9, 2017.
CalRecycle,
Facility/Site
Summary
Details:
Scholl
Canyon
Landfill
(19-AA-0012),
www.calrecycle.ca.gov/SWFacilities/Directory/19-AA-0012/Detail/. Accessed June 13, 2017.
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be required to meet the standards of California Green Building Standards Code. Proposed project impacts
related to solid waste generation would be less than significant.
The proposed TOMF would be slightly larger than the existing TOMF, and as a result, would slightly increase
the generation of solid waste; however, this increase would not be substantial and could be accommodated by
the current landfill capacities. The project is located in a developed urban area and within the City's refuse
collection area. The project would not result in the need for a new or a substantial alteration to the existing
system of solid waste collection and disposal. Therefore, the project would cause no significant impacts under
this topic.

Would the project:

g.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

WHY? In 1992, the City adopted the "Source Reduction and Recycling Element" to comply with the California
Integrated Waste Management Act. This Act requires that jurisdictions maintain a 50% or better diversion rate
for solid waste. The City implements this requirement through § 8.61 of the Pasadena Municipal Code, which
establishes the City’s “Solid Waste Collection Franchise System.” As described in § 8.61.175, each franchisee
is responsible for meeting the minimum recycling diversion rate of 50% on both a monthly basis and annual
basis. The proposed project is required to comply with the applicable solid waste franchise’s recycling system,
and would therefore meet Pasadena’s and California’s solid waste diversion regulations. In addition, the project
complies with the City’s Construction and Demolition Ordinance (PMC § 8.62) and design requirements for
refuge storage areas (PMC § 17.64.240). Therefore, the project would not cause any significant impacts from
conflicting with statutes or regulations related to solid waste.
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4.20

EARLIER ANALYSIS

Earlier Analysis
Earlier 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 Guidelines § 15063(c)(3)(D).
No program EIR, tiering, or other process can be used for analysis of the project’s environmental effects.
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4.21

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Does the project:

a.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish
or wildlife population to drop 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?

WHY? Based on the analysis contained in this Initial Study, the project could have a significant impact on
archaeological or paleontological resources; refer to Impact Statements 4.5(b) and 4.5(c). Implementation of
mitigation measures would reduce the potential impacts to less than significant levels. Less than significant
impacts would occur for biological and historic resources; refer to Sections 4.4 and 4.5(a), respectively.
Therefore, the proposed project would not potentially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
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 periods of California history or
prehistory. There would not be a mandatory finding of significance in this regard.

Does the project:

b.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (“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?

WHY? As detailed in the above discussions, the proposed project would not result in any significant and
unmitigable impacts in any environmental categories. In all cases, the impacts associated with the project are
limited to the project site or are of such a negligible degree that they would not result in a significant contribution
to any cumulative impacts. The proposed project would not cause impacts that are cumulatively considerable
with implementation of project mitigation measures. Implementation of mitigation measures at the project-level
would reduce the potential for the incremental effects of the proposed project to be considerable when viewed
in connection with the effects of past projects, current projects, or probable future projects. There would not be
a mandatory finding of significance in this regard.

Does the project:

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Unless
Mitigation is
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

WHY? Previous sections of this initial study reviewed the proposed project’s potential impacts related to
aesthetics, air quality, noise, hazards and hazardous materials, traffic, and other issues. As concluded in these
previous discussions, the proposed project would not have environmental effects that would cause substantial
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adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. There would not be a mandatory finding of
significance in this regard.
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5.0

INITIAL STUDY REFERENCE DOCUMENTS

All references are documented as footnotes in the Initial Study text.
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