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Initial Study
1. Project Title
Pasadena Climate Action Plan (CAP)

2. Lead Agency Name and Address
City of Pasadena
175 North Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101

3. Contact Person and Phone Number
Anita Cerna, Senior Planner
(626) 744-6767

4. Project Location
The City of Pasadena Climate Action Plan (CAP) applies to all areas within the Pasadena City limits.
Pasadena covers approximately 22.5 square miles in the western San Gabriel Valley in Los Angeles
County, and is bordered by the San Gabriel Mountains to the north, and seven cities: La Canada
Flintridge, South Pasadena, Arcadia, Sierra Madre, San Marino, Glendale, Los Angeles, and
unincorporated Los Angeles County (including the Altadena community).

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address
City of Pasadena
175 North Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91101

6. Regulatory Background
This section summarizes California’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction efforts. The State
of California considers GHG emissions and the impacts of climate change to be a serious threat to
the public health, environment, economic well-being, and natural resources of California, and has
taken an aggressive stance to mitigate the State’s impact on climate change through the adoption of
policies and legislation. Assembly Bill (AB) 32, also known as the Global Warming Solutions Act of
2006 establishes a statewide target of reducing GHG emission to 1990 levels by 2020 and directs
public agencies to support the targets through their local planning efforts. The following paragraphs
summarize the State’s GHG reduction efforts in chronological order.
Executive Order S-3-05
In 2005, the Governor issued Executive Order (EO) S-3-05, which identifies statewide GHG emission
reduction targets to achieve long-term climate stabilization as follows:
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Reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020; and
Reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050.

In response to EO S-3-05, California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) created the Climate
Action Team (CAT), which in March 2006 published the Climate Action Team Report (the “2006 CAT
Report”) (CalEPA, 2006). The 2006 CAT Report identified a recommended list of strategies that the
State could pursue to reduce GHG emissions. These are strategies that could be implemented by
various State agencies to ensure that the emission reduction targets in EO S-3-05 are met and can
be met with existing authority of the State agencies. The strategies include the reduction of
passenger and light duty truck emissions, the reduction of idling times for diesel trucks, an overhaul
of shipping technology/infrastructure, increased use of alternative fuels, increased recycling, and
landfill methane capture, etc.
Assembly Bill 32
California’s major initiative for reducing GHG emissions is outlined in Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), the
“California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006,” signed into law in 2006. AB 32 codifies the statewide
goal of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 (the same requirement as under S-3-05), and
requires the Air Resources Board (ARB) to prepare a Scoping Plan that outlines the main State strategies
for reducing GHGs to meet the 2020 deadline. In addition, AB 32 requires ARB to adopt regulations to
require reporting and verification of State’s largest industrial emitters.
Senate Bill 97
Senate Bill (SB) 97, signed in August 2007, acknowledges that climate change is an environmental
issue that requires analysis in California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documents. In March
2010, the California Resources Agency (Resources Agency) adopted amendments to the State CEQA
Guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the effects of GHG emissions. The
adopted guidelines give lead agencies the discretion to set quantitative or qualitative thresholds for
the assessment and mitigation of GHGs and climate change impacts. Specifically, Section 15183.5
was added to the State CEQA Guidelines, which specifies that a GHG Reduction Plan, or Climate
Action Plan, may be used for tiering and streamlining the analysis of GHG emissions in CEQA
documents provided that the CAP does the following:
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Quantifies GHG emissions both existing and projected over a specific period of time, resulting
from activities within a defined geographical area.
Establishes a level, based on substantial evidence, below which the contribution to greenhouse
gas emissions from activities covered by the plan would not be cumulatively considerable.
Identifies and analyzes the GHGs emissions resulting from specific actions or categories of
actions anticipated within the geographic area.
Specifies measures or a group of measures, including performance indicators, that substantial
evidence demonstrates, if implemented on a project-by-project basis, would collectively achieve
the specified emissions level.
Establishes a mechanism to monitor the plan's progress toward achieving the level and to
require amendment if the plan is not achieving specified levels.
Be adopted in a public process following environmental review.

Initial Study

Senate Bill 375
SB 375, signed in August 2008, enhances the State’s ability to reach AB 32 goals by directing CARB to
develop regional GHG emission reduction targets to be achieved from passenger vehicles for 2020
and 2035. In addition, SB 375 directs each of the State’s 18 major Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPO) to prepare a “sustainable communities strategy” (SCS) that contains a growth
strategy to meet these emission targets for inclusion in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). On
September 23, 2010, CARB adopted final regional targets for reducing GHG emissions from 2005
levels by 2020 and 2035.
AB 32 Scoping Plan
The Air Resources Board approved the initial AB 32 Scoping Plan on December 11, 2008 and a 2020
statewide GHG emission limit of 427 million metric tons (MMT) of carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e)
was established. The Scoping Plan also included measures to address GHG emission reduction
strategies related to energy efficiency, water use, and recycling and solid waste, among other
measures. Many of the GHG reduction measures included in the Scoping Plan (e.g., Low Carbon Fuel
Standard, Advanced Clean Car standards, and Cap-and-Trade) have been adopted since approval of
the Scoping Plan.
Senate Bill 2X
In April 2011, the governor signed SB 2X requiring California to generate 33 percent of its electricity
from renewable energy by 2020.
AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
In May 2014, CARB approved the first update to the AB 32 Scoping Plan. The first Scoping Plan
update defines CARB’s climate change priorities for the next five years and sets the groundwork to
reach post-2020 targets set forth in EO S-3-05. The update highlights California’s progress toward
meeting the “near-term” 2020 GHG emission reduction targets defined in the original Scoping Plan.
It also evaluates how to align the State’s longer-term GHG reduction strategies with other State
policy priorities, such as for water, waste, natural resources, clean energy and transportation, and
land use (CARB 2017).
Executive Order B-30-15
EO B-30-15 established a statewide mid-term GHG reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels
by 2030. Targets set beyond 2020 provide market certainty to foster investment and growth in
industries like clean energy.
Senate Bill 350
Senate Bill (SB) 350, the Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2015, was approved in October
2015. SB 350 has two objectives: to increase the procurement of electricity from renewable sources
from 33 percent to 50 percent by 2030 and to double the energy efficiency savings in electricity and
natural gas final end uses of retail customers through energy efficiency and conservation.
Senate Bill 32
Senate Bill 32 (SB 32) became effective on January 1, 2017 and requires the CARB to develop
technologically feasible and cost effective regulations to achieve the targeted 40 percent GHG
Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration
December 28, 2017

3

City of Pasadena
Pasadena Climate Action Plan

emission reduction by 2030. On December 14, 2017, CARB adopted the 2017 Scoping Plan, which
provides a framework for achieving the 2030 target. As with the 2013 Scoping Plan Update, the
2017 Scoping Plan does not provide project-level thresholds for land use development. Instead, it
recommends that local governments adopt policies and locally-appropriate quantitative thresholds
consistent with a statewide per capita goal of six metric tons CO2e by 2030 and two metric tons
CO2e by 2050.1

7. General Plan Designation
The CAP would be implemented throughout the City and would occur in all General Plan
designations.

8. Zoning
The CAP would be implemented throughout the City in all zoning designations.

9. Description of Project
The CAP is a programmatic, long-range qualified GHG reduction plan that is intended to reduce GHG
emissions from community activities and municipal operations in Pasadena to support the State’s
efforts under EO S-3-05, AB 32, and SB 32 and provide adaptation measures to minimize the impacts
of climate change on Pasadena . The Pasadena CAP serves as a roadmap for the City to reduce GHG
emissions and prepare for the impacts of climate change. The CAP builds on the goals and policies of
the General Plan and complements the State’s climate change objectives to address climate change.
As part of the development of the Pasadena CAP, a GHG emissions inventory and forecast were
conducted. The inventory provides the City with a baseline from which to track emission reductions
– both citywide and within the City’s municipal government. A Vulnerability Assessment was also
conducted, which provides the City with an overview of anticipated impacts that could be caused by
a changing climate and evaluates the potential impacts these hazards may have on people and
community assets. The CAP sets GHG reduction goals and includes actions that will assist with
accomplishing those goals. It also establishes strategies that will help strengthen community
2
resilience to climate impacts. Specifically, the CAP does the following:




Summarizes the results of the City of Pasadena’s GHG Emissions Inventories (2009 and 2013
data years), which identify the major sources and quantities of GHG emissions produced within
Pasadena and forecasts how these emissions may change over time
Establishes GHG emissions reduction goals consistent with the State targets as follows:
o 27 percent below 2009 levels by the year 2020 (equivalent to 14 percent below 1990 levels),
exceeding the AB 32 target
o 49 percent below 2009 levels by 2030 (equivalent to 40 percent below 1990 levels) , consistent
with the SB 32 target
o 59 percent below 2009 levels by 2035 (equivalent to 52 percent below 1990 levels); and
o 83 percent below 2009 levels by 2050 (equivalent to 80 percent below 1990 levels), consistent
with Executive Order S-3-053

1 CARB

2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan (2017)
Section 15183.5(b)(1)A-G of the State CEQA Guidelines
3
This is an improvement from the 2009 baseline.
2
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Identifies climate action measures and implementation actions to reduce GHG emissions,
including performance indicators that, if implemented, would collectively achieve the specified
emissions reduction goals
Identifies climate action measures to help Pasadena prepare for anticipated climate change
impacts
Sets forth procedures to implement, monitor, and verify the effectiveness of the climate action
measures and adapt efforts moving forward

The CAP utilizes 2009 as the baseline year and 2020, 2030, 2035, and 2050 as the goal years for
achieving reductions. The 2020 goal corresponds with the target year identified in AB 32 and the
2030 goal corresponds with the target year identified in SB 32. The 2035 goal corresponds with the
horizon year of the Pasadena General Plan and is included on the trajectory from the 2030 goal to
the City’s long term 2050 goal as identified in Executive Order S-3-05.

GHG Emissions Inventory and Forecast
2009 and 2013 GHG Emissions Inventories
In preparation of a climate action plan, the City conducted a community-wide GHG emissions
inventory for the year 2009. The 2009 inventory serves as the baseline from which Pasadena’s
progress towards GHG emissions reduction is measured. The 2009 inventory (also referred to as the
2009 baseline) establishes an emissions level which can be tied to the State’s GHG reduction targets
and from which Pasadena’s reduction goals can be established. Pasadena’s reduction goals for
future years will all be relative to the 2009 baseline GHG emissions level (e.g., percentage reduction
below the 2009 baseline). Subsequently, the City conducted a community-wide GHG emissions
inventory for the year 2013, as part of the General Plan Update process. The 2013 inventory allows
the City to start analyzing emissions trends over time. These inventories were refined in order to
provide a consistent methodology across past and future GHG inventories to allow for a comparison
of the City’s change in emissions over time. The 2013 inventory was modified in order to remove the
wastewater and off-road sectors, as these sectors were not included in the 2009 inventory.
Additionally, to provide an accurate comparison between the 2009 and 2013 inventories, it was
necessary to adjust the calculation methods used to estimate the emissions associated with the
2013 electricity use for water delivery to avoid double-counting and to recalculate 2013 solid waste
emissions utilizing the same methodology used in 2009 inventory.
Between 2009 and 2013, community-wide GHG emissions fell from 2.04 MMT of CO2e to 1.86 MMT
of CO2e despite continued growth in the Pasadena’s service population (residents + employees). In
2009, the largest contributors of GHG emissions were transportation (52 percent),
commercial/industrial energy use (31 percent), and residential energy use (16 percent). The
remainder of emissions resulted from solid waste (less than 1 percent) and water (less than 1
percent). A similar breakdown of emissions occurred in 2013, with the largest contributors of GHG
emissions being transportation (53 percent), commercial/industrial energy use (27 percent), and
residential energy use (16 percent). The remainder of emissions resulted from solid waste (1
percent) and water (3 percent).
The GHG emissions inventory also analyzed GHG emissions from municipal operations and facilities.
The municipal inventory is a subset of the community-wide inventory, meaning that the local
government’s GHG emissions are included within the community-wide inventory. In 2009, municipal
operations generated approximately 121,811 MT CO2e. This quantity represents approximately six
percent of the community’s total GHG emissions.
Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration
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GHG Emissions Forecasts
Pasadena’s community-wide GHG emissions were forecasted for the years 2020, 2030, 2035, and
2050. Under the business-as-usual scenario (a projection of how emissions will change in the future
based on 2009 emissions levels and the projected growth that would be accommodated by the
General Plan4), Pasadena’s community-wide GHG emissions are projected to decrease by
approximately 3 percent below 2009 GHG emissions levels by the year 2020 (from 2,044,921 MT of
CO2e to 1,987,226 MT of CO2e), and increase by approximately 2 percent by the year 2030 (from
2,044,921 MT of CO2e to 2,093,938 MT of CO2e). By 2035, emissions are expected to increase to
2,147,294 MT of CO2e (or 5 percent) from 2009 baseline conditions. Community-wide emissions for
Pasadena are expected to increase to 2,214,105 – 2,334,548 MT of CO2e (or up to 12 percent) by
2050. Emissions forecasts for the year 2050 are presented as a range since forecasting out to the
year 2050 is inherently uncertain at this time.
In May 2014, pursuant to AB 32, CARB approved the first update to the AB 32 Climate Change
Scoping Plan. This update identifies several State regulations that are approved, programmed,
and/or adopted and would reduce future GHG emissions within Pasadena. The business-as-usual
scenario was adjusted to account for these State regulations, such as Pavley, Advanced Clean Cars,
and the California Building Standards Code (Title 24). This scenario is referred to as the adjusted
scenario, which provides a more accurate picture of future emissions growth and the responsibility
5
of the City once State regulations to reduce GHG emissions have been implemented .
Under the adjusted scenario, GHG emissions are projected to decrease approximately 16 percent
below the business-as-usual scenario to 1,671,934 MT of CO2e in 2020; 33 percent below the
business-as-usual scenario to 1,408,063 MT of CO2e in 2030; 41 percent below the business-as-usual
scenario to 1,276,128 MT of CO2e in 2035; and between 43 to 44 percent below the business as
usual scenario to 1,262,573 – 1,304,788 MT of CO2e in 2050. Table 1 summarizes the reduction in
local GHG emissions that would result from State regulations compared to the business-as-usual
forecast and the adjusted forecast.
Table 1

Summary of State Reductions and Adjusted Forecast
City of Pasadena GHG Emissions (MT of CO2e)

Business as Usual Forecast
Reduction from State Regulations
Adjusted Forecast

2020

2030

2035

2050

1,987,226

2,093,938

2,147,294

2,214,105

– 2,334,548

315,292

685,875

871,166

951,532

– 1,029,760

1,671,934

1,408,063

1,276,128

1,262,573

– 1,304,788

GHG Reduction Goals
Pasadena’s GHG emissions reduction goals are:


4

1,492,793 MT of CO2e in 2020 (equivalent to 27 percent below 2009 levels and 14 percent below
1990 levels)
1,042,910 MT of CO2e in 2030 ((equivalent to 49 percent below 2009 levels and 40 percent below
1990 levels)

The business-as-usual forecasts do not take the reductions from existing State and local measures into account.
The adjusted forecast does not account for State regulations included in CARB’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan as the scoping plan
was in draft form and subject to change when this document was prepared. As such, the adjusted forecast only accounts for State
regulations that are currently programmed in order to maintain a conservative estimate of the portion of Pasadena’s emissions that will
be reduced by State measures.
5

6

Initial Study




838,418 MT of CO2e in 2035 (equivalent to 59 percent below 2009 levels and 52 percent below
1990 levels)
347,637 MT of CO2e in 2050 (equivalent to 83 percent below 2009 levels and 80 percent below
1990 levels)

Pasadena has established an ambitious GHG reduction goal for the year 2020. Pasadena’s 2020 GHG
reduction goal is 27 percent below 2009 levels, exceeding the State’s 2020 target by 14 percent. To
meet this 2020 goal, Pasadena will need to reduce its GHG emissions by 179,141 MT of CO2e,
approximately 11 percent below the 2020 adjusted forecast.
Pasadena’s 2030 GHG reduction goal is 49 percent below 2009 levels by 2030, consistent with the
State’s target identified in SB 32 (40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030). To meet this 2030 goal,
Pasadena would need to reduce its GHG emissions by 365,153 MT of CO2e, approximately 26
percent below the 2030 adjusted forecast.
Pasadena’s 2035 GHG reduction goal is 59 percent below 2009 levels by 2035, in-line with the
State’s GHG reduction trajectory identified in Executive Order S-3-05. To meet this 2035 goal,
Pasadena would need to reduce its GHG emissions by 437,710 MT of CO2e, approximately 34
percent below the 2035 adjusted forecast.
Pasadena’s 2050 GHG reduction goal is 83 percent below 2009 levels by 2050, consistent with the
State’s reduction target identified in Executive Order S-3-05 (80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050).
To meet this 2050 goal, Pasadena would need to reduce its GHG emissions by 914,936 - 957,151 MT
of CO2e, approximately 72-73 percent below the 2050 adjusted forecast.
These goals will be achieved by implementing a set of local GHG reduction measures established in
the CAP.

Climate Action Measures and Adaptation Measures
The CAP identifies a set of climate action measures designed to achieve the GHG emissions
reduction goals for 2020, 2030, and 2035. It also establishes measures to help prepare for the
anticipated effects of climate change. Proposed climate action measures were developed to meet
the goals established by the City and to achieve or exceed the statewide emission reduction targets.
These CAP measures are organized into the following focus areas, or categories: Sustainable
Mobility and Land Use, Energy Efficiency and Conservation, Water Conservation, Waste Reduction,
and Urban Greening. The climate action measures were selected based on distribution of emissions
sources revealed in the GHG emissions inventories, the emissions reductions needed to achieve the
goals, the goals and policies identified in the General Plan, and existing and ongoing efforts and
priorities. Collectively, the climate action measures identified in the CAP have the potential to
reduce GHG emissions in Pasadena by 181,197 MT of CO2e by 2020 and 458,181 MT of CO2e by
2035. Therefore, the established set of measures would provide for GHG reductions sufficient to
meet Pasadena’s proposed GHG emission reduction goals and the State’s established targets. While
the CAP does include a GHG reduction goal in support the State’s efforts under EO S-3-05 for 2050,
the CAP does not include climate action measures designed to achieve the 2050 goal as presently
EO S-3-05 does not specify any plan or implementation measure to achieve its goal. Additionally,
although the emission forecasting for 2050 does predict a downward trend in emissions from 2020
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to 2050, there is presently no reliable means of forecasting how future technological developments
or state legislative actions to reduce GHG emissions may affect future emissions in Pasadena.

Table 2 shows a list of climate action measures and their associated GHG emissions reductions, and
Table 3 shows the adaptation measures. While the adaptation measures do not contribute to
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, the recommended adaptation measures focus on
bolstering the community’s resilience to climate change.
Table 2

Summary of Climate Action Measures

CAP Measure

Potential 2020 GHG
Reduction
MT of CO2e

Potential 2035 GHG
Reduction
MT of CO2e

Sustainable Mobility and Land Use
T-1.1:

Continue to expand Pasadena’s bicycle and pedestrian
network.

T-1.2:

Continue to improve bicycle and pedestrian safety.

T-1.3:

Continue to encourage bicycle and pedestrian travel.

T-2.1:

Continue to enhance safe, reliable, and seamless transit
services.

T-3.1:

Decrease annual commuter miles traveled by singleoccupancy vehicles.

T-3.2:

Improve the existing transportation system to smooth traffic
flow, reduce idling, minimize bottlenecks, and encourage
efficient driving techniques.

T-4.1:

Expand the availability and use of alternative fuel vehicles
and fueling infrastructure.

T-5.1:

Facilitate high-density, mixed-use, transit-oriented and infill
development.

T-6.1:
T-7.1:

1,275

1,602

32,414

84,828

5,502

22,163

Supportive

27,097

Supportive

134,087

Quantified in
adjusted forecast

Quantified in
adjusted forecast

Reduce GHG emissions from heavy-duty construction
equipment and vehicles.

Supportive

Supportive

Reduce GHG emissions from lawn and garden equipment.

Supportive

Supportive

Sustainable Mobility and Land Use Subtotal

66,288

242,680

Energy Efficiency and Conservation
E-1.1:

Increase energy efficiency requirements of new buildings to
perform better than 2016 Title 24 Standards.

E-1.2:

Encourage the use of energy conservation devices and
passive design concepts that make use of the natural climate
to increase energy efficiency.

E-2.1:

Facilitate energy-efficient upgrades in existing homes and
businesses.

E-3.1:

6,784
Quantified
in E-1.1

103,629

162,720

Increase municipal energy conservation efforts.

2,406

14,193

E-4.1:

Increase city-wide use of carbon-neutral energy by
encouraging and/or supporting carbon-neutral technologies.

2,264

15,347

E-5.1:

Continue to expand the City’s renewable and/or carbonneutral energy portfolio.

Quantified in
adjusted forecast

Quantified in
adjusted forecast

108,299

199,044

Energy Efficiency and Conservation Subtotal
Water Conservation

8

Implemented
after 2020
Quantified
in E-1.1
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CAP Measure
WC-1.1: Reduce potable water usage throughout Pasadena.

Potential 2020 GHG
Reduction
MT of CO2e
1,867

963

0

953

WC-2.1: Increase access to and use of non-potable water.
WC-3.1: Improve storm water systems to slow, sink, and treat runoff, recharge groundwater, and improve water quality.
Water Conservation Subtotal

Potential 2035 GHG
Reduction
MT of CO2e

Supportive

Supportive

1,867

1,916

0

7,359

Waste Reduction
WR-1.1: Continue to reduce solid waste and landfill GHG emissions.
WR-2.1: Establish a “Preferred Procurement Plan” for sustainable,
strategic sourcing for all City departments and facilities.

Quantified
in WR-1.1

Quantified
in WR-1.1

WR-2.2: Create an internal recuse program for all City departments to
recirculate unwanted goods.
WR-3.1: Implement a city-wide composting program to limit the
amount of organic material entering landfills.
WR-3.2: Implement 3-bin compost systems, in addition to recycling
and landfill bins, at public parks to compost all trimmings
and waste on-site to divert organic materials from the
landfill and increase locally available compost.
WR-4.1: Reduce the GHG impacts of the waste collection system.
Waste Reduction Subtotal

4,559

6,838

Quantified
in WR-3.1

Quantified
in WR-3.1

Quantified in T-4.1

Quantified in T-4.1

4,559

14,197

22

129

UG 2.1: Continue to protect existing and plant new trees to improve
and ensure viability of Pasadena’s urban forest

162

215

Urban Greening Subtotal

184

344

Urban Greening
UG-1.1: Continue to preserve, enhance, and acquire additional
greenspace throughout Pasadena to improve carbon
sequestration, reduce the urban heat-island effect, and
increase opportunities for active recreation

Total

Table 3

181,197

458,181

Summary of Climate Adaptation Measures

Adaptation Measures
A 1:

Improve community preparedness and emergency response.

A 2:

Promote healthy, safe, and resilient communities.

A 3:

Support strategies to reduce the urban heat island effect.

A 4:

Improve the resilience of systems that provide resources and services critical to community function.

A 5:

Support educational campaigns and outreach efforts that increase public awareness of climate change and the
anticipated effects on the community.

Implementation and Monitoring
Implementation and monitoring are essential processes to ensure that Pasadena reduces its GHG
emissions and meets its goals. To facilitate this, each climate action measure is identified along with
implementation actions, parties responsible for implementation and monitoring, the GHG reduction
potential (as applicable), performance indicators to monitor progress, and an implementation time
Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration
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frame (see Chapter 4, Implementation and Monitoring, of the CAP). Climate action measure
implementation is separated into three phases: near-term (by 2020), mid-term (2021-2030), and
long-term (2031-2035). The City’s Planning & Community Development Department will monitor
implementation of the CAP.

10. Required Approvals
The project requires the adoption of the CAP and the Initial Study and Negative Declaration.
Although individual projects may be implemented under the CAP, each project would be subject to
separate environmental review under CEQA.

11. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting
Pasadena encompasses approximately 14,803 acres (23 square miles) in the western San Gabriel
Valley, bordered by the unincorporated Altadena community to the north; South Pasadena and San
Marino to the south; Arcadia, Sierra Madre, and unincorporated Los Angeles County to the east; and
Glendale, La Cañada Flintridge, and Los Angeles to the west. The City is located 10 miles northeast of
downtown Los Angeles with an elevation of 864 feet above sea level (City of Pasadena 2015c).Pasadena
is an urbanized city that is generally dominated by residential uses and supporting service uses such
as the Rosebowl, Arroyo Seco, and the Gold Line. Pasadena has an average high temperature of 75°F
and an average low temperature of 48°F. Figure 1 shows the regional location and Figure 2 shows
the project site location.

12. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required
The City of Pasadena has sole approval authority over the CAP. There are no other public agencies
whose approval is required.

13. Have California Native American Tribes Traditionally
and Culturally Affiliated with the Project Area
Requested Consultation Pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 21080.3.1? If so, Has Consultation
Begun?
The City of Pasadena prepared and mailed notification letters under Assembly Bill 52 on March 23,
2017. The Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians responded and requested consultation, which
occurred on May 25, 2017. The tribal consultation concluded that the CAP would not have a
significant adverse impact on Tribal Cultural Resources.

10
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Figure 1 Regional Location
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Figure 2 Project Site Location
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected
This project would potentially affect the environmental factors checked, involving at least one
impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” as
indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

□

Aesthetics

□

□

Biological Resources

□

□

Geology and Soils

□

□

Hydrology / Water Quality

□

Noise

□
□

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources
Cultural Resources
Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

□

Air Quality

□

Energy

□

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Land Use/ Planning

□

Mineral Resources

□

Population / Housing

□

Public Services

Recreation

□

Transportation / Traffic

□

Tribal Cultural Resources

Utilities / Service Systems

□

□

Utilities / Service Systems

Mandatory Findings
of Significance

Determination
Based on this initial evaluation:

■

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

□

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions to the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

□

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

□

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

□

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potential significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature

Date

Printed Name

Title
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Environmental Checklist

1

Aesthetics
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista?

□

□

■

□

b. Substantially damage to scenic resources,
including but not limited to trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings along a
State scenic highway?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

d. Create a new source of substantial light or
glare that would adversely affect daytime
or nighttime views in the area?

□

□

■

□

a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
c. Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
The Pasadena CAP serves as a roadmap for the City to reduce GHG emissions and prepare for the
impacts of climate change. The Pasadena CAP builds on the goals and policies of the General Plan
and complements the State’s objectives to address climate change.
The Pasadena CAP is designed to reduce the City’s GHG emissions and combat climate change. It
establishes near and long-term goals for reducing emissions. In order to meet these GHG reduction
goals, the Pasadena CAP identifies local measures. These measures focus on reducing emissions in
the following sectors: Sustainable Mobility and Land Use, Energy Efficiency and Conservation, Water
Conservation, Waste Reduction, and Urban Greening. Each measure is to be achieved through a set
of specific actions. Most of these actions will have quantifiable reductions in GHG emissions, while
others are difficult to measure. Many of these actions are intended to achieve broader sustainability
objectives, such as improving air quality and public health, conserving water and other natural
resources.
The CAP does not involve any land use or zoning changes. Rather, the CAP would promote
development that could already occur under the General Plan. As a policy document, the CAP would
not affect scenic vistas or the visual character or quality of the area. Implementation of the climate
action measures and actions would generally encourage energy efficiency and conservation, as well
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as the use of solar energy; incentivize smart growth as specified in the General Plan; encourage
walking, bicycling, and use of existing public transit; and increase solid waste diversion.
The CAP includes a climate action measure (Measure E-4.1) to pursue small-scale onsite carbonneutral energy systems at City buildings and facilities and to encourage their installation throughout
the community. In 2011, the California Legislature signed Senate Bill 226 and created a statutory
exemption (CEQA exemption 21080.35) for solar projects installed on rooftops or existing parking
lots (and meeting specified conditions). In addition, Assembly Bill 2188 (AB 2188) took effect on
January 1, 2015 and required local governments to adopt a streamlined and expedited permit
approval process for small residential solar energy panels. Pasadena adopted an ordinance
(Pasadena Municipal Code: 14.90.030) to comply with AB 2188 regulations. Solar photovoltaic array
(PV) installations that are exempt from CEQA are the type of solar energy projects anticipated to
result from implementation of the CAP measures. Large-scale substantial renewable energy
facilities, such as a wind or solar farm or large solar panel installations that could have visual impacts
are not included in the CAP measures.
The CAP also includes a climate action measure (Measure UG-2.1) that facilitates the continued
protection of existing trees, in addition to planting new trees to improve and ensure the viability of
the City’s urban forest. Similarly, Measure E-1.2 encourages the use of energy conservation devices
and passive design concepts that make use of the natural climate to increase energy efficiency and
reduce housing costs such as maximize the cooling of buildings through tree planting and shading to
reduce building electricity demands. Planting new street trees and private trees may change the
visual character of the City. Pasadena’s urban forest is managed by the Department of Public Works,
which oversees the Urban Forestry Program. As part of the Urban Forestry Program, an Urban
Forest Management Plan (UFMP) was drafted in 2016. The goal of the UFMP is to assemble public
tree management practices, policies, and procedures into one user friendly document. The
Department of Public Works has developed various management practices and is guided by policies
and plans approved by the City Council. The practices and policies establish strict thresholds for tree
removals, advocate for proper planting and maintenance practices, establish tree protections and
include a plan to guide street tree plantings throughout the City (Dudek 2016).
Additionally, with respect to trees on private property the City recognizes that public education
regarding the importance of proper private tree care is an essential component of urban forest
management and the UFMP includes goals to raise the level of public understanding and
appreciation for trees and urban forest systems, resulting in improved private tree selection,
placement, care, and more sustainable urban forest benefits. Therefore, it is anticipated that the
implementation of Measures UG-2.1 and E-1.2 would not result in a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista or substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the City. Rather, trees
would be planted in a way that promotes the existing character and quality of the City.
In addition, the CAP includes a measure (Measure WR-3.2) that encourages implementation of a
three-bin compost system in addition to recycling bins and landfill bins at public parks to compost
trimmings and waste onsite to divert organic materials from the landfill, increase locally available
compost to fertilize the park landscape, and educate the public about composting. Installing onsite
composting systems at public parks could alter the visual character of the site. However, onsite
composting systems installed at public parks would compost the material that is generated onsite
and would be relatively small in scale. Additionally, Measure WR-3.2 includes an action item that
would promote signs and other educational tools such as a kiosk with information about
composting and the benefits for local composting solutions. The composting system would also
provide an opportunity to host community workshops and events in the park to promote the
Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration
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benefits of composting onsite and environmental literacy, which aligns with the goals and objectives
included in the Open Space and Conservation Element of the General Plan.
The CAP would also include Measure T-5.1 that facilitates high density, mixed-use, transit-oriented,
and infill development. Implementation of this measure may provide incentives for private property
owners and developers to improve vacant or underutilized parcels in the urban core, which could
result in intensification that is consistent with build-out of the General Plan. For example, Goal 28,
Places to Live, Work, Shop, and Recreate, included in the Land Use Element of the General Plan,
aims to provide a diversity of well-designed corridors and villages containing an integrated mix of
commercial uses and/or housing that enable residents to live close to businesses, services, and
employment, and reduce automobile use, and actively engage and enhance pedestrian activity.
Furthermore, the CAP includes climate action measures to pursue energy efficiency and
conservation at City buildings and facilities (CAP Measure E-3.1) and to encourage energy efficiency
improvements in new and existing buildings throughout the City (CAP Measures E-1.1, E-1.2, and E2.1). Making buildings more energy efficient does not involve any design features that would
adversely affect scenic vistas or negatively affect the visual character or quality. Based on the
analysis above, implementation of CAP measures and actions would not result in substantial effects
on a scenic vista or substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the City. Further,
any future site-specific discretionary projects would be subject to subsequent environmental review
wherein any site-specific aesthetic impacts would be addressed accordingly. Therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
b. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings in a State scenic highway?
The portion of Interstate 110 (I-110) that is designated as a Historic Parkway runs from Los Angeles
to Pasadena, where it connects to Historic Route 66. Additionally, Interstate 210 (I-210), an eligible
State scenic highway, however not officially designated, runs from Pasadena to the terminus of I210, at Interstate 5 (I-5) in Sylmar (Caltrans 2011).
The CAP is a policy document that does not include any specific development or other direct
physical change to the environment, nor does it grant any entitlements for development that would
potentially damage scenic resources such as trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings in a
State scenic highway. Proposed climate action measures and actions would generally encourage
energy efficiency and conservation, as well as the use of carbon-neutral energy; promote smart
growth as specified in the General Plan; facilitate walking, bicycling, and use of existing public
transit; and increase solid waste diversion. Because implementation of CAP measures would not
potentially damage scenic resources, impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
d. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect
daytime or nighttime views in the area?
Implementation of the CAP would not result in the development of new significant sources of light
or glare. Distributed installation of small-scale solar photovoltaic systems is encouraged to reduce
community-wide GHG emissions within Pasadena. Solar panels are designed to absorb light to
generate energy, not reflect it. Thus, their placement and orientation on structures would not
generate glare in a manner that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.
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Moreover, home and business owners may choose to install solar photovoltaic panels regardless of
whether the CAP is implemented. The CAP also includes climate action measures (Measures E-1.1 –
E-4.1) and actions to pursue energy efficiency and conservation at City buildings and facilities and to
encourage energy efficiency improvements in new and existing buildings throughout the City.
Implementation of these climate action measures and actions may include replacing lighting with
energy efficient lighting, but would not create new sources of light and glare and, in some instances,
may reduce lighting levels. Furthermore, Pasadena Zoning Code Section 17.40.080 requires new
exterior lighting on private property to be energy-efficient and shielded. In particular, lights must be
shielded or recessed so that direct glare and reflections are confined to the maximum extent
feasible within the boundaries of the site by directing downward and away from adjoining
properties and public rights-of-way.
Implementation of Measure T-3.2, which aims to implement improvements to smooth traffic flow,
reduce idling, eliminate bottlenecks, and encourage efficient driving techniques, may include
enhancing the Gold Line crossings. Enhancing the Gold Line crossings could include installation of
flashing yellow arrows. These lights would only flash as the train approaches the train stop or
intersection and would be temporary in nature to serve as a safety warning to stay off the tracks.
Because the lights would be periodic in nature, they would not represent a new source of
substantial light that would adversely affect daytime or nighttime views of the area.
Implementation of the CAP is not expected to create a new source of substantial light or glare that
would adversely affect daytime or nighttime views. Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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2

Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

□

□

□

■

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

□

□

□

■

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

□

□

□

■

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

□

□

□

■

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

□

□

□

■

a. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, 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?
b. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
c.

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

d. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
e. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use?
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Pasadena does not include land designated as farmland according to the California Department of
Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (State of California 2014). Likewise, the
City does not contain any forestry resources. The CAP is a policy document that does not involve any
land use or zone changes, nor does it involve any specific development or other physical changes to
the environment. As such, implementation of the CAP would not have the potential to substantially
degrade agricultural resources or convert agricultural or forest land to non-agricultural or non-forest
uses, nor would it conflict with existing zoning. Impacts to agricultural and forestry resources would
not occur.
NO IMPACT
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3

Air Quality
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

c. 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)?

□

□

■

□

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

□

□

■

□

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

□

□

□

■

Pasadena is in the South Coast Air Basin (the Basin), which is under the jurisdiction of the South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). As the local air quality management agency, the
SCAQMD is required to monitor air pollutant levels to ensure that State and federal air quality
standards are met and, if they are not met, to develop strategies to meet the standards.
Depending on whether or not standards are met or exceeded, the Basin is classified as being in
“attainment” or “non-attainment.” The Basin is a non-attainment area for the federal standards for
ozone, PM2.5, and lead (Los Angeles County only), and the State standards for ozone, PM10, and
PM2.5. Thus, the SCAQMD is required to implement strategies to reduce pollutant levels to
recognized acceptable standards. The Basin’s non-attainment status is a result of several factors, the
primary ones being the naturally adverse meteorological conditions that limit the dispersion and
diffusion of pollutants, the limited capacity of the local airshed to eliminate air pollutants, and the
number, type, and density of emission sources within the Basin. The health effects associated with
criteria pollutants are described in Table 4.
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Table 4

Health Effects Associated with Criteria Pollutants

Pollutant

Adverse Effects

Ozone (O3)

(1) Short-term exposures: (a) pulmonary function decrements and localized lung edema in humans
and animals and (b) risk to public health implied by alterations in pulmonary morphology and host
defense in animals; (2) long-term exposures: risk to public health implied by altered connective
tissue metabolism and altered pulmonary morphology in animals after long-term exposures and
pulmonary function decrements in chronically exposed humans; (3) vegetation damage; and (4)
property damage.

Carbon monoxide
(CO)

(1) Aggravation of angina pectoris and other aspects of coronary heart disease; (2) decreased
exercise tolerance in persons with peripheral vascular disease and lung disease; (3) impairment of
central nervous system functions; and (4) possible increased risk to fetuses.

Nitrogen dioxide
(NO2)

(1) Potential to aggravate chronic respiratory disease and respiratory symptoms in sensitive groups;
(2) risk to public health implied by pulmonary and extra-pulmonary biochemical and cellular
changes and pulmonary structural changes; and (3) contribution to atmospheric discoloration.

Sulfur dioxide
(SO2)

(1) Bronchoconstriction accompanied by symptoms that may include wheezing, shortness of
breath, and chest tightness during exercise or physical activity in persons with asthma.

Suspended
particulate
matter (PM10)

(1) Excess deaths from short-term and long-term exposures; (2) excess seasonal declines in
pulmonary function, especially in children; (3) asthma exacerbation and possibly induction; (4)
adverse birth outcomes including low birth weight; (5) increased infant mortality; (6) increased
respiratory symptoms in children such as cough and bronchitis; and (7) increased hospitalization for
both cardiovascular and respiratory disease (including asthma).

Suspended
particulate
matter (PM2.5)

(1) Excess deaths from short- and long-term exposures; (2) excess seasonal declines in pulmonary
function, especially in children; (3) asthma exacerbation and possibly induction; (4) adverse birth
outcomes, including low birth weight; (5) increased infant mortality; (6) increased respiratory
symptoms in children, such as cough and bronchitis; and (7) increased hospitalization for both
cardiovascular and respiratory disease, including asthma.

Source: SCAQMD 2013

The SCAQMD has adopted an Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) that provides a strategy for the
attainment of State and federal air quality standards. For individual projects, the SCAQMD
recommends the use of quantitative thresholds to determine the significance of temporary
construction-related pollutant emissions and project operations. The SCAQMD has also developed
Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs). LSTs were devised in response to concern regarding
exposure of individuals to criteria pollutants in local communities. LSTs represent the maximum
emissions from a project that will not cause or contribute to an air quality exceedance of the most
stringent applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard at the nearest sensitive receptor,
taking into consideration ambient concentrations in each source receptor area (SRA), project size,
distance to the sensitive receptor, etc. However, LSTs only apply to emissions within a fixed
stationary location, including idling emissions during both project construction and operation. LSTs
have been developed for NOX, CO, PM10 and PM2.5. LSTs do not apply to mobile sources such as cars
on a roadway (SCAQMD 2003). Although SCAQMD has developed project-level quantitative
thresholds, this analysis focuses on the consistency of the CAP with the AQMP because the CAP
does not propose any specific development. The CAP’s goal is to minimize emissions of GHGs, as
mentioned in the Description of Project (Page 4). Measures that would reduce GHG emissions would
also generally reduce emissions of criteria air pollutants. These measures include Measures T-1.1 –
T-5.1, which aim to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and improve traffic flow. This would reduce
overall GHG emissions as well as emissions of criteria pollutants. Additionally, climate action
measures related to energy, Measures E-1.1 – E-5.1, would also reduce emissions of criteria air
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pollutants by reducing electricity use, facilitating energy upgrades in existing buildings, and pursuing
and promoting renewable energy options.
a. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
b. Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?
c. Would the project 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 that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?
d. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document that does not propose specific development or other
physical changes to the environment. Rather, the CAP would support development that could
already occur under the General Plan. Thus, it is consistent with the AQMP. Furthermore, the
purpose and intended effect of the CAP is to reduce GHG emissions generated in the City to help
reduce the effects of climate change.
The proposed measures, when implemented, may require construction activities (e.g., bicycle
facilities, energy retrofits, increased access to recycled water, etc.). Emissions from construction
activities represent temporary impacts that are typically short in duration, depending on the size,
phasing, and type of project. These impacts are generally associated with fugitive dust (PM10 and
PM2.5) and exhaust emissions from heavy construction vehicles and soil hauling trucks, in addition to
ROG that would be released during the drying phase upon application of architectural coatings.
Given the type and scale of improvements envisioned in the proposed CAP (e.g. residential solar
panel installation, replacement of light fixtures, installation of bicycle racks, etc.), construction
emissions are expected to be well below SCAQMD air quality emissions thresholds.
With respect to operational emissions, many programs to reduce GHG emissions would have the
secondary benefit of reducing criteria pollutant emissions. For example, CAP measures and
implementation actions identified in the CAP aim to increase energy efficiency and expand the city’s
renewable and/or carbon-neutral energy portfolio (CAP Measures E-4.1 – E-5.1); reduce vehicle
miles traveled (CAP Measures T-1.1 – T-3.2, and T-5.1); reduce vehicle and equipment idling (CAP
measures T-6.1); promote travel via low- and zero-emissions modes (i.e., walking, bicycling, transit,
carpooling, electric vehicles, and other alternatively fueled vehicles (CAP Measures T-1.1 – T-3.1, T4.1, and T-5.1)); reduce gasoline and diesel fuel use (CAP Measures T-1.1 – T-7.1); reduce potable
water use (CAP Measures WC-1.1 and WC-2.1); increase renewable and carbon-neutral energy use
(CAP Measures E-4.1 and E5.1); and improve waste management efficiency (CAP Measures WR-1.1 –
WR-4.1). Implementation of these CAP measures would be beneficial by helping Pasadena meet
applicable air quality plan goals and generally reduce sensitive receptor exposure to pollutant
concentrations. In addition, as mentioned above, any development projects constructed in the City
would undergo project-level CEQA review. Impacts related to air quality would be less than
significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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e. Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
The CARB Air Quality Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (2005) identifies land
uses associated with odor complaints which include: sewage treatment plants, landfills, recycling
facilities, waste transfer stations, petroleum refineries, biomass operations, auto body shops,
coating operations, fiberglass manufacturing, foundries, rendering plants, and livestock operations
(CARB 2005).
Climate action Measure WR-3.1 would encourage backyard composting and Measure WR-3.2 would
encourage compost systems in public parks. Backyard and park compost systems are not identified
on the list of “Sources of Odor Complaints” (Table 1-4) as provided in the CARB Air Quality Land Use
Handbook. Properly managed composting systems generate limited amounts of odor, if any.
Composting at the scale encouraged by the proposed CAP (e.g., backyard composting) would not
create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. The CAP would not facilitate
any specific development that would create odors. No impact would occur.
NO IMPACT
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4

Biological Resources
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a. 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
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

□

□

■

□

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

d. 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?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

□

□

□

■

f.
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Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or State habitat
conservation plan?
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a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as candidate, sensitive, or special status in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
b. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
c. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
d. Would the project 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?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document that does not facilitate new specific development. Rather,
the CAP would generally encourage development in a manner consistent with the City’s General
Plan. The CAP does not include any site-specific development, designs, or proposals, nor does it
grant any entitlements for development that would result in biological resource impacts. Pasadena
is a primarily urbanized community. Nevertheless, the General Plan Land Use Element incorporates
programs and policies to protect biological resources and preserve sensitive areas. Additionally, the
Open Space Element of the General Plan provides a blueprint for natural open space and
conservation, including specific goals and objectives that have been developed to protect and
increase Pasadena’s natural open space and support conservation efforts. Implementation of the
CAP would not have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or indirectly through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, special status species, or wildlife
movement. In addition, the CAP itself would not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or sensitive natural community. Furthermore, climate action Measures UG-1.1 and UG-2.1
support the protection of biodiversity and habitats by continuing to preserve, enhance, and acquire
additional greenspace throughout the City and continuing to protect existing and plant new trees.
The measures included in the CAP would generally apply to the urbanized areas of the City, with
little application to parks, open spaces area, or other locations where sensitive biological resources
may be present. As discussed above, Measures UG-1.1 and UG-2.1 are specifically aimed at the
preservation of trees and biological habitats. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
e. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
The CAP does not include any specific development nor would it add or enable any new
development that would conflict with these local goals, policies, or ordinances protecting biological
resources. Rather, the CAP would generally encourage development in a manner consistent with the
City’s General Plan. In addition, the CAP contains measures and actions that are consistent with the
General Plan, which contains a Land Use Element with goals and policies to identify, protect, and
enhance significant ecological and biological resources in Pasadena. Specifically, the General Plan
Land Use Element includes policies 10.9 – 10.15 that relate to the natural environment. These
policies intend to “protect natural open spaces, hillsides, watersheds, and critical habitats,” as
stated in Policy 10.9. Additionally, the City adopted the City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance on
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May 5, 2002. The City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance was established to grow and preserve
the urban forest. The ordinance includes four categories of protected trees, Public, Landmark,
Specimen, and Native trees, and the specified locations where they are protected. Additionally, the
CAP includes Measures UG-1.1 and UG-2.1, as mentioned above under impact a-d. Measures UG-1.1
and UG-2.1 aim to continue to preserve, enhance, and acquire additional greenspace throughout
the City and continue to protect existing and plant new trees. The CAP would not affect the City’s
ability to attain goals and policies that protect biological resources, including the Trees and Tree
Protection Ordinance. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
f.

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation
plan?

There are no adopted Habitat Conservation or Natural Community Conservation Plans in Pasadena.
There are also no approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plans. The CAP would not
facilitate any specific development that would conflict with these plans. No impact would occur.
NO IMPACT
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5

Cultural Resources
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.5?

□

□

■

□

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
as defined in §15064.5?

□

□

■

□

c. Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

□

□

■

□

d. Would the project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource as defined in Public
Resources Code 21074?

□

□

■

□

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
as defined in §15064.5?
b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource as defined in §15064.5?
c. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?
d. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource as defined in Public Resources Code 21074?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan. The General Plan includes goals and policies in the Land Use Element that protect and
preserve historic resources. For example, General Plan Goal 8, Historic Preservation, included in the
Land Use Element, requires the preservation and enhancement of Pasadena’s cultural and historic
buildings, landscapes, streets, and districts as valued assets and important representations of its
past and a source of community identity, as well as social, ecological, and economic vitality.
Additionally, Policies 8.1 – 8.10 included under Goal 8, Historic Preservation, aim to: identify and
protect historical resources; support historic designation; support preservation and restoration
efforts; encourage sensitive adaptive reuse; promote architecturally sensitive approach to new
construction in Landmark and Historic districts; encourage street design, public improvements, and
utility infrastructure that preserves and is compatible with historic resources; preserve historic
landscapes; encourage evolving preservation practices; support and encourage maintenance and
upkeep of historical resources; and ensure that City enforcement procedures and activities comply
with local, State, and federal historic preservation requirements.
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Pasadena also has a Historic Preservation Ordinance that is part of the Historic Preservation
Program managed by the City to promote the identification, evaluation, rehabilitation, adaptive
reuse, and restoration of historic structures. The City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance provides
guidance for specifying significance criteria for the designation of historic resources, procedures for
designation, and review procedures as outlined in Chapter 17.62 (Historic Preservation) of the PMC.
Designation as a landmark under the Historic Preservation Ordinance necessitates design review of
exterior alterations (and designated interiors). Pasadena has 11 historic districts listed on the
National Register and 17 local landmark districts; there are also numerous individual historic
resources in the City (City of Pasadena 2014). Examples of Pasadena’s best-known historic resources
include the Old Pasadena National Register Historic District, Pasadena City Hall, Pasadena Civic
Auditorium, Castle Green/Green Hotel Apartments, Colorado Street Bridge spanning the Arroyo
Seco, Pasadena Playhouse, and Gamble House.
The CAP includes measures that would encourage retrofit of older buildings to be more energy
efficient and installation of solar PV systems on structures in the City. Physical alternation to
historical buildings could adversely affect listing and/or eligibility. However, the City currently has
policies and ordinances in place to protect historical resources (including City-owned buildings),
such as the Historical Preservation Ordinance and goals/policies in the Land Use Element of the
General Plan. Although the CAP does not propose any specific development, nor does it grant any
entitlements for development that could cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical, cultural, or archaeological resource, the CAP would be implemented in a manner
consistent with the General Plan goals and policies, including those related to the protection and
preservation of historic and cultural resources, in addition to the Historic Preservation Ordinance.
Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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6

Energy
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

a. Conflict with adopted energy conservation
plans?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:

a. Would the project conflict with adopted energy conservation plans?
b. Would the project use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient manner?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing climate action measures and implementation
actions to reduce GHG emissions. The CAP does not propose any specific development or other
physical changes to the environment and would not facilitate growth beyond what the General Plan
would allow. Furthermore, the purpose and intended effect of the CAP is to reduce GHG emissions
generated in the City to help reduce the effects of climate change, including those emissions
generated by energy demand and supply. For example, CAP Measures E-1.1 - E-2.1 support energy
conservation by increasing energy efficiency requirements of new buildings to perform better than
2016 Title 24 Standards, encouraging the use of energy conservation devices and passive design
concepts, and facilitating energy efficiency upgrades in existing homes and businesses. Measure E4.1 encourages and promotes the use of residential and commercial carbon-neutral energy
technology. Additionally, Measure E-3.1 encourages the City to lead by example through increased
municipal energy conservation and Measure E-5.1 requires the City to continue to expand Pasadena
Water and Power’s renewable and carbon-neutral energy portfolio. Furthermore, in order to
promote energy conservation, Pasadena has adopted an amended California Green Building
Standards Code per Pasadena Municipal Code (PMC) Section 14.04.010. Therefore, any construction
associated with projects included in the CAP would be required to be designed to comply with the
performance levels of the California Green Building Standard Code. Likewise, all projects would be
required to comply with the energy standards in the California Energy Code, Part 6 of the California
Building Standards Code (Title 24). Therefore, the CAP would not conflict with any adopted energy
conservation plans or result in the use of non-renewable resources in a wasteful or inefficient
manner and impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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7

Geology and Soils
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a. Expose people or structures to potentially
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?

□

□

■

□

Strong seismic ground shaking?

□

□

■

□

iii Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

□

□

■

□

iv Landslides?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
made unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on or offsite
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction, or collapse?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

e. 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?

□

□

■

□

ii

a.1 Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
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Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence of a known fault?
a.2 Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking?
a.3 Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
a.4 Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving landslides?
b

Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

c. Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse?
d. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 1-B of the Uniform Building
Code, creating substantial risks to life or property?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing climate action measures and implementation
actions to reduce GHG emissions. The proposed CAP is consistent with Pasadena’s General Plan and
does not include any site-specific development, designs, or proposals, nor does it grant any
entitlements for development that would impact geology and soils. Pasadena is located in a
seismically active area and is susceptible to other various geological hazards such as the potential
for liquefaction, landslides, subsidence, and expansive soils. However, all development projects are
required to conform to applicable provisions of the current California Building Code (CBC).
Additionally, the Safety Element of the General Plan includes policies to minimize injury, loss of life,
property damage, and other impacts caused by seismic shaking, fault rupture, ground failure,
earthquake induced landslides, and other earthquake-induced ground deformation. For example,
Policies S-1, S-2, S-3, S-5, and S-7, included under Goal S-1, and Policy G-1, included under Goal G-1,
fully cover the necessity to address seismic and geologic hazards:


Goal S-1: Minimize injury and loss of life, property damage, and other impacts caused by seismic
shaking, fault rupture, ground failure, earthquake-induced landslides, and other earthquakeinduced ground deformation.


Policy S-1: The City will monitor development or re-development within the Fault Hazard
Management Zones identified for both the Sierra Madre and Raymond faults.



Policy S-2: The City will ensure that current geologic knowledge and State-certified
professional review are incorporated into the design, planning and construction stages of a
project, and that site specific data are applied to each project.



Policy S-3: The City will strive to ensure that the design of new, and the performance of
existing structures address the appropriate earthquake hazards.



Policy S-5: The City will continue earthquake strengthening and provisions for alternate or
back-up essential services, such as water, sewer, electricity, and natural gas pipelines and
connections throughout the City. First priority for this program should be for the essential
services within the identified fault hazard management zones.
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Policy S-7: The City will educate the public on the hazards that can pose a risk to the City
and its residents, and will describe loss reduction strategies that can be used to mitigate the
specific hazards identified.

Goal G-1: Minimize the risk to life or limb, and property damage resulting from soil and slope
instability.


Policy G-1: Whenever possible, mitigation of geologic hazards will be conducted without
violating the property owners’ rights to modify or improve their investment, along with
preserving the aesthetic or natural conditions of the area through minimal grading. When
these goals are in conflict, protection of life and property will take precedence.

As mentioned above, the Pasadena CAP does not propose any site-specific development that would
expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving: rupture of a known earthquake fault, strong seismic ground shaking, seismicrelated ground failure, including liquefaction, or landslides. Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
e. Would the project 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?
With respect to septic tanks, most developments in the City of Pasadena are connected to
Pasadena’s sewer system and do not require the use of alternative wastewater disposal or septic
tanks. Additionally, the recommended measures in the CAP would not require the use of septic
tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems. Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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8

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

□

□

■

□

b. Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or
regulation adopted to reduce the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

□

□

■

□

Climate change is the observed increase in the average temperature of the Earth’s atmosphere and
oceans along with other substantial changes in climate (such as wind patterns, precipitation, and
storms) over an extended period. Climate change is the result of numerous, cumulative sources of
greenhouse gases (GHG), which contribute to the “greenhouse effect,” a natural occurrence that
helps regulate the temperature of the planet. The majority of radiation from the sun hits the earth’s
surface and warms it. The surface in turn radiates heat back towards the atmosphere, known as
infrared radiation. Gases and clouds in the atmosphere trap and prevent some of this heat from
escaping into space and re-radiate it in all directions. This process is essential to support life on
Earth because it warms the planet by approximately 60° Fahrenheit. Emissions from human
activities since the beginning of the industrial revolution (approximately 250 years ago) are adding
to the natural greenhouse effect by increasing the gases in the atmosphere that trap heat and
contribute to an average increase in Earth’s temperature.
GHGs occur naturally and from human activities. Human activities that produce GHGs are the
burning of fossil fuels (coal, oil, and natural gas for heating and electricity, gasoline and diesel for
transportation); methane generated by landfill wastes and raising livestock; deforestation activities;
and some agricultural practices. GHGs produced by human activities include carbon dioxide (CO2),
methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFC), perfluorocarbons (PFC), and sulfur
hexafluoride (SF6). Since 1750, estimated concentrations of CO2, CH4, and N2O in the atmosphere
have increased by over 36 percent, 148 percent, and 18 percent respectively, primarily due to
human activity. Emissions of GHGs affect the atmosphere directly by changing its chemical
composition. Changes to the land surface indirectly affect the atmosphere by changing the way in
the Earth absorbs gases from the atmosphere. Potential impacts in California due to climate change
may include loss of snow pack, sea level rise, more extreme heat days per year, more high ozone
days, more large forest fires, and more drought years (California Energy Commission [CEC] 2009).
a. Would the project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing climate action measures and implementation
actions to reduce GHG emissions. The proposed CAP creates a GHG emissions reduction strategy
(consistent with Section 15183.5 of the CEQA Guidelines) for the City of Pasadena. The CAP contains
a series of climate action measures and actions to reduce cumulative GHG emissions by
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approximately 27 percent below 2009 levels by 2020, which is consistent with AB 32; 49 percent
below 2009 levels by 2030 (equivalent to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030), which is consistent
with SB 32; and 59 percent below 2009 levels by 2035with an 83 percent reduction below 2009
levels by 2050 (equivalent to 80 percent below 1990 levels), consistent with the trajectory of
Executive Order S-3-05. The Pasadena CAP would result in the reduction of GHG emissions.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
b. Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
The CAP includes climate action measures and actions to reduce the City’s GHG emissions by
approximately 27 percent below 2009 levels by 2020 in accordance with AB 32; 49 percent below
2009 levels by 2030 (equivalent to 40 percent below 1990 levels), which is consistent with SB 32;
and 59 percent below 2009 levels by 2035 with an 83 percent reduction below 1990 levels by 2050
(equivalent to 80 percent below 1990 levels), consistent with the trajectory of Executive Order S-305 (see Table 2 of this Initial Study). CARB updated the Scoping Plan in December 2017 to reflect the
2030 target set by Executive Order B-30-15 and codified by SB 32. As described in the project
description, the purpose of the CAP is to reduce Pasadena’s proportionate fair share of the
statewide target set by AB 32 and SB 32 and work toward the State’s longer term target identified in
Executive Order S-3-05. Note, Executive Order S-03-05 is intended to guide State agencies’ efforts to
control and regulate GHG emissions, but has no direct binding effect on local government or private
actions. The CAP would not conflict with any applicable GHG reduction plan, including the AB 32
Scoping Plan or the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). The
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) adopted the RTP/SCS in April 2016, which
reflects the region’s commitment to improve mobility, sustainability, and economy. Additionally, the
Plan demonstrates how the region will reduce emissions from transportation sources to comply
with SB 375. The CAP includes measures and reduction goals that align with the Scoping Plan and
RTP/SCS. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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9

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

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

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of
an existing or proposed school?

□

□

■

□

d. Be located on a site that is included on a
list of hazardous material sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

□

□

■

□

e. Result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area for
a project located in 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?

□

□

■

□

□

□

■

□

□

□

■

□

f.

Result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area for
a project near a private airstrip?

g. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

h. 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?

□

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

□

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

■

□

a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
b. Would the project 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?
c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school?
d. Would the project be located on a site included on a list of hazardous material sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?
e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
f.

For a project near a private airstrip, would it result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

h. Would the project 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?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing climate action measures and implementation
actions to reduce GHG emissions. The proposed CAP does not involve any site-specific development
nor would it facilitate new development. The Safety Element of the General Plan includes goals and
policies to reduce the potential for hazardous contamination. For example, Policy H-1.3 states that
new proposed facilities involved in production, use, storage, transport, or disposal of hazardous
materials must be located a safe distance from land uses that may be adversely impacted by such
activities. Implementation of the proposed CAP measures would not involve the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials, and would not create reasonably foreseeable upset and/or
accidental conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment.
Construction activities (e.g., bicycle facilities, energy retrofits, increased access to recycled water,
etc.) could involve the use of onsite fueling/servicing of construction equipment, and the transport
of fuels, lubricating fluids, and solvents. These types of materials are not considered acutely
hazardous, and all storage, handling, and disposal of these materials are regulated by the California
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), United States Environmental Protection Agency,
the Occupational Safety & Health Administration (OSHA), the Los Angeles County Fire Department
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(LACoFD) Health and Hazardous Materials Division, and the County of Los Angeles Department of
Environmental Health. The transport, use, and disposal of construction-related hazardous materials
would be in conformance with applicable federal, State, and local regulations governing such
activities.
The CAP would encourage the renovation of older structures to support energy retrofits (Measure
E-2.1) and the installation of carbon neutral technologies (Measure E-4.1). Structures built prior to
1978 may contain asbestos-containing building materials and lead paint. If not properly handled and
released into the environment in large enough quantities, these materials could pose a threat to
construction workers and residents. However, these retrofits would primarily be small-scale and no
single renovation would likely result in releases large enough to pose a health hazard to the general
public. In addition, demolition and construction activities involving hazardous materials removal are
regulated at the federal, State, and local levels, and construction workers must comply with
applicable safety regulations.
Three private heliports are located in Pasadena: Huntington Memorial Hospital Heliport – CL 14,
Mesa Heliport – 24CA, and Super Bowl Heliport 3CL4. The CAP is a policy document and
implementation of CAP measures would not increase helicopter activity or otherwise increase
potential exposure to aircraft-related hazards. Additionally, discretionary development projects
associated with the CAP would undergo project-level CEQA review.
Therefore, no impact with regard to hazards to the public or environment, hazardous materials with
¼ mile of a school, development on a hazardous material site, or development near an airport or
airstrip would occur. Further, the CAP would not expose people or structures to wildland fires,
consistent with Policy R-1, R-2, and R-3, included under Goal R-1 of the General Plan Safety Element,
which reduce threats to public and private property from wildland an urban fire hazards. Impacts
would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
g. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
The CAP includes climate action measures to promote bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities (CAP
Measures T-1.1, T-1.2, T-1.3, T-2.1, and T-3.1), but would not impair implementation of an adopted
emergency response plan. The CAP contains a climate action measure(CAP Measure T-3.2) to
continue to utilize technology and intelligent transportation systems to improve traffic flow and
reduce vehicle idling, such as synchronized signals, transit and emergency signal priority, and other
traffic flow management techniques, which would help to alleviate traffic congestion and benefit
emergency evacuation procedures. Moreover, the CAP would be consistent with the General Plan
Safety Element, which includes goals and programs to provide and enhance emergency response.
For example, Goal H-1 aims to reduce the potential for hazardous contamination in the City, while
Program H-1.2 aims to identify City roadways along which hazardous materials are routinely
transported. If critical facilities, such as schools, hospitals, child care centers, or other facilities with
special evacuation needs are located along these routes, the City would identify emergency
response plans that these facilities can implement in the event of an unauthorized release of
hazardous materials. Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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10 Hydrology and Water Quality
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a. Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?

□

□

□

■

b. Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or
a lowering or the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of preexisting nearby wells would drop to a level
that would not support existing land uses
or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

□

□

■

□

c. 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 that would
result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site?

□

□

■

□

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the
course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner that would
result in flooding on or offsite?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

□

□

■

□

g. Place housing in a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary, Flood Insurance Rate Map, or
other flood hazard delineation map?

□

□

■

□

f.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

h. Place structures in a 100-year flood hazard
area that would impede or redirect flood
flows?
i.

j.

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

□

□

■

□

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including that occurring
as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

□

□

■

□

Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow?

□

□

■

□

a. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan. Implementation of CAP measures would not violate water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements. Furthermore, climate action Measure WC-3.1 is aimed at improving storm
water capture to slow, sink, and treat water run-off, recharge groundwater, and improve water
quality. Therefore, no impact would result.
NO IMPACT
b. Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering or
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level that would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?
c. Would the project 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 that would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site??
d. Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner that would result in flooding on or offsite
e. Would the project create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?
f. Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan and does not include any site-specific development, designs, or proposals, nor does it
grant any entitlements for development. As a result, no negative impacts related to groundwater or
surface water quality, groundwater resources, runoff, or sensitive areas would occur. According to
the City’s General Plan EIR (City of Pasadena 2015), future water demand will be within the
projected supply despite increased population and employment. Further, several of the CAP
Measures (WC-1.1, WC-2.1, and WC-3.1) identify strategies to reduce potable water use and seek
funding to enhance flood control and improve water quality. For example, climate action Measure
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WC-1.1 relates to potable water reduction, WC-2.1 relates to increased community access to
recycled water, and WC-3.1 relates to water quality and improved stormwater capture. Water
conservation strategies may have a beneficial effect on water quality and may incrementally reduce
communitywide surface runoff. Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
g. Would the project place housing in a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary, Flood Insurance Rate Map, or other flood hazard delineation map?
h. Would the project place structures in a 100-year flood hazard area that would impede or redirect
flood flows?
i.

Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including that occurring as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
The CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s General Plan
and does not propose any land use or zoning changes, nor does it include any site-specific
development. There are no areas in Pasadena that are susceptible to flooding during a 100-year
event (City of Pasadena 2002b). Two major stream channels transect the City: Arroyo Seco on the
west and Eaton Wash on the east. Both drainages have been modified by flood control dams near
the base of the mountains, and both have been confined to man-made channels or storm drains
along their lower reaches. Pasadena is currently not vulnerable to flooding associated with the
Arroyo Seco and Eaton Canyon Creek and its tributaries. However, future development in the
upstream areas could change this (City of Pasadena 2002b). Goal F-1 included in the Safety Element
of the General Plan aims to minimize injury, loss of life, property damage, and economic and social
disruption caused by flood and inundation hazards. For example, Policy F-1.1, included under Goal
F-1, discourages development in flood hazard areas and strengthens the City’s maintenance
program for stormwater detention basins, culverts, and storm drains to minimize future flooding
events. Implementation of the CAP would be consistent with the General Plan and would not
expose people or structures to potential flood hazards or impede or redirect flood flows. Impacts
would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
j.

Would the project result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

The CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s General Plan
and does not propose any land use or zoning changes, nor does it include any site-specific
development. The City of Pasadena is located inland and is not subject to inundation by seiche or
tsunami. However, the City’s hillsides are vulnerable to slope instability, which can result in small
slides, slumps, soil slips, rock falls, and debris flows. Debris flows have occurred in the past in some
of the canyons near the Pasadena area in the upper reaches of the watersheds. They are most likely
to occur in years with heavy rainfall following wildland fires (City of Pasadena 2002b). However, the
City of Pasadena requires new construction in hillside areas of the San Gabriel Mountains and San
Rafael Hills to conduct hydrology studies to assess the impact of construction on downgradient
developed areas. The assessment of possible impacts on LA County storm drains and privately
owned debris basins is also required. If the analyses indicate a potential hazard, improvements are
required and fees may be assessed to the developers, as appropriate to pay for the improvements
that would allow for the storm drains and privately owned debris basins to avoid impacts associated
with the new construction. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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11 Land Use and Planning
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a. Physically divide an established
community?

□

□

■

□

b. 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, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

□

□

■

□

c. Conflict with an applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

□

□

■

□

a. Would the project physically divide an established community?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan and does not include any climate action measures or any specific development
projects that would divide an established community. The CAP includes climate action measures
(Measures T-1.1, T-1.2, T-1.3, T-2.1, T-3.1, and T-5.1) that would support pedestrian and bicycle
circulation and improved transportation alternatives, as identified in the General Plan, which would
improve connectivity throughout the City. For example, Measures T-1.1 – T-1.3 relate to bicycle and
pedestrian travel, T-2.1 relates to transit travel, and T-5.1 relates to land use, with the goal of
facilitating high-density, mixed-use, transit-oriented, and infill development. Impacts would be less
than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
b. Would the project 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,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
The CAP is consistent with and builds upon the objectives, goals, and policies of the Pasadena
General Plan. The City’s General Plan Policy 10.1 calls for the reduction of GHG emissions from the
City and Implementation Program 3 calls for the development of a CAP:
Policy 10.1 - Environmental Quality and Conservation: Establish Pasadena as a leader on
environmental stewardship efforts, including air quality protection, energy and water
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efficiency, renewable energy standards, natural resource conservation, and greenhouse gas
emission standards in the areas of energy, water, air and land.
Implementation Program 3 - Climate Action Plan: Develop and adopt a Climate Action Plan
that monitors climate change impacts, outlines a strategy for reducing greenhouse gas
emissions, and includes measures to adapt to climate change.
The CAP is primarily intended to implement policies and programs of the General Plan and therefore
does not conflict with the General Plan. Nonetheless, implementing the CAP could require some
modification of existing City policies, including changes to the Municipal and Zoning Codes and the
Design Guidelines. For example, Measures T-1.1 and T-3.1 suggest amending the Trip Reduction
Ordinance requirements in the Zoning Code to require end-of-trip facilities (e.g., showers and
lockers for bicyclists). In addition, Measure T-4.1 suggests amending the Electric Recharge Stations
of the Zoning Code to apply to a greater portion of nonresidential projects. Measure E-1.2 also
suggests amending community design plans, guidelines, and other documents to promote
maximizing solar resources. In order to implement these measures the Municipal Code and other
applicable documents would need to be amended to reflect new requirements. While the proposed
measures could require changes to some existing policies, the CAP is designed to mitigate adverse
environmental impacts associated with climate change. Where modifications of existing policies are
needed, such as updates to the Land Use policies related to active transportation to include
additional bicycle and pedestrian services, the CAP measures would generally result in greater
avoidance or mitigation of environmental effects. For example, the CAP promotes end-of-trip
facilities and access to bicycles through a bike-share program in Measure T-1.1. Therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
c. Would the project conflict with an applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?
There are no adopted Habitat Conservation or Natural Community Conservation Plans in Pasadena.
There are also no approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plans. The CAP would not
facilitate any development projects nor would it add or enable any new development that would
conflict with these plans. Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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12 Mineral Resources
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the State?

□

□

□

■

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

□

□

□

■

a. Would the project 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?
b. Would the project 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?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan. The General Plan does not identify any mineral resources in the City (City of Pasadena
2012). Additionally, the CAP would not facilitate any specific development projects and would not
add or enable development that could result in the loss of mineral resources. No impact to mineral
resources would occur.
NO IMPACT
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13 Noise
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project result in:
a. 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?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

c. A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels above those existing
prior to implementation of the project?

□

□

■

□

d. A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above those existing prior
to implementation of the project?

□

□

■

□

e. For a project located in 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?

□

□

□

■

□

□

□

■

f.

For a project near a private airstrip, would
it expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise?

Noise is unwanted sound that disturbs human activity. Environmental noise levels typically fluctuate
over time, and different types of noise descriptors are used to account for this variability. Noise
level measurements include intensity, frequency, and duration, as well as time of occurrence. Noise
level (or volume) is generally measured in decibels (dB) using the A-weighted sound pressure level
(dBA). Because of the way the human ear works, a sound must be about 10 dBA greater than the
reference sound to be judged as twice as loud. In general, a 3 dBA change in community noise levels
is noticeable, while 1-2 dBA changes generally are not perceived. Quiet suburban areas typically
have noise levels in the range of 40-50 dBA, while arterial streets are in the 50-60+ dBA range.
Normal conversational levels are in the 60-65 dBA range, and ambient noise levels greater than 65
dBA can interrupt conversations.
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Noise levels typically attenuate (or drop off) at a rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance from point
sources (such as construction equipment). Noise from lightly traveled roads typically attenuates at a
rate of about 4.5 dBA per doubling of distance. Noise from heavily traveled roads typically
attenuates at about 3 dBA per doubling of distance; while noise from a point source typically
attenuates at about 6 dBA per doubling of distance. Noise levels may also be reduced by the
introduction of intervening structures. For example, a single row of buildings between the receptor
and the noise source reduces the noise level by about 5 dBA, while a solid wall or berm that breaks
the line-of-sight reduces noise levels by 5 to 10 dBA. The construction style for dwelling units in
California generally provides a reduction of exterior-to-interior noise levels of about 30 dBA with
closed windows (Federal Highway Administration [FHWA] 2006).
Some land uses are more sensitive to ambient noise levels than other uses due to the amount of
noise exposure and the types of activities involved. In Pasadena, schools, hospitals, and residential
areas are considered sensitive receptor. .
Pasadena adopted the General Plan Noise Element in September 2002, which includes the following
(City of Pasadena 2002):





A description of existing noise levels and sources and incorporates comprehensive goals,
policies, and implementing actions;
Several policies on noise and acceptable noise levels, which address unnecessary, excessive, and
annoying noise levels and sources such as vehicles, construction, special sources (e.g., radios,
musical instrument, animals), and stationary sources (e.g., heating and cooling systems,
mechanical rooms); and
Established land use compatibility categories for community noise exposure, the maximum
“normally acceptable” noise level for the exterior of residential areas is 70 dBA CNEL or Ldn and
is 77.5 dBA CNEL or Ldn for commercial and professional uses.

To implement the City’s noise policies, the City adopted a Noise Restrictions Ordinance. The Noise
Ordinance is part of the PMC. The City’s Noise Ordinance contains the following interior noise
standards:
Table 5

Interior Noise Standard

Time Interval

Interior Noise Standards (dBA)

7:00 am – 10:00 pm

60

10:00 pm - 7:00 am

50

Source: Pasadena Municipal Code Chapter 9.36 2017, Table 1

The City has not adopted any thresholds or regulations addressing vibration. Vibration is a unique
form of noise because its energy is carried through buildings, structures, and the ground, whereas
noise is simply carried through the air. Thus, vibration is generally felt rather than heard. Some
vibration effects can be caused by noise (e.g., the rattling of windows from passing trucks). This
phenomenon is caused by the coupling of the acoustic energy at frequencies that are close to the
resonant frequency of the material being vibrated. Typically, ground-borne vibration generated by
manmade activities attenuates rapidly as distance from the source of the vibration increases. The
ground motion caused by vibration is measured as particle velocity in inches per second and is
referenced as vibration decibels (VdB) in the U.S.
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The vibration velocity level threshold of perception for humans is approximately 65 VdB. A vibration
velocity of 75 VdB is the approximate dividing line between barely perceptible and distinctly
perceptible levels for many people. Most perceptible indoor vibration is caused by sources inside
buildings such as the operation of mechanical equipment, movement of people, or the slamming of
doors. Typical outdoor sources of perceptible ground-borne vibration are construction equipment,
steel-wheeled trains, and traffic on rough roads.
a. Would the project result in 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?
b. Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels?
c. Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels above levels
existing without the project?
d. Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan. Construction activity associated with implementation of CAP measures could result in
a temporary increase in noise levels. The City has jurisdiction over noise regulation, as stated in the
Municipal Code, Title 9, Chapter 36 Noise Restrictions (Noise Ordinance) (City of Pasadena 2017).
The noise ordinance generally limits intrusive noises from exceeding the ambient level at the
property line by more than 5 dB. The ambient is the actual measured ambient noise level. Section
9.36.060 of the PMC sets the interior noise standard for multi-family residential uses to 60 dBA
between 7:00 am and 10:00 pm, and 50 dBA between 10:00 pm and 7:00 am. Construction noise is
regulated by Section 9.36.070 of the PMC, which restricts construction activities “within a
residential district or within a radius of 500 feet at any time other than” between 7:00 am and
7:00 pm Monday through Friday, and between 8:00 am and 5:00 pm on Saturdays. Construction
activities are prohibited on Sundays and holidays. Additionally, Section 9.36.080 of the PMC further
restricts noise levels from construction equipment to 85 dBA Leq measured at 100 feet from the
equipment.
Some of the proposed measures would involve small scale construction projects, such as energy
efficient retrofits. In addition, the CAP includes several transportation and land use measures that
could lead to the development of expanded bicycle and pedestrian paths or transit upgrades
consistent with the City’s General Plan Mobility Element, Bicycle Transportation Action Plan, and
Pedestrian Plan. Noise generated by construction activity would be variable depending on the
project and intensity of equipment use. Roadway widening projects would likely require the
operation of pieces of heavy-duty equipment that generate high noise levels. Alternatively,
repainting/restriping would typically be less intense requiring minimal, if any, use of heavy
equipment. As mentioned throughout the document, the CAP does not facilitate development
projects beyond what could occur under the General Plan. Additionally, all construction activities
would be required to comply with the City’s noise ordinance.
The majority of the Sustainable Mobility and Land Use measures within the CAP focus on reducing
the amount of vehicle miles traveled by providing enhanced access to alternative modes of
transportation and encouraging the development of high density, mixed-use, transit-oriented, and
infill development. As a result, no permanent increase in local traffic volumes or associated noise is
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anticipated. Therefore, implementation of CAP measures would not result in exposure of persons to
noise in excess of established standards or groundborne vibration or noise, nor would it result in a
temporary, periodic, or permanent increase in ambient noise levels above existing levels. Noise
impacts associated with future City buildout were analyzed and disclosed in the General Plan EIR.
Further, any future site-specific discretionary projects would be subject to subsequent
environmental review wherein any site-specific noise impacts would be addressed accordingly.
Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
e. For a project located in 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?
f.

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?

There are no airports or airstrips within Pasadena. However, as mentioned in Section 9, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, there are three heliports in the City. The CAP does not propose any land use
or zoning changes related to airports, airstrips, or heliports, nor does it include any development
that would increase exposure to excessive noise levels associated with airports, airstrips, or
heliports. No impact would occur.
NO IMPACT
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14 Population and Housing
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a. Induce substantial population growth in
an area, either directly (e.g., by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly
(e.g., through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

□

□

□

■

b. Displace substantial amounts of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

□

□

□

■

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

□

□

□

■

a. Would the project 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)?
b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
c. Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan and would not result in increases in population and does not accommodate growth
beyond that anticipated by the General Plan or induce additional population growth. While
Pasadena is largely built out and there are not large amounts of vacant land, mixed-use, transitoriented, and infill development is anticipated under the current General Plan. Such development
would facilitate population growth consistent with SCAG forecasts. The CAP would not facilitate any
population or housing growth beyond that allowed under the General Plan. New development could
potentially displace existing housing in some instances, but the General Plan would generally
facilitate an overall increase in housing in the City and CAP measures would not increase the
potential for displacement. Therefore, no impacts related to population and housing would result.
NO IMPACT
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15 Public Services
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project result in:
a. Substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
or the 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:
i

Fire protection?

□

□

□

■

ii

Police protection?

□

□

□

■

iii Schools?

□

□

□

■

iv Parks?

□

□

□

■

v

□

□

□

■

Other public facilities?

a.1. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the 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 fire protection?
a.2. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the 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 police protection?
a.3. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the 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 schools?
a.4. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
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impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for parks?
a.5. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the 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 other public facilities?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan. Build out of the City in accordance with the General Plan could increase public service
needs in the City by adding population, housing, businesses, and employees. The General Plan EIR
states that the increase in demand would require new or expanded facilities, specifically police and
fire facilities (City of Pasadena 2015). However, the impacts to police services are anticipated to be
adequately funded by an increase in tax revenues over an extended period of time, relative to the
increase in development intensity and the impacts to fire facilities would be funded by revenue
sources that contribute to the general fund, including property and sales taxes, which would be
expected to grow in rough proportion to any increase in residential dwelling units and/or
nonresidential space in Pasadena. Implementation of the CAP would not accommodate additional
growth beyond that anticipated by the General Plan and, therefore, would not in itself increase
demand for public services or facilities. As such, the CAP would not require the construction of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts. Furthermore, any future site-specific discretionary projects would be
subject to subsequent environmental review wherein any site-specific public service impacts would
be addressed accordingly. Therefore, no impact on public services causing the need for new
governmental facilities would occur.
NO IMPACT
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16 Recreation
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a. 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?

□

□

■

□

b. Include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the
environment?

□

□

■

□

a. 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?
b. Would the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan. The CAP would not result in population growth beyond that which would be
accommodated by the General Plan. Therefore, implementation of the CAP would not result in a
substantial physical deterioration of parks or other recreational facilities or result in the need to
expand recreational facilities. Additionally, Measure T-1.1 promotes the expansion of the current
network of bicycle and pedestrian paths and end-of-trip facilities, which would provide additional
recreation facilities in the City and could potentially lessen wear on existing facilities. Impacts would
be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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17 Transportation and Traffic
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance
or policy establishing a measure 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?

□

□

■

□

b. 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?

□

□

■

□

c. 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?

□

□

□

■

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

□

□

□

■

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

□

□

□

■

□

□

■

□

f.
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Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit,
bikeways, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise substantially decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?
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a. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing a measure 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?
b. Would the project 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?
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan, many of which are aimed at reducing motor vehicle trips and VMT. For example,
Measure T-1.1 encourages continued expansion of the City’s bicycle and pedestrian network, while
Measure T-3.1 encourages reduction in annual commuter vehicle miles traveled by single occupancy
vehicles. The specific action items under T-1.1 include:









Bicycle Transportation Action Plan: Establish a tiered priority list to implement the objectives and
actions identified in the Bicycle Transportation Action Plan and present to City Council for approval
Track Progress: Annually track and report progress toward implementation of the priority list and
present to City Council for approval
Pedestrian Plan: Complete an assessment of the progress made on strategies identified in the
Pedestrian Plan and establish a priority list of strategies that require additional actions and present
to City Council for approval
Bike Share Program: Make bicycles more accessible to residents by coordinating with Metro to
implement the Bike Share program
Network Improvement and Expansion: Continue to apply for grants and research/pursue other
funding opportunities to facilitate network improvements and expansions
Bike Friendly Development: Incorporate bikeway projects into new development, road resurfacing,
and restriping projects
End-of-Trip Facilities: Present the concept of amending the Trip Reduction Ordinance requirements
in the Zoning Code to require end-of-trip facilities for cyclists, such as showers, bike repair kiosk, and
lockers, in new nonresidential building projects of a specified size to City Council for consideration

The specific action items under T-3.1 include:




Trip Reduction Ordinance: Present the concept of amending the Trip Reduction Ordinance
Requirements of the Zoning Code to apply to all nonresidential and multi-family development
projects to City Council for consideration Trip Reduction Toolkit: Continue to coordinate with Go
Verdugo to develop a web-based trip reduction toolkit for employees, distributed by Pasadena
employers (the website will be a clearinghouse for TDM programs for the cities of Burbank,
Glendale, and Pasadena) Car Sharing: Continue to facilitate and incentivize car sharing through
dedicated on-street parking spaces
Incentive Carpooling: Incentivize carpooling by working with local employers to provide preferred
parking spaces or free or discounted parking rates to employees who carpool

The CAP also includes climate action Measure T-3.2 which encourages the implementation of
improvements to smooth traffic flow, reduce idling, minimize bottlenecks, and encourage efficient
driving techniques, while Measure T-5.1 would facilitate high density, mixed-use, transit oriented,
and infill development. Signal coordination and synchronization would reduce congestion and the
amount of time vehicles spend idling while on City streets. Likewise, high density, mixed-use, transit
oriented, and infill development would also reduce congestion and the amount of time vehicles
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spend driving and idling on City streets. Additionally, CAP measures would promote the use of
alternate transportation that could improve levels of service on City roads (CAP Measures T-1.1 – T3.1). For example, Measure T-1.2 aims to maintain ongoing efforts to improve bicycle and
pedestrian safety. One of the action items includes working with local schools to implement Safe
Routes to Schools programs consistent with the Bicycle Transportation Action Plan and the
Pedestrian Plan. The Safe Routes to School program focuses on both education and infrastructure
development with the goal of increasing the number of students who walk and bike to school.
According to the Bike Transportation Action Plan, Safe Routes to School programs can increase the
number of students who walk and bike to their neighborhood schools, which would reduce VMT
and vehicle trips (VT) within Pasadena (City of Pasadena 2015d).
These measures would align with the objectives and policies included in the General Plan Mobility
Element, including:




Objective 1: Enhance Livability
Objective 2: Encourage walking, biking, transit, and other alternatives to motor vehicles
Objective 3: Create a supportive climate for economic viability

The General Plan EIR states that under the General Plan Update, service population increases by 27
percent, while VMT and VT would increase by 25 percent and 19 percent, respectively. As discussed
above, the CAP would implement a range of General Plan objectives and policies aimed at reducing
VMT and encouraging the use of alternative transportation modes. In addition, it would not
accommodate growth or development beyond that accommodated by the General Plan. Moreover,
climate action measures would be consistent with the goals, policies, and strategies included in the
Bicycle Transportation Action Plan and the Pedestrian Plan. Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
c. Would the project 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?
There are no airports in Pasadena. Implementation of the CAP would not result in a change in air
traffic patterns. No impact related to air traffic or safety would occur.
NO IMPACT
d. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment)?
e. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
The CAP would not facilitate development beyond that allowed under the General Plan. As such, it
would not create any traffic hazards or result in inadequate emergency access. The proposed
measures included in the CAP are aimed at providing alternative modes of transportation and
reducing the amount of vehicle miles traveled throughout Pasadena. Additionally, the CAP
promotes design guidelines to enhance bicycle, pedestrian, and transit connectivity, which would
provide greater safety. The CAP does not include measures that would substantially increase
hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses. Further, any future site-specific discretionary
projects would be subject to subsequent environmental review wherein any site-specific impacts
related to hazards or emergency access would be addressed accordingly. No impact would occur.
NO IMPACT
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f.

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

Implementation of the CAP would encourage alternatives to single-occupancy vehicles, consistent
with the General Plan, Bicycle Transportation Plan, and Pedestrian Plan, and would not result in negative
effects on the safety or performance of transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. Therefore, the CAP would
not conflict with any policies or plans supporting alternative transportation. Impacts would be less than
significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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18 Tribal Cultural Resources
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
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 Section 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:
a. 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 section 5020.1(k), or

□

□

■

□

b. 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 Cod Section 2024.1.
In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significant of the resource to a
California Native American tribe?

□

□

■

□

The City of Pasadena prepared and mailed notification letters under Assembly Bill 52 on March 23,
2017. Under AB 52, tribes have 30 days to respond and request consultation. As of the date of this
document, the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians responded and requested consultation, which
was completed on May 25, 2017.
a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in a Public Resources Code section 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 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
b. 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 Resources Code §
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American Tribe.
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s General
Plan and does not involve any specific development. Although the CAP does not include any specific
development, nor does it grant any entitlements for development that could cause a substantial adverse
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change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, the CAP would be implemented in a manner
consistent with the requirements of Assembly Bill 52. Additionally, the tribal consultation concluded that
the CAP would not have a significant adverse impact on Tribal Cultural Resources. Therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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19 Utilities and Service Systems
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements
of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

□

□

■

□

b. 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?

□

□

■

□

c. 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?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

e. 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?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

g. Comply with federal, State, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

□

□

■

□

f.

a. Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board?
b. Would the project 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?
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c. Would the project require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?
d. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?
e. Would the project 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?
The City of Pasadena is its own water purveyor. The Pasadena Water and Power Department (PWP)
is the designated provider of water supplies to residents, businesses, and other water users.
Pasadena’s water supply is drawn from a combination of groundwater, local surface water,
imported water, and short-term water exchanges with neighboring jurisdictions and water agencies
(City of Pasadena 2014).
The Pasadena CAP is a policy document containing programs that are consistent with Pasadena’s
General Plan. The CAP would not accommodate growth beyond that anticipated by the General Plan
nor does it propose any specific development projects that would increase wastewater generation,
water demand, or stormwater runoff. The CAP includes climate action Measures WC-1.1, WC-2.1,
and WC-3.1 that aim to reduce potable water consumption, increase recycled water access and use,
and improve storm water capture to slow, sink, and treat water run-off, recharge groundwater and
improve water quality, compared to business-as-usual. For example, Measure WC-1.1 includes
incentives for irrigation retrofits and rainwater harvesting; WC-2.1 includes implementing the City’s
Non-Potable Water Project; and WC-3.1 includes replacing impervious surfaces with landscape
green spaces, permeable pavement, rain gardens, and/or bioswales. Because the CAP is a policy
document that would not facilitate growth beyond that anticipated by the General Plan, the project
would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements; require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities; require or result in the
construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities; have
insufficient water supplies available to serve the project; or result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider that there is inadequate capacity to serve the projected demand.
Impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
f.

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

g. Would the project comply with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?
The CAP includes three climate action measures that focus on waste reduction (WR-1.1, WR-2.1,
and WR-3.1). Climate action Measure WR-1.1 has an objective of continuing to reduce solid waste
and landfill emissions through implementation of the City’s Zero Waste Strategic Plan, with the
ultimate goal of achieving zero waste. Implementation of this climate action measure would reduce
the amount of solid waste sent to the Scholl Canyon Landfill. Pasadena has already met and
exceeded the State of California’s 50 percent diversion goal and achieved 73 percent diversion in
2010 (City of Pasadena 2014). Although “zero waste” is not necessarily 100 percent recycling, it
shifts the focus to waste reduction, product redesign, and elimination of wasteful practices. By
implementing the proposed policies and programs, Pasadena will move towards Zero Waste, even
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though some residual waste will be disposed (City of Pasadena 2014). Nonetheless, climate action
Measure WR-1.1 would comply with AB 939, which calls for a 50 percent diversion rate and AB 341,
which has a statewide solid waste diversion goal of 75 percent by 2020. Impacts would be less than
significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

68

Environmental Checklist
Utilities and Service Systems

This page intentionally left blank

Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration
December 28, 2017

69

City of Pasadena
Pasadena Climate Action Plan

20 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
Section 15063(c)(3)(D).
This IS/ND utilizes the Pasadena General Plan, adopted in August 2015 for background information
and general guidance on City growth parameters. No program EIR, tiering, or other process was
used as part of the analysis of the project’s environmental impacts.
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21 Mandatory Findings of Significance
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Does the project:
a. Have the potential to substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self- sustaining levels, 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?

□

□

■

□

b. 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 projects)?

□

□

■

□

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

□

□

■

□

a. Does the project have the potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self- sustaining levels, 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?
The intent of the CAP is to reduce GHG emissions from Pasadena operations and within the City
through implementation of GHG reduction measures. CAP measures are consistent with the General
Plan and encourage actions by residents, businesses, and the City to reduce energy, water, and fuel
use and associated GHG emissions. The CAP would not facilitate any specific development and
would not diminish wildlife habitats or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory. As discussed in Sections 4, Biological Resources, and 5, Cultural
Resources, impacts would be less than significant.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

72

Environmental Checklist
Mandatory Findings of Significance

b. 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 projects)?
Implementation of the CAP would result in a cumulatively considerable beneficial reduction of GHG
emissions and would not facilitate any development that would make a considerable contribution to
any significant adverse cumulative impacts. To the contrary, as discussed throughout this Initial
Study, implementation of the CAP would be consistent with many General Plan policies aimed at
reducing emissions of GHGs and air pollutants, reducing vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled,
reducing demands upon utilities and service systems, and preserving biological, cultural, and other
resources. The CAP would not make a substantial contribution to any cumulative impacts related to
growth in accordance with the General Plan.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?
The CAP does not have any effects that would cause a direct or indirect adverse effect on human
beings. Rather, as discussed throughout this Initial Study, the CAP would serve as a pathway to
reduce GHG emissions as well as have many other positive environmental effects. These include
reduction in air pollution, reduction in transportation congestion, reduction in landfilled solid waste,
energy efficiency, and water conservation. Therefore, CAP implementation would have less than
significant impacts with respect to adverse effects on humans.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration
December 28, 2017

73

City of Pasadena
Pasadena Climate Action Plan

References
Bibliography
California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2017. AB 32 Scoping Plan.
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm
California Air Resources Board (CARB). April 2005. Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A
Community Health Perspective. Available at: http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/defaultsource/ceqa/handbook/california-air-resources-board-air-quality-and-land-use-handbook-acommunity-health-perspective.pdf?sfvrsn=0
California Department of Conservation. 2014. California Important Farmland Finder. Available at:
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/ciff/ciff.html
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 2011. California Scenic Highway Mapping
System. Available at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/index.htm
California Energy Commission. Environmental Health and Equity Impacts from Climate Change and
Mitigation Policies in California: A Review of the Literature. March 2009.
California Legislative Information. Bill Information, AB-2188 Solar energy: permits. Available at:
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140AB2188
Dudek. 2016. Final City of Pasadena Urban Forest Management Plan.
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). 2006. FHWA Highway Construction Noise Handbook.
(FHWAHEP-06-015; DOT-VNTSC-FHWA-06-02). Available at:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/construction_noise/handbook
Pasadena, City of. General Plan Green Space, Recreation and Parks Element & Master Plan. 2007.
Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/Planning/CommunityPlanning/Green_Space_Element_and
_Master_Plan/
Pasadena, City of. General Plan Housing Element. 2014. Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/Department.aspx?theme=Navy&pageid=8589941876
Pasadena, City of. General Plan Land Use Element 2016. Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/GeneralPlan/
Pasadena, City of. General Plan Mobility Element. 2015a. Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/GeneralPlan/
Pasadena, City of. General Plan Noise Element. 2002a. Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/Planning/CommunityPlanning/General_Plan_Noise_Eleme
nt/
Pasadena, City of. General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element. 2012. Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/Planning/CommunityPlanning/Open_Space/

74

References

Pasadena, City of. General Plan Safety Element. 2002b. Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/planning/CommunityPlanning/General_Plan_Safety_Eleme
nt/
Pasadena, City of. Municipal Code. 2017. Available at:
https://www.municode.com/library/ca/pasadena/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=1655
1
Pasadena, City of. 2015c. Pasadena Facts. Available at:
http://cityofpasadena.net/Pasadena_Facts_and_Statistics/South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD). CEQA, Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology,
SCAQMD, June 2003. Available at:
http://www.aqmd.gov/CEQA/handbook/LST/Method_final.pdf
Pasadena, City of. 2015d. Bicycle Transportation Plan. Available at:
http://ww5.cityofpasadena.net/transportation/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2016/05/PasadenaBike-Action-Plan-08-17-2015.pdf
Pasadena, City of. 2015e. Revised Final Environmental Impact Report: Pasadena General Plan for
City of Pasadena. http://ww5.cityofpasadena.net/planning/wpcontent/uploads/sites/56/2017/09/Revised-Final-EIR-August-7-2015.pdf
Pasadena Water and Power. 2015 Urban Water Management Plan. 2015. Available at:
http://www.cityofpasadena.net/uploadedFiles/Departments/Water_and_Power/PDF/2015
%20UWMP_Final%20Compiled%20with%20Appendices(1).pdf

List of Preparers
Rincon prepared this Initial Study under contract to the City of Pasadena. Anita Cerna is the Project
Manager from the City. Persons involved in data gathering analysis, project management, and
quality control include the following.
RINCON CONSULTANTS, INC.
Joe Power, Principal-in-Charge
Erik Feldman, Principal
Christina McAdams, Project Manager
Hannah Mize, Lead Analyst
Josephine Fong, Sustainability Associate

Draft Initial Study/Negative Declaration
December 28, 2017

75

