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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the proposed Hahamongna Multi-
Benefit/Multi-Use Project in the City of Pasadena, California. This Initial Study has been prepared
to meet all of the substantive and procedural requirements of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) of 1970 (California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.), the State CEQA
Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq. as amended through
January 1, 2012) and the City of Pasadena’s Environmental Guidelines.

The proposed project, which is more completely described in Chapter 2 of this Initial Study, consists
of the following improvements:

®m  Sycamore Grove Multi-Purpose Field (generally Arroyo Seco Master EIR Projects 2.3.1.6.6 and
2.3.1.6.10);

m  Westside Perimeter Trail (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.18.1.7);

®m  Restoration of Berkshire Creek (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.9.3);
m  Oak Grove Field Restroom (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.6.3);

®m  Foothill Drain Improvements (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.6.4);
® Expanded Parking Area (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.6.10); and

m Habitat Restoration (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.9.3 and the “Basin Area Component” of
the Hahamongna Basin Multi-Use Project identified in the IRWMP Implementation Grant
Proposal).

1.1 PROJECT HISTORY

On April 14, 2003, the City of Pasadena certified 2 Master Environmental Impact Report (EIR)' as
the CEQA document for the Arroyo Seco Master Plan and its four components—the Habamongna
Watershed Park Master Plan (HMP), the Central Arroyo Seco Master Plan (CAMP), the Lower Arroyo Seco
Master Plan (LAMP), and the Design Guidelines for the Arroyo Seco.

The Hahamongna Watershed Park Master Plan (HMP) is a land use plan for approximately 300 acres of
the Hahamongna Watershed Park (HWP), which in total encompasses approximately 1,300 acres of
open space that extends northward from Devil’s Gate Dam into the Arroyo Seco Canyon. The
current iteration of the HMP was adopted by the City of Pasadena in 2003 and establishes a
visionary framework for recreation, water resources, flood management, habitat restoration, and
cultural resources in this area. An amendment to the HMP was adopted by the City of Pasadena in

! Master Environmental Impact Report for the Arroyo Seco Master Plan, State Cleatinghouse Number 2000091062,
Certified April, 14, 2003.
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2010 to incorporate an additional 30-acre area known as the Hahamongna Annex into the HMP.
The HWP is managed and maintained by the City of Pasadena’s Department of Public Works, Parks
and Natural Resources Division.

The City of Pasadena is now considering implementing certain components of the HMP. All of the
subject improvements were described in the overarching Master EIR; and the Master EIR evaluated
the environmental impacts of the subject improvements at a level that was commensurate with the
level of detail known about the improvements at the time the HMP was adopted. The City is now
proposing to implement the subject improvements and has designed these improvements in greater
detail.  Accordingly, this Initial Study evaluates the potential environmental impacts of these
proposed improvements at the project level.

1.2 RELATIONSHIP OF THIS INITIAL STUDY TO THE ARROYO
SECO MASTER EIR

The proposed project consists of implementing components of the HMP, which is a component of
the Arroyo Seco Master Plan. The City of Pasadena certified the Master EIR for the entire Arroyo
Seco Master Plan in 2003. This Master EIR considered all of the improvements included in the
Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project at a master plan level of detail.

CEQA allows for the limited environmental review of subsequent projects following a Master EIR.
Accordingly, this Initial Study (IS) evaluates the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
project and compares those impacts to the impacts evaluated in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR. This
Initial Study utilizes the familiar framework identified in CEQA Guidelines § 15162 to:

1. Determine whether the proposed project may cause any additional significant effects which were
not analyzed in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) §
21157.1 and State CEQA Guidelines § 15177;

2. Determine whether the “Limitations on the Use of a Master EIR” have been exceeded pursuant
to PRC § 21157.6 and State CEQA Guidelines § 15179; and

3. Identify the mitigation measures from the Master EIR that are applicable to the project.

Section 15150 (a) of the State CEQA Guidelines states that a CEQA document “may incorporate by
reference all or portions of another document which is a matter of public record or is generally
available to the public. Where all or part of another document is incorporated by reference, the
incorporated language shall be considered to be set forth in full as part of the text of the [CEQA
document].” Due to the direct relationship between the Arroyo Seco Master Plan and the proposed
project, the Arroyo Seco Master EIR is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety (Arroyo Seco
Master Plan Final Master Environmental Impact Report, April 14, 2003, State Clearinghouse
Number 2000091062). This document is available for review upon request at the City of Pasadena,
Permit Center (Hale Building), 175 N. Garfield Avenue, Pasadena CA 91101 during normal business
hours. The Master EIR is also posted on the City of Pasadena website at:
http://www.ci.pasadena.ca.us/PublicWorks/arroyo_plans and projects (see tab Armoyo Seco Master
Environmental Impact Repor?).
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1.3 CEQA REQUIREMENTS

The City of Pasadena is given the responsibility of approving (in this case undertaking) or denying
the proposed project. Pursuant to CEQA, the City of Pasadena is the Lead Agency and, as part of its
decision making process, the Lead Agency must consider the project’s environmental consequences.

In accordance with CEQA, when a Lead Agency considers further discretionary approval on a
previously approved project (in this case, undertaking components of a previously approved Master
Plan), the Lead Agency is required to consider if the previously certified/adopted CEQA document
provides adequate basis for rendering a decision on the proposed discretionary action. In summary,
when making such a decision, the LLead Agency must consider any changes to the project or its
circumstances that have occurred and any new information that has become available since the
project’s CEQA document was adopted/ certified.

More specifically, for a subsequent project following a Master EIR, the lead agency must (1)
determine if the subsequent project may cause any additional significant effects which were not
analyzed in the Master EIR pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) § 21157.1 and State CEQA
Guidelines § 15177, and (2) determine if the “Limitations on the Use of a Master EIR” have been
exceeded pursuant to PRC § 21157.6 and State CEQA Guidelines § 15179. If the Initial Study
determines that the subsequent project will not cause any additional significant effects which were
not analyzed in the Master EIR and that none of the limitations on the use of the Master EIR have
been exceeded, no new CEQA document is required for the project. If the Initial Study does not
support the aforementioned conclusions, the City must prepare a Mitigated Negative Declaration,
Focused EIR, Subsequent EIR, or Supplemental EIR.

State CEQA Guidelines § 15177(c) provides basis for determining if a project may cause any
additional significant effects which were not analyzed in a Master EIR. This Section states,
“Whether a subsequent project is within the scope of the Master EIR is a question of fact to be
determined by the lead agency based upon a review of the initial study to determine whether there
are additional significant effects or new additional mitigation measures or alternatives required of the
subsequent project that are not already discussed in the Master EIR.” Section 15179 of the State
CEQA Guidelines identifies the limitations on the use of a Master EIR. For a Master EIR that was
certified more than five years prior to the filing of an application for a subsequent project, Part
(b)(1) of this Section requires the lead agency to consider if “substantial changes have occurred with
respect to the circumstances under which the Master EIR was certified” or if there is “new available
information which was not known and could not have been known at the time the Master EIR was
certified”.

This Initial Study utilizes the familiar framework identified in CEQA Guidelines § 15162 to
determine if the proposed project may cause any additional significant effects which were not

analyzed in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR and to determine if the limitations on the use of a Master
EIR have been exceeded. State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 states:

Initial Study City of Pasadena
Habhamongna Multi-Benefit/ Multi-Use Project Page 1-3 July 9, 2012



(a) When an EIR has been certified or negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent
EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of
substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revision of the
previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative
Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was
certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the
following:

A. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
EIR or negative declaration;

B. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown
in the previous EIR;

C. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact
be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

D. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative.

1.4 APPROACH TO EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

This Initial Study utilizes the City of Pasadena’s Environmental Checklist Form as a framework to
(1) determine if the proposed project may cause any additional significant effects which were not
analyzed in the Master EIR pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) § 21157.1 and State CEQA
Guidelines § 15177, and (2) determine if the “Limitations on the Use of a Master EIR” have been
exceeded pursuant to PRC § 21157.6 and State CEQA Guidelines § 15179.
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live oak woodland, southern willow scrub, sage scrub, streambed riparian, and southern sycamore
riparian woodland, as well as landscaped, ruderal, and developed areas.'

2.2.2 LAND USE DESIGNATIONS
ZONING

The involved portions of the Hahamongna Watershed Park arezoned “OS (Open Space)”. The
entire Hahamongna Watershed Park is zoned “OS (Open Space)”, with the exception of two parcels
that are zoned PD-16 (Jet Propulsion Laboratory Planned Development). One of these parcels is
leased to JPL for use as a 214-space surface parking lot for JPL employees that is only accessible
from within the JPL. Campus. The other PD-16-zoned parcel is located to the north of the subject
area in the Hahamongna Annex portion of the Hahamongna Watershed Park. This parcel can only
be used for uses that are permitted or conditionally permitted in the OS (Open Space) zoning
district.

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE

The entire Hahamongna Watershed Park area, including the subject area, is designated open space
by the City of Pasadena’s General Plan. “Open Space” is defined by the Pasadena General Plan as
follows: “This category is for a variety of active and passive public recreational facilities and for City-
owned open space facilities. This includes natural open spaces and areas which have been designated
as environmentally and ecologically significant. This category also applies to land which is publicly
owned, though in some instances public access may be restricted. Most importantly, this designation
only applies to lands owned by the City.”

EASEMENTS

The Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (LACDPW) holds an easement granting the
County the right to construct and maintain Devil’s Gate Dam, its spillway, bypasses, tunnels and
other support facilities as may be necessary or convenient for the construction and maintenance of a
reservoir capable of impounding the waters of the Arroyo Seco for purposes of storage and control;
and to control such waters as may be necessary in the prevention of damage by flood. The easement
applies to land below the 1075' contour as determined from the benches of the United States
Geological Survey (USGS). Included in this granted easement, the City retained the right to the top
of the dam as a public access way and utility corridor across the Arroyo Seco.

In addition, Southern California Edison (SCE) maintains an easement for their power line facilities.
The largest of these power lines follows a north-south alignment along the western boundary of the
Hahamongna Basin, including a segment that is adjacent to (east of) the existing paved parking lot.
Two other Edison power lines extend westward from this alighment, connecting to Foothill
Boulevard and Berkshire Place.

U Exhibit 2-3 Terrestrial Natural Plant Communities, Hahamongna Watershed Park Master Plan, City of Pasadena,
September 29, 2003.
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Exhibit 2.5 Photographs of the Project Area (Cont.)
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2.3 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The objectives for the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project are:

®m  Respect, and to the extent applicable to the project, implement the Guiding Principles for the
Arroyo Seco and the Goals and Objectives of the HWP Master Plan.

m  Respect, and to the extent applicable to the project, implement the goals and objectives of the
City of Pasadena’s Green Space, Recreation and Parks Element, Open Space & Conservation
Element, and Green City Action Plan.

® Implement components of the HWP Master Plan, leveraging state, local, and other funding
sources as available.

m  Satisty the commitments that the City of Pasadena has made in grant applications for
components of the project.

m  Comply with the requirements of awarded grants and committed funding entities.

m  Comply with the provisions of the Settlement Agreement between the City of Pasadena and the
Spirit of the Sage Council regarding the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Project Master EIR.

®m  Restore, enhance, and reestablish the historical native plant communities of the Arroyo Seco,
including improving habitat quality and diversity where possible, and removing non-native and
invasive plants where possible.

m  Correct the erosion and sedimentation impacts that have occurred in the Berkshire Creek
drainage and provide for a self-sustaining watercourse that manages flows and water quality with
appropriate improvements.

® Improve the quality of stormwater in Berkshire Creek by capturing urban trash before it enters
the basin.

B Restore creek/stream hydrology in Berkshire Creek.

m  Respect the functional benefits of the Hahamongna Basin and Devil’s Gate Dam and the
County of Los Angeles’ responsibility to maintain those facilities and their functional benefits.

m  Assist the City in meeting the demand for athletic fields.

m Provide a safe and suitable trail system for hiking and equestrian use that links the Flint Wash
Bridge with trails in the Oak Grove Area and that is passable year-round during most years of
normal rainfall; secondarily this trail system should afford adequate access for security,
emergency responses, and maintenance vehicles.

®  Accommodate, to the extent possible, existing recreation facilities, including but not limited to
disc golf, hiking, cycling, soccet, softball/baseball, day camp, etc., duting project construction.
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m Provide adequate parking in the project area for existing and proposed recreational activities and
facilities.

2.4 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The proposed project consists of implementing several components of the HWP Master Plan and
the “Basin Area” component of City of Pasadena’s portion of the Proposition 84 Integrated
Regional Water Management Plan IRWMP) grant. The proposed improvements are:

®m  Sycamore Grove Multi-Purpose Field (generally Arroyo Seco Master EIR Projects 2.3.1.6.6);
m  Westside Perimeter Trail (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.18.1.7);

®m  Restoration of Berkshire Creek (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.9.3);

m  Oak Grove Field Restroom (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.6.3);

m  Foothill Drain Improvements (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.6.4);

® Expanded Parking Area (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.6.10); and

m Habitat Restoration (generally Master EIR Project 2.3.1.9.3 and the “Basin Area Component” of
the Hahamongna Basin Multi-Use Project identified in the IRWMP Implementation Grant
Proposal).

These project components are detailed in the subsections below and depicted on Exhibit 2.6.

2.41 SYCAMORE GROVE MULTI-PURPOSE FIELD

The HMP Master Plan calls for two new multipurpose fields in the Oak Grove Area to
accommodate a variety of field sports, open play, group picnics, and other group and non-group
activities. The proposed project includes installing one of these fields—the field adjacent to and east
of the existing parking lot. A portion of the area is currently used for temporary overflow parking
and a portion is vegetated open space. To propetly accommodate the proposed field, several holes
of the Oak Grove Disc Golf Course would need to be reconfigured, which would involve
demolishing/reestablishing concrete tee pads and relocating disc golf baskets (i.e., holes). No
expansion or contraction of the disc golf course (i.e., no increase or decrease in the number of holes
or tee boxes) is proposed.

Ancillary park furnishings would also be installed/improved in the vicinity of the proposed athletic
field, such as picnic tables, barbecues, benches, etc.  Also in this area, the existing outdoor
amphitheatre (seating [expected to be log benches] for approximately 50 persons) that is primarily
used by day camp vendors would be improved.
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2.4.2 WESTSIDE PERIMETER TRAIL

Development of the entire Perimeter Trail would provide a complete loop of HWP for equestrians
and hikers. The segment of the Westside Perimeter Trail proposed by this project extends
northward from the Flint Wash Bridge to the Oak Grove Area. The proposed trail incorporates
existing improved trails and would be completed through the addition of a reconstructed trail in the
Berkshire Creek area, and new trail in association with the proposed Sycamore Field and the partially
reconfigured Disc Golf Course. The Perimeter Trail would also be available for security, emergency
responses, and maintenance vehicles.

The trail would be designed so that it is outside of the frequent inundation zone and can be accessed
during most storm events.

2.4.3 RESTORATION OF BERKSHIRE CREEK

The increased volume of runoff from the widening of Oak Grove Drive and Berkshire Place has
caused severe scouring of the downstream drainage course within the park, known as Berkshire
Creek. The proposed project includes reconstructing a portion of the park road and building a new
transition structure with a new enlarged, reinforced concrete pipe running under the road and then
emptying into a newly restored natural drainage system at Berkshire Creek that then empties into the
Hahamongna Basin. Habitat restoration is also proposed within and along the drainage course. In
addition, ancillary park furnishings would be installed/improved in the vicinity of Berkshire Creek,
such as picnic tables, a horse water trough, drinking fountains, barbecues, and interpretive signs.

2.44 OAK GROVE FIELD RESTROOM

The proposed project includes replacing a burned-out/removed restroom that was located at the
southwest corner of the existing Oak Grove Field. The proposed restroom facility would be located
to the east of the former restroom near the southeast corner of Oak Grove Field. A sewage lift
station would also be constructed to transport sewage west to the main sewer system on Oak Grove
Drive.

2.4.5 FOOTHILL DRAIN IMPROVEMENTS

Increased runoff from the widening of Oak Grove Drive, Foothill Boulevard west of the park
entrance, and a portion of the La Canada-Flintridge area has caused severe erosion on the slope
above the existing Oak Grove Field. To alleviate this problem, an existing twenty-four-inch concrete
drain is proposed to be extended down the slope and then turn parallel to the Oak Grove Field.
The drain pipe would be covered over and the slope restored. The new end of the proposed drain
would discharge stormwater into an improved existing swale that flows south at the base of the
slope.

2.4.6 EXPANDED PARKING AREA

The existing parking area, immediately east of the Oak Grove Field, is proposed to be expanded to
the south into an open space area used for disc golf. To properly accommodate the proposed
parking expansion of approximately 110 spaces, a portion of the Oak Grove Disc Golf Course
would need to be reconfigured, which would involve demolishing/reestablishing concrete tee pads
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and relocating disc golf baskets (i.e., holes). No expansion or contraction of the disc golf course is
proposed. The proposed parking area would replace the dirt overflow lot that is being converted to
Sycamore Grove Field.

2.4.7 HABITAT RESTORATION

The proposed project includes restoration of habitat in the vicinity of the proposed Sycamore Grove
Field, along the Westside Perimeter Trail, along Berkshire Creek, within the Berkshire Creek project
area, and in the habitat zone between the Westside Perimeter Trail project area and the edge of the
basin. The proposed restored habitat would transition from woodland/upland habitat to riparian
habitat following the topography of the area. In general, the following habitat restoration efforts are
proposed:

B Sycamore woodland in the vicinity of the proposed Sycamore Grove Field;
®  Oak woodland on the upland side of the Westside Perimeter Trail;

®m  Southern willow scrub and mulefat habitats in the habitat zone between the proposed Westside
Perimeter Trail and the western edge of the basin; and

® Removal of non-native and invasive species from all natural areas.

Specific habitat types and locations will be identified through the development of a habitat
restoration plan that will build upon the habitat restoration recommendation proposed in the HWP
Master Plan for all of these sub-areas of the project.
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Exhibit 2.6 Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project within the HWP Master Plan
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2.5

INTENDED USES OF THE CEQA DOCUMENT

The City of Pasadena, the lead agency, is expected to use the project’s CEQA document when
considering the following discretionary approvals:

City of Pasadena: Approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP);
City of Pasadena: Approval of project plans;
City of Pasadena: Award of contract for project construction; and

City of Pasadena: Tree removal authorization.

In addition to the lead agency, the following agencies may utilize the project’s CEQA document in
their decision making:

m California Department of Water Resources (DWR): Grant-related approvals;

m California Department of Parks and Recreation: Grant-related approvals;

®  Los Angeles County Regional Park and Open Space District: Grant-related approvals;

m California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG): CDFG Code-related approvals (e.g.,
Lake/Streambed Alteration Agreement);

m Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): Clean Water Act-related
approvals (e.g., Section 401 Clean Water Certification);

m US. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE): Clean Water Act-related approvals (e.g., Section 404
Permit); and

m Los Angeles County Flood Control District and County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works: Devil’s Gate Dam and Basin-related review.
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

This section of the Initial Study uses the City’s Environmental Checklist Form and the framework
identified in CEQA Guidelines § 15162 to:

1. Determine whether the proposed project may cause any additional significant effects which were
not analyzed in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) §
21157.1 and State CEQA Guidelines § 15177;

2. Determine whether the “Limitations on the Use of a Master EIR” have been exceeded pursuant
to PRC § 21157.6 and State CEQA Guidelines § 15179; and

3. Identify the mitigation measures from the Master EIR that are applicable to the HMP
Addendum.

In conducting this analysis, the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project are
classified into one of the following categories:

W Potential for New Significant Environmental Effect Cansed by a Change in the Project or Circumstances: This
category consists of potentially significant environmental impacts that would result from the
proposed action that were not identified in the existing Master EIR. Impacts in this category
would require subsequent or supplemental CEQA documentation. (See CEQA Guidelines §§
15162(2)(1) and 15162(a)(2).)

W Potential for a Substantial Increase in the Severity of a Previously ldentified Significant Elffect Caused by a
Change in the Project or Circumstances: 'This category consists of significant environmental impacts
identified in the existing Master EIR that potentially could be substantially worsened as a result
of the proposed action. Impacts in this category would require subsequent or supplemental

CEQA documentation. (See CEQA Guidelines §§ 15162(a)(1) and 15162(a)(2).)

W Potential for New or Substantially More Severe Significant Impacts Shown by New Information: This
category consists of new potentially significant environmental impacts (i.e., significant impacts
not identified in the existing Master EIR) or substantially more severe potentially significant
environmental impacts caused by new information that has arisen since the Master EIR was
certified.  Impacts in this category would require subsequent or supplemental CEQA
documentation. (See CEQA Guidelines § 15162(2)(3).)

m  Ability to Substantially Reduce a Significant Effect Shown by New Information but Declined by Proponent:
This category consists of significant environmental impacts identified in the Master EIR that
were considered unavoidable at the time the EIR was certified that are now avoidable through
mitigation measures or project alternatives; but the project proponent declines to adopt such
measures or alternatives. Impacts in this category would require subsequent or supplemental

CEQA documentation. (See CEQA Guidelines § 15162(2)(3).)

m  No Additional Significant Impact/1ess than Significant with Application of Mitigation from Existing MEIR:
This category consists of potentially significant environmental impacts that would result from
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the proposed action that are similar to those identified in the existing Master EIR and can either
be reduced to a less than significant level by applying a mitigation measure(s) included in the
Master EIR or would cause no additional significant impacts beyond those considered in the
Master EIR after a mitigation measure(s) included in the Master EIR is applied. Impacts in this
category do not meet the conditions desctibed in Public Resources Code § 21166 and/or CEQA
Guidelines § 15162 and, as such, would not require subsequent or supplemental CEQA
documentation.

m  Less than Significant Impact/ No Additional Impact. This category consists of environmental impacts
that would result from the proposed action that the Lead Agency determines are not significant
and/or environmental impacts that would result from the proposed action that are the same as
or less severe than those identified in the existing Master EIR. Impacts in this category do not
meet the conditions described in Public Resources Code § 21166 and/or CEQA Guidelines §
15162 and, as such, would not require subsequent or supplemental CEQA documentation.

B No Impact: This category consists of environmental topics that would not be affected by the
proposed action. Impacts in this category do not meet the conditions described in Public
Resources Code § 21166 and/or CEQA Guidelines § 15162 and, as such, would not require
subsequent or supplemental CEQA documentation.

This section of the Initial Study answers each question of the City’s Environmental Checklist Form
and concludes which of the above categories the resulting impacts fall within, as indicated by a
checkbox that corresponds to the following table:

Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a o
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances
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Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a Ability to
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . il No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances
3.1 AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

L] L] X L] [l [] []

The Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project could potentially have a substantial adverse
effect on a scenic vista, because the proposed construction and habitat restoration would change
current views of and beyond the project site to an extent not anticipated by the Arroyo Seco Master
Plan Master EIR.

The Master Plan area contains no designated scenic vistas, and the project site is visually separated
from the Foothill Freeway (I-210) corridor (a recommended Scenic Highway) by Oak Grove Drive,
the Devil’s Gate Dam, freeway embankment planting and existing oak and sycamore tree canopy.
Additionally, the Master EIR determined that the HWP element of the Master Plan would not cause
significant effects on scenic vistas (Master EIR, p. 3.1-5 — 3.1-0).

Generally, a “vista” is considered to be an expansive view, typically encompassing distances of many
miles. In the environs of Hahamongna Watershed Park, at the northern portion of the Arroyo Seco
Master Plan (ASMP) area, expansive views include such features as the JPL facility and the San
Gabriel Mountains north of the park, as well as portions of the Arroyo Seco, the Verdugo
Mountains and the western San Gabriel Valley to the south. Views of the project site itself are
currently screened by existing tree canopy.

Although the project would not introduce large, view-obscuring structures into the landscape, it
would construct a new multi-purpose field in an open area adjacent to an existing playfield and
parking lot, a perimeter trail raised above inundation areas, a new restroom, Foothill Drain
improvements, an expanded parking area (not a structure), restore the Berkshire Creek riparian zone,
and restore habitat throughout the project area. None of these components are structures that
would exceed the height of surrounding trees, nor would most mature native trees on-site need to be
removed to provide space for project construction. However, many non-native trees (eucalyptus,
ash, etc.) as well as some native trees would be removed as part of trail construction and habitat
restoration work. Tree removal would likely create long-term visual breaks in the tree canopy while
new native trees and shrubs grow to maturity. As such, some elements of the proposed project, such
as the new restroom building, the expanded parking lot, graded slopes associated with the raised
trailbed and the multi-purpose field could be visible from public viewpoints and be considered
visually unattractive for a temporary but extended period of time until new vegetation matures.

Accordingly, because the effects of the proposed project on the area’s scenic vistas were not
completely evaluated by the Master EIR, further analysis of this issue area is needed in the project’s
Supplemental EIR.
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Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a o
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic

buildings within a state scenic highway?

[ [ X [ [l [l []

The Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project is not anticipated to generate additional
significant impacts to scenic resources within a state scenic highway corridor because it is not within
a formally designated state scenic highway corridor. There are no historic buildings or structures in
the project area whose aesthetic significance would be directly affected (the Devil’s Gate Dam is
considered to be historically significant, but is outside the project area). Scenic resources on the
project site primarily comprise oak and sycamore groves, chaparral vegetation and the woodland and
scrub vegetation in the Arroyo north of the Dam.

As discussed in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR, site construction could damage these scenic resources
particularly during project construction. Master EIR Measures Aesthetic-1 and 2 from the Master
EIR require strict control of staging areas, cleanliness and screening of construction areas, and
Master EIR Measures Aesthetic-3, 4, 6 and 7 limit exterior light and glare effects, and require
adherence to the Arroyo Seco Design Guidelines (ASDG, adopted 2003), (Arroyo Seco Master EIR,
p. 3.1-11 — 3.1-13). The ASDG calls for specific building and landscape design, intended to
minimize visual resource impacts. With these mitigation measures and guidelines in place, any short-
term construction impacts to scenic resources would be less than significant.

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not damage scenic resources
visible from a California-designated scenic highway. The only designated state scenic highway in the
City of Pasadena is the Angeles Crest Highway (State Highway 2), located north of Arroyo Seco
Canyon in the extreme northwest portion of the City, approximately 1.6 miles from the site. The
project site may be within the Angeles Crest Highway viewshed; however, this view is already
affected by the industrial JPL buildings and La Cafiada High School. The proposed project would
not add substantial new buildings or change the landscape at the scale of those facilities; rather, the
project includes site rehabilitation, facilities and habitat restoration largely conforming to the Arroyo
Seco Master Plan. Consequently, the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would result in
no additional impacts to views from a designated state scenic highway.

However, the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project could result in adverse changes to
scenic resources visible from the Foothill Freeway, which is identified as “Eligible” in the State
Scenic Highway Program. The Foothill Freeway was also identified in the 1987 Environmental
Quality Element of the City’s General Plan as a Los Angeles County Recommended Scenic
Highway. Although the Arroyo Seco Master EIR determined that build-out of the HWP element of
the Master Plan would have no long-term effects on the views along this corridor (Master EIR, p.
3.1-6), project implementation could degrade the existing visual character and quality of the site for a
temporary but extended time period after construction, because the project would require removing
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Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a o
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances

mature non-native trees for habitat restoration, and some native habitat to accommodate the
proposed improvements, as well as grading and fill for the Sycamore Grove Multi-Purpose Field and
West Side Perimeter Trail. Such construction would alter the visual appearance of the tree canopy
and would create fill slopes for the trail and multi-purpose field. Project design details for these
elements may reveal visual impacts greater than those anticipated by the Arroyo Seco Master Plan
Master EIR.

The proposed new structures or changes in the landscape that would be substantially visible from
the freeway (much of the site area intended for construction, such as the Sycamore Grove Multi-
Purpose Field, lies approximately 2,000 feet (2,000°) from the Foothill Freeway right-of-way) would
be required to conform to the ASDG. Still, because the proposed project could result in significant
long-term changes to the site’s existing visual character that could change the Master EIR’s
determinations for the Hahamongna Watershed Park, and could require additional mitigation
measures to those adopted in the Master EIR, further analysis of this issue area is needed in the
project’s Supplemental EIR.

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

[] [] X [] [l [] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project could degrade the existing visual
character and quality of the site for a temporary but extended time period after construction,
because the project would require removing mature non-native trees for habitat restoration, and
some native vegetation to accommodate the proposed improvements, as well as grading and fill for
the playfield and West Side Perimeter Trail. Project design details may reveal visual impacts greater
than those anticipated by the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR.

Additionally, construction activities would degrade the site’s visual character and quality in the short
term. Parts of the project, notably the Berkshire Creek restoration and the Foothill Drain
improvements, would ultimately improve the project area’s aesthetics, but during construction,
equipment staging, construction debris piles, new material stockpiling, excess construction material
litter, etc, could be perceived as significant visual impacts. However, as mentioned in 3.1(b) above,
all construction would be required to conform to the Master EIR Mitigation Measures 1 and 2,
which would reduce such short-term visual quality impacts to less than significant levels.

Because the proposed project could result in significant long-term changes to the site’s existing
visual character that could change the Master EIR’s determinations for the Hahamongna Watershed
Park, and could require additional mitigation measures to those adopted in the Master EIR, further
analysis of this issue area is needed in the project’s Supplemental EIR.
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Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a "
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Ability o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which wounld adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

[] [] [] [] X L] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not create a new, substantial
light or glare source, because all new lighting would be required to conform to the ASDG as well as
to specific Arroyo Seco Master EIR mitigation measures (Aesthetic 3 and 4), which would reduce
light and glare impacts to less than significant levels.

The park is closed from sunrise to sunset and thus minimal, if any, lighting would be installed. No
lighting is currently planned or funded and no lighting is proposed for the athletic field.
Nonetheless, to ensure the worst-case scenario is evaluated, this document considers low-level
security, walkway, restroom, and parking lot lighting in the event that such lighting is needed to
comply with City standards and/or to accommodate future uses in other portions of the
Hahamongna Watershed Park (e.g., overflow parking from the future Arroyo Seco Environmental
Education Center). Should such lighting become necessary, Master EIR mitigation measures
Aesthetic 3 and 4 would apply, which require the Pasadena Department of Public Works to
minimize night lighting, to use light fixtures designed to reduce light spillage and glare, and to
protect public views and wildlife habitats.

Accordingly, because the proposed project plans no significant changes to the site’s anticipated
lighting requirements that would change the Master EIR’s determination, and because Master EIR
Mitigation Measures 3 and 4 would be applied throughout project implementation, the project
would result in a less than significant impact with respect to creating new sources of light or glare
that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. No further analysis of this issue area
is needed in the project’s Supplemental EIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

X

Measure Aesthetic — 1: The City of Pasadena shall require construction contractors to strictly
control the staging of construction equipment and the cleanliness of construction equipment
stored or driven beyond the limits of the construction work area as a means of minimizing
temporal degradation of the visual character of surrounding areas and the associated impact
to aesthetics. Prior to completion of final plans and specifications, the City of Pasadena shall
review the plans and specifications to ensure that all construction vehicles and equipment
shall be parked in designated staging areas when not in use. Vehicles shall be kept clean and
free of mud and dust before leaving the project site (see Measure Air-5). Completion of this
measure shall be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena Department of Public

Works.
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Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a o
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances

= Measure Aesthetic — 2: The City of Pasadena shall require construction contractors to
provide temporary screening from the present public view site, around construction work
areas, for all improvements that grading and temporary closures for trails during
construction and enhancement, as a means of minimizing the temporal effects to the visual
character of the surrounding area and the associated impacts to aesthetics.

X Measure Aesthetic — 3: The City of Pasadena shall specify the lighting type and placement
within the Arroyo Seco to ensure that the effects of security lighting are limited to
designated recreational use areas and appurtenant facilities as a means of minimizing night
lighting and the associated impacts to aesthetics. Prior to completion of final plans and
specifications, the City of Pasadena shall review the plans and specifications to ensure that all
light fixtures will use glare-control visors, arc tube suppression caps, and will use a
photometric design that maintains 70 percent of the light intensity in the lower half of the
light beam. Completion of this measure shall be monitored and enforced by the City of
Pasadena Department of Public Works.

X Measure Aesthetic — 4: The City of Pasadena shall specify the placement and angle of
lighting fixtures within the Arroyo Seco to ensure the protection of night views from public
vantage points and areas designated for use as native habitats. Specifically, the City shall
require that light be designed to conform essentially to the existing condition, as a means of
minimizing increases in night lighting and the associated impacts to aesthetics. Prior to
completion of final plans and specifications, the city of Pasadena shall review the plans and
specifications to ensure that appropriate light fixture aiming angles are maintained, light
standards shall not be more than 70 feet in height. Completion of this measure shall be
monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena Department of Public Works.

X Measure Aesthetic — 6: The City of Pasadena shall require that all new structures in the
Upper Arroyo Seco and the Lower Arroyo Seco to be finished in unobtrusive colors, as a
means of minimizing potential effects to the visual characteristics of the site and surrounding
area in the Upper Arroyo Seco and Lower Arroyo Seco, and the associated impacts to
aesthetics. Prior to completion of final plans and specifications, the City of Pasadena shall
review the plans and specifications to ensure that new structures are painted with earth tone
colors to ensure that the buildings blend in with their surroundings to the extent possible.
Completion of this measure shall be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena
Planning and Permitting Department.

X Measure Aesthetic — 7:  The City of Pasadena shall require that all structured [si
improvements recommended as components to the Arroyo Seco Master Plan conform to
the Design Guideline [si] established pursuant to the plan, as a means of minimizing
potential effects to the visual characteristics of the site and surrounding areas and the
associated impacts to aesthetics. Prior to completion of final plans and specifications for all
structural improvements, the City shall submit the plans and specifications to the Design
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Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a "
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances

Commission for a determination as to their conformance with adopted Design Guidelines.
Completion of this measure shall be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena
Planning and Permitting Department.

3.2 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural

resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture
and farmland. Would the project:

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

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

The Initial Study prepared for the Arroyo Seco Master EIR found all potential impacts to
agricultural resources to be not significant and were therefore not analyzed in the Master EIR. The
zoning for the project site does not contain any farmland designations, nor does the site contain any
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. Likewise, none of the
surrounding uses are zoned or engaged in agricultural activities. Therefore, the proposed project
would have no impact on farmland soils or active farmland.

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

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

There are no Williamson Act contracts within the City of Pasadena and the City does not designate
any zones for agricultural use. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact related to
conflicts with agricultural zoning or Williamson Act contracts.

‘. Conflict with existing oning for, or cause rexoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 12220 (g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resonrces Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104 (g))?

[] [] [] [] [l L] X

There is no timberland or Timberland Production zone in the City of Pasadena; therefore the
proposed project would not result in the loss of forest land, timberland or Timberland Production
areas.
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Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a o
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances
d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use?

There is no productive forest land, i.e., forests managed for timber harvesting, in the City of
Pasadena. As a result, the proposed project would not result in a net loss of forest land with respect
to agricultural resources. Although the proposed project includes tree removal, both for habitat
restoration (removal of non-natives) and to accommodate the proposed improvements, no part of
the proposed project would affect forest-timber production. Accordingly, the proposed project
would not cause any significant adverse impacts related to the conversion or loss of agricultural
forest land, and no further discussion of this issue area is required in the project SEIR.

The project would introduce new native trees with the proposed habitat restoration efforts, which
are expected to include sycamores, oaks, and willows. Habitat-related impacts will be addressed in
the Biological Resources section of the project’s SEIR.

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?

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

No farming occurs on the project site. The zoning for the project site does not contain any
farmland designations and the site does not contain any Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance. Likewise, none of the surrounding uses are zoned or engaged in
agricultural activities. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the conversion of
farmland into non-agricultural use and would have no impact on farmland.

3.3 AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable

air quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:

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

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

The City of Pasadena is within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which is bounded by the San
Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San Jacinto Mountains to the north and east, and the Pacific Ocean to
the south and west. The air quality in the SCAB is managed by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD).
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The SCAB has a history of recorded air quality violations and is an area where both state and federal
ambient air quality standards are exceeded. Because of the violations of the California Ambient Air
Quality Standards (CAAQS), the California Clean Air Act requires triennial preparation of an Air
Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The AQMP analyzes air quality on a regional level and
identifies region-wide attenuation methods to achieve the air quality standards. These control
measures result in regulations and policy initiatives affecting stationary sources, area sources, and (to
the extent that AQMD’s jurisdiction will allow) mobile sources of air emissions. The most recently
adopted plan is the 2007 AQMP, adopted on June 1, 2007. This plan is the South Coast Air Basin’s
portion of the State Implementation Plan (SIP).

Since the AQMP is a regional plan, it does not specify any policies or programs for individual land
development projects. Likewise, the AQMP does not specify any policies or programs for
recreational improvements or habitat restoration projects. Consequently, conformity with the
AQMP of land development/modification projects is measured by the project’s consistency with
adopted land use plans, growth forecasts, and programs relative to population, housing,
employment, and land use.

The proposed project would not result in measurable population or employment growth. No
housing is proposed and the limited amount of employment opportunities generated by the project
would be accommodated by the existing regional workforce. Thus, the project is consistent with
regional growth forecasts and housing, population, and employment programs.  Likewise the
project is consistent with land use plans and would not affect air quality management planning.
Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMP
and would have no related impacts.

b. Viiolate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation? AND/OR

[] X [] [] [l [] []

‘. 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 excceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

L] X L] [] [l [] []

Due to its geographical location and the prevailing offshore daytime winds, Pasadena receives smog
from downtown Los Angeles and other areas in the Los Angeles basin. The prevailing winds, from
the southwest, carry smog from wide areas of Los Angeles and adjacent cities, to the San Fernando
Valley and to Pasadena in the San Gabriel Valley where it is trapped against the foothills. For these
reasons the potential for adverse air quality in Pasadena is high.
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The City of Pasadena is within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which is a designated non-
attainment area (i.e., is known to experience violations of California and Federal Ambient Air
Quality Standards) for ozone, particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM,), and
particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM,;). The air emissions generated by the
proposed project would include ozone precursors (oxides of nitrogen [NOx]| and reactive organic
gasses [ROG]), PM,, and PM, ;, and carbon monoxide (CO), which is a criteria pollutant monitored
by the SCAQMD.

Implementation of the proposed project would generate air pollutants from both construction and
operation activities. Construction of the proposed improvements would include grading to create a
raised trail alignment and athletic field pad and to accommodate other proposed improvements;
potential soil hauling; building and installation of drainage improvements; construction of a
restroom building; construction of a parking lot; and other ancillary activities. These construction
activities would generate air pollutants from equipment exhaust and from earth movement.
Operation of the proposed park uses would generate air pollutants from park patron vehicles
accessing the site and from maintenance activities.

Given the poor ambient air quality conditions of the SCAB and the project’s potential to generate air
pollutants, the project’s potential contribution to existing air quality violations and contribution of
criteria pollutants for which the SCAB is in non-attainment are potentially significant impacts of the
project that will be analyzed in the project’s Supplemental EIR (SEIR). More specifically, the
project’s SEIR will estimate the amount of air pollutant emissions that would be generated by the
project and will compare those estimates to the thresholds of significance established by the
SCAQMD' and to the emission levels identified in the Maser EIR.

Of note, the Arroyo Seco Master EIR identified significant construction-phase air pollutant
emissions that could not be mitigated to a less than significant level. More specifically, during the
worst-case day of construction in the entire Arroyo Seco Master Plan area, NOx and PM,, emissions
were estimated to exceed the SCAQMD regional thresholds of significance after mitigation®. As a
result, the City adopted a Statement of Overriding Conditions and deemed short-term construction-
related impacts “acceptable” (State CEQA Guidelines § 15093(a)).

d. Excpose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

[] X [] [] [l [] []

Sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project site include students at La Cafiada High School and
at the Hillside School and Learning Center and active recreation participants in the Hahamongna

! As established in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook.

2 See Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR, Table 3.2.5-1, which identifies that, after mitigation, worst-day construction
emissions of NOx (107 lbs/day) exceed the SCAQMD threshold of 100 lbs/day; and after mitigation, wotst-day
construction emissions of PMjg (317 lbs/day) exceed the SCAQMD threshold of 150 Ibs/day.
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Watershed Park. Given the type of construction activities anticipated to occur onsite and the
potential amount of air pollutant emissions generated by diesel truck/equipment use, the project’s
impact on sensitive receptors is considered potentially significant. This topic will be analyzed in the
project’s SEIR.

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

[] [] [] [] ] X []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not establish any new odor-
generating activities in the partk. During construction, the diesel equipment/trucks that would
operate at the site could generate some detectable odors. However, such odors are typically mild,
dissipate rapidly, and are not expected to affect a substantial number of people. Therefore, the
project’s odor impacts are considered less than significant and further analysis of odors in the
project’s SEIR is not necessary.

3.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. 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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

X [] [] [] [l [] []

The subject portion of the Hahamongna Watershed Park straddles the interface between
disturbed/developed land and the largely natural areas of the Hahamongna Basin. Disturbed land in
the project vicinity includes the Oak Grove Field, the Oak Grove parking lot, access/service roads,
overflow parking areas, trails, maintenance facilities, and picnic areas; while natural areas include
woodland, riparian, and upland shrub habitats. Per the HWP Master Plan, terrestrial plant
communities in the project area include coast live oak woodland, southern willow scrub, sage scrub,
streambed riparian, and southern sycamore riparian woodland, as well as landscaped, ruderal, and
developed areas.’

The proposed project has the potential to temporarily disturb the habitat onsite during construction.
Proposed construction activities that have the potential to disturb habitat include grading to elevate
and realign portions of the Westside Perimeter Trail, grading to establish a pad for the Sycamore
Grove Field, and grading to restore the hydraulic function of Berkshire Creek.

3 Exhibit 2-3 Terrestrial Natural Plant Communities, Hahamongna Watershed Park Master Plan, City of Pasadena,
September 29, 2003.
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The Arroyo Seco Master EIR evaluated biological resources for the Hahamongna Watershed Park
environs and determined that no substantial adverse effects would occur to federal or state-listed
rare, threatened or endangered plant or animal species, because none were observed in the project
study area (Arroyo Seco Master EIR, pp. 3.3-6 — 3.3-37). However, the environmental conditions
have changed since the biological resource investigations were conducted for the Master EIR,
including approximately 10 years of potential vegetation growth and fluctuations in drainage
conditions and sediment loads as a result of the dynamic nature of the Hahamongna Basin.

Given both the project’s potential to temporarily disturb woodland, riparian, and upland shrub
habitats and the change in environmental conditions that has occurred since the Master EIR was
certified, the project’s potential to adversely affect candidate, sensitive, or special status species will
be evaluated in the project’s SEIR.

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

[] X [] [] [l [] []

The proposed project is intended to improve habitat, including riparian habitat, in the project area
through restoration and revegetation activities. However, as noted above in part 3.4(a), construction
of the proposed project has the potential to temporarily disturb woodland, riparian, and upland
shrub habitats.

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR determined that implementation of the HWP Master Plan has the
potential to result in significant impacts to southern willow scrub and mule fat scrub habitats. To
account for this potentially significant impact the Master EIR included Mitigation Measure
Biological-3, which minimally requites replacement of impacted wetland/riparian areas on an actre
per acre basis.

Given the project’s potential to temporarily disturb woodland, riparian, and upland shrub habitats,
the project’s SEIR will evaluate the project’s impact on riparian habitat and other sensitive natural
communities.

‘. Have a substantial adverse effect of 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?

[] X [] [] [l [] []

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR indicated that significant adverse impacts on waters of the U.S,,
including wetlands, could result from HWP construction and operation, including filling, dredging,
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bridge construction, and/or stream channel modification (Arroyo Seco Master EIR, p. 3.3-37). To
account for this potentially significant impact the Master EIR includes Mitigation Measure
Biological-3, which minimally requites replacement of impacted wetland/riparian areas on an acre
per acre basis.

Given that the proposed project involves restoration of Berkshire Creek and grading activities in
proximity to the Hahamongna Basin, there is a potential for the project to affect wetlands and
waters of the U.S. that are protected by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Likewise, the project
has the potential to impact waters of the State of California protected by the California Department
of Fish and Game (CDFG) Code. Since the Master EIR evaluated impacts on wetlands on the
program level, the project’s SEIR will evaluate the project’s specific impacts on wetlands, waters of
the U.S. and waters of the State.

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?

[] [] [] [] [l L] X

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR indicated that no significant interference with fish or wildlife species
movement or nursery sites would occur as a result of the HWP element of the Arroyo Seco Master
Plan, largely because the project proposes low-intensity uses and significant habitat restoration. The
proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project is consistent with these proposed uses and
would not place any physical barriers that could restrict or impede wildlife movement. Therefore,
the proposed project would not 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?

X [] [] [] [l [] []

The only local policy or ordinance protecting biological resources in the City of Pasadena is
Ordinance No. 6896 “City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance” (Municipal Code § 8.52 et seq).
Pursuant to PMC § 8.52.020, all trees on the site are on City-owned land and are, thus, considered
“Public Trees” and subject to the provisions of this ordinance. The Arroyo Seco Master EIR did
not address this Ordinance, since it was not adopted at the time the Master EIR analysis was
undertaken.

The proposed project would result in the displacement of Public Trees from multiple activities,
including the removal of non-native trees as part of habitat restoration efforts and vegetation
removal to accommodate the proposed improvements. Given the project’s potential impact on
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regulated trees, the project’s SEIR will evaluate the project’s compliance with the City of Pasadena’s
City Trees and Tree Protection Ordinance.

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

[] [] [] [] [l []

X

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR indicated that no impacts related to adopted conservation plans,
natural community conservation plans, or other approved habitat conservation plans would occur,
because there are no such defined plan areas within the City. Thus, no conflicts are expected, and
no additional impact on the environment would occur.

3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.57¢

[] [] [] [] [l []

X

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR evaluated cultural resources for the Hahamongna Watershed Park
environs, including conducting an archaeological records search and site reconnaissance (Arroyo
Seco Master EIR, p. 3.4-1), and described in detail the federal, state and local regulatory framework
for evaluating and protecting cultural resources. Specifically, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5
explains that resources listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources
Commission for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) shall be
considered historic. Resources listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) are
automatically listed on the CRHR and are, therefore, considered historic for the purposes of CEQA.
Likewise, resources included in a local register of historical resources, or identified as significant in a
formal historical resource survey, shall be presumed to be historically or culturally significant.
CEQA further grants a local agency latitude in assigning historic status to un-designated resources.
However, as noted in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR (p. 3.4-4), in general, a property that is less than
50 years old is usually not considered eligible for the NRHP unless it is of exceptional importance.
The CRHR generally follows the 50-year normal minimum age for eligibility of historical resources.

The Master EIR identified two listed resources in the HWP area on the JPL property, and noted that
the Devil’s Gate Dam and Reservoir are recognized as local historic resources, determined to be
eligible for state listing.

None of the designated or identified historical resources would be directly affected by the proposed
Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project. The proposed project footprint would be limited to
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the Oak Grove recreation area, the Berkshire Creek area, the Westside Perimeter Trail north of the
Flint Wash Bridge; and habitat restoration immediately east of the Oak Grove recreation area and
Westside Perimeter Trail. Furthermore, the proposed improvements would be consistent with the
setting of the Devil’s Gate Dam area as they consist of recreational improvements, drainage
improvements, and habitat restoration in an active and passive use park setting. Therefore, the
proposed project will have no additional impact on historical resources beyond those considered in
the Arroyo Seco Master EIR.

b. Cause a substantial adyerse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to Section
15064.5¢2

[] [] X [] [l [] []

The archeological report prepared for the Arroyo Seco Master EIR indicated that hillsides and
native soils in the HWP area have a “high sensitivity” for archaeological resources, notably remnants
of the Native American population known as the Gabrielifio, or Tongva (Arroyo Seco Master EIR,
p. 3.4-17). Gabrielifio village sites have been associated with the La Cafada-Flintridge, Pasadena,
San Marino, and Altadena areas, although little evidence of these villages has been documented. The
Master EIR concludes that subsurface grading into native soils in the Hahamongna area has the
potential to significantly impact cultural resources and includes Mitigation Measures Cultural-2
through Cultural-5 to reduce such impacts to a less than significant level. Given that the proposed
projects involve a notable amount of grading, albeit mostly fill, and that more specific details about
the proposed improvements are now known, the project’s SEIR will evaluate the project’s impacts
on archaeological resources.

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

[] [] [] [] X [] []

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR incorporated a 1993 city-wide review of paleontological resources,
which indicated that such resources were likely to be discovered during construction of the HWP,
because certain elements (foundations for buildings, etc.) would require excavating within underlying
bedrock (Arroyo Seco Master EIR, p. 3.4-20). None of the construction involved in the proposed
Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project is anticipated to require such excavation. Rather,
grading for the proposed project is expected to occur entirely within alluvial sediment layers.
However, the proposed project does include replacing the Oak Grove Restroom and the Master
EIR suggests that excavations for public restrooms in the Hahamongna Watershed Park have the
potential to disturb undetlying bedrock and/or parent material. The Master EIR includes Mitigation
Measure Cultural-1 to ensure such excavation would not significantly impact paleontological
resources. With the required implementation of this mitigation measure, the proposed project
would not result in a significant impact related to the destruction of a unique paleontological
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resource or unique geologic feature. No further analysis of this issue area is needed in the project’s
Supplemental EIR.

X Measure Cultural-1: The City of Pasadena shall minimize impacts to paleontological
resources by requiring monitoring of excavations in parent material and bedrock and data
recovery of any encountered resources. The potential to disturb underlying bedrock and
parent material is anticipated for a limited number of improvements in HWP and CAMP
elements of the Arroyo Seco Master Plan:

Hahamongna Watershed Park
* Flint Wash bridge and north bridge
® 4 public restrooms
Lower Arroyo Seco
= 2 public restrooms
= Camel’s hump slope stabilization

The Vertebrate Paleontology Section of the County of Los Angeles Natural History Museum
recommends that a qualified paleontologist should properly monitor any significant
subsurface excavation that has the potential to affect underlying parent material on bedrock,
in the project area so that the remains may be recovered quickly. Where the qualified
vertebrate paleontologist identifies the potential for the grading plan to result in impacts on
sediments with high potential to contain significant non-renewable paleontological
resources, a program for recovery of the resources shall be designed and implemented:

® Monitoring of excavation in areas likely to contain paleontological resources by a
qualified vertebrate paleontological monitor. The monitor should be equipped to
salvage fossils, as they are unearthed to avoid construction delays and to remove
samples of sediments that are likely to contain the remains of small fossil vertebrates.

® Preparation of recovered specimens to a point of identification, including washing of
sediments to recover small fossil vertebrates.

* Identification and curation of specimens into a museum repository with retrievable
storage.

® Preparation of a report of findings with an appended, itemized inventory of the
specimens. The report and inventory, when submitted to the appropriate local
agency, signifies the completion of the program to mitigate impacts to
paleontological resources.

Completion of this measure shall be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena
Department of Public Works.
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d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred ontside of formal ceremonies?

As described in part (b) above, the HWP area may have been used in the past by the Gabrielifio
Native American population. Although the project is not known to have been used as a burial site,
there remains a potential for project grading and construction to reveal human remains. If such
remains are encountered during project construction, California Health and Safety Code § 7050.5
requires construction to stop until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to the
origin and disposition of the remains, complying in turn with Public Resources Code § 5097.98.
Compliance with these regulations would ensure the proposed project would not result in significant
impacts due to disturbing human remains. Moreover, the Master EIR Mitigation Measure Cultural-
5 would also apply to the project, which requires a pre-construction briefing for all heavy equipment
operators who would be grading in the Arroyo Seco. With the required implementation of this
mitigation measure, the proposed project would not result in a significant impact related to the
disturbance of human remains. No further analysis of this issue area is needed in the project’s
Supplemental EIR.

X Measure Cultural-5: The City of Pasadena shall minimize the potential for unauthorized
disturbance of human remains by conducting a pre-construction briefing with all heavy
equipment operators who would potentially be grading in the Arroyo Seco. Grading in
native soils is anticipated for specified components for the HWP and CAMP elements of the
Arroyo Seco Master Plan:

Hahamongna Watershed Park

= 16 surface parking areas

® 4 public restrooms

* Johnson Field expansion
Lower Arroyo Seco

* 2 surface parking areas

* 2 public restrooms

* New trail segments

During grading activities in native soils, the project specifications shall require that a pre-
construction briefing be undertaken to notify the construction foreman and all personnel
involved in grading activities of the requirement to notify the coroner of the country within
24 hours of the discovery of the remains. Upon discovery of human remains, there shall be
no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby or reasonably nearby area
reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until:
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The coroner of the county in which the remains are discovered has been informed
and has determined that no investigation of the cause of death is required, and

If the remains are of Native American origin, the descendants from the deceased
Native Americans have made a recommendation to the landowner or the person
responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or disposing of, with
appropriate dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods as provided

in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.

Completion of this measure shall be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena
Department of Public Works.

3.6

ENERGY. Would the proposal:

a. Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans? AND/OR

[l

[l

[l

[l

[l

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

[l

[l

[l

[l

[l

[l

X

The Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR did not address the issue of energy in its analysis.
Regardless, the only energy consumption that would result from the proposed project would be
electrical use at the proposed restroom and for limited security lighting (the park is closed after
sundown). The proposed project would not conflict with an adopted energy conservation plan and
would not use non-renewable resources in a wasteful or inefficient manner. As a result, no impacts

are expected.

3.7

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a. Excpose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:

Rupture of a known earthquake fanlt, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquatke

Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence
of a known _fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

[

[

[

[l

[l

X
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As shown on Plate P-1 of the Safety Element of the City’s General Plan®, and as discussed in the
Arroyo Seco Master EIR, the project site is not within any potential fault rupture zones. The closest
fault zone identified in the Safety Element is an active strand of the Tujunga Fault, which lies
approximately “2-mile north of the site. The closest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone is the
Raymond Hill Fault Zone, which is located more than six miles south of the project site. Therefore,
the proposed project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects
caused by the rupture of a known fault and the project would cause no related impacts.

4. Strong seismic ground shafking?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

Since the City of Pasadena is within a larger area traversed by active fault systems, including the San
Andreas and Newport-Inglewood Faults, any major earthquake along these systems will cause
seismic ground shaking in Pasadena. Much of the City is on sandy, stony or gravelly loam formed
on the alluvial fan adjacent to the San Gabriel Mountains. This soil is more porous and loosely
compacted than bedrock and, thus, subject to greater impacts from seismic ground shaking than
bedrock. However, the risk of earthquake damage is minimized because structures are required to
be built according to the Uniform Building Code. Of note, structures for human habitation must be
designed to meet or exceed California Uniform Building Code (UBC) standards for Seismic Zone 4.

The only structure proposed as patt of the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project is the Oak
Grove Field Restroom. This structure will be required to meet California Building Code (CBC)
standards and will require a new Certificate of Occupancy from the City’s Building Division. Prior
to issuing of a Certificate of Occupancy, the Building Division is required to review the building’s
plans and inspect the structure for compliance with all Building and Safety Codes, including the
structural engineering standards that are intended to address seismic safety. Conforming to these
required standards, as required by the Pasadena Municipal Code (PMC), ensures the proposed
project would not result in significant impacts due to strong seismic ground shaking.

. Seismic-related ground failure, including liguefaction as delineated on the most recent Seismic
Hazards Zones Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
evidence of known areas of liguefaction?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

As discussed in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR, the project site lies largely within a “Liquefaction
Hazard Zone” identified on Plate P-1 of the City’s Safety Element. This Hazard Zone corresponds
directly with the “Liquefaction” area identified on the California Division of Mines and Geology’s

4 City of Pasadena. Safety Element of the General Plan. August 2002.
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Seismic Hazard Zones, Pasadena Quadrangle’ map. The Liquefaction Hazard Zone designates
“areas where historic occurrence of liquefaction, or local geological, geotechnical and groundwater
conditions indicate a potential for permanent ground displacements...”® The boundaries of the
Liquefaction Hazard Zone in this area correspond to the boundaries of the Devil’s Gate Reservoir.
This indicates that the Liquefaction Hazard Zone was mapped in consideration of potentially high
groundwater conditions in the project area associated with the Reservoir, rather than due to historic
occurrences of liquefaction.

Although the site is located within a Liquefaction Hazard Zone, the project does not propose any
habitable structures, other than the Oak Grove Field Restroom. The proposed recreational and
open space use of the site is appropriate for areas with liquefaction potential. Furthermore, the
proposed restroom structure would be subject to the liquefaction-related requirements of the CBC
and the PMC, and would require a Certificate of Occupancy from the City’s Building Division,
which ensures compliance with these standards. Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to
expose people to potential substantial adverse effects caused by liquefaction/seismic-related ground
failure, and the project’s impacts are considered less than significant.

. Landslides as delineated on the most recent Seismic Hazards Zones Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of known areas of landslides?

[] [] [] [] [l L] X

As shown on Plate P-1 of the City’s Safety Element, the project site is not within a Landslide Hazard
Zone; and the Arroyo Seco Master EIR did not identify the potential for landslides as a significant
impact related to geological hazards. The proposed project would not expose people or structures
to landslides hazards and the project would cause no landslide-related impacts.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

In the long term, none of the proposed improvements would cause an increase in soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil. A component of the proposed project, Berkshire Creek, is currently subject to
erosion as a result of focused storm water runoff from developed areas upstream. Berkshire Creek
is formed by a storm drain (Berkshire Place Storm Drain No. 12), which empties into the HWP just
southeast of the Oak Grove Drive/Berkshire Place intersection. Due to the size of the drain (5-
foot, concrete drain) and the amount of storm water that flows through the drain during/after a
storm, this outfall has caused substantial erosion and scouring in portions of Berkshire Creek. The
proposed project involves restoring Berkshire Creek and installing appropriate drainage

5 California, State of. Department of Consetvation, Division of Mines and Geology. State of California Seismic Hazgard
Zones, Pasadena Quadrangle, Official Map. March 25, 1999.

¢ Ibid.
Initial Study City of Pasadena
Habhamongna Multi-Benefit/ Multi-Use Project Page 3-21 July 9, 2012




Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a o
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a . Significant
: . ot Substantially Reduce a Less than
Environmental Previously . Impact/Less than S
3 More Severe Significant Effect oo " Significant
Effect Caused by a Identified . Significant with No Impact
. . Significant Impacts Shown by New L Impact/No
Change in the Significant Effect : Application of o
; Shown by New Information but L Additional Impact
Project or Caused by a Change . . Mitigation from
] 3 . Information Declined by .o
Circumstances in the Project or Existing MEIR
. Proponent
Circumstances

improvements (e.g., a new transition structure) to minimize erosion of this natural-bottom channel.
Thus, in the long term, the proposed project is intended to reduce soil erosion.

In the short term, project-related grading could expose soils, and such exposed soils could be
susceptible to water and wind erosion. However, existing regulations are in place to control such
erosion. The National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) (Section 402 of the Clean
Water Act) minimizes water erosion during construction by requiring Best Management Practices
(BMPs) to be implemented. Such BMPs could include limiting certain construction activities to dry
weather, covering exposed excavated material during periods of rain, revegetating exposed soils, and
preventing sediment from leaving the site with sandbags or other temporary physical barriers.
Likewise, wind erosion would be minimized by applying Best Available Control Technologies
(BACT) during construction in accordance with SCAQMD Rule 403. BACTS to be utilized onsite
may include watering during construction, application of soil binders, and preventing track-out onto
adjacent streets. Compliance with these existing requirements ensures that project construction
would not cause any significant impacts related to soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

See subsections 3.7(a) (iii) and (iv), above. The project site is not susceptible to landslides but is
within a Liquefaction Hazard Zone. Although the site is located within a Liquefaction Hazard
Zone, the project does not propose any habitable structures, other than the Oak Grove Field
Restroom. The proposed recreational and open space use of the site is appropriate for areas with
liquefaction potential. Furthermore, the proposed restroom structure would be subject to the
liquefaction-related requirements of the CBC and the PMC, and would require a Certificate of
Occupancy from the City’s Building Division, which ensures compliance with these standards.
Given the intended recreational and open space uses of the site and the existing building code
requirements, the proposed project is not expected to cause any significant impacts related to
unstable geologic units or soils.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

According to the City’s Safety Element, the project site is underlain by alluvial material from the San
Gabriel Mountains. This soil consists primarily of sand and gravel and is in the low to moderate
range for expansion potential. As such, no significant impacts from expansive soil are expected
onsite.
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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?

[] [] [] [] ] L] X

The proposed project includes replacing the Oak Grove Field Restroom. A sewage lift station
would also be constructed to transport sewage from the proposed restroom to the main sewer
system on Oak Grove Drive.  Since sewers are available and would be utilized for the disposal of
wastewater, soil suitability for septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems is not
applicable in this case, and the proposed project would have no associated impacts.

3.8  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

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

X [] [] [] [l [] []

The proposed project would generate greenhouse gases (GHGs) from construction equipment and
from vehicles accessing the site. GHG emissions were not evaluated in the Arroyo Seco Master
EIR, because GHG emissions was not a CEQA topic at the time the Master EIR was prepared.
Therefore, the project’s SEIR will estimate the amount of GHGs generated by the proposed project
and evaluate the significance of those emissions.

b. Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the

enmissions of greenhouse gases?

X [] [] [] [l [] []

Since the Arroyo Seco Master EIR was certified, California has passed several bills regarding GHGs,
including AB 32 — Global Warnming Solutions Act of 2006 and SB 375 — Transportation Planning: Travel
Demand Models: Sustainable Communities Strategy: Environmental Review. ‘The project’s potential to
conflict with the implementation of these bills and other GHG plans, policies, and regulations will
be analyzed in the project’s EIR.
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3.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use or disposal of

hazardous materials?

[] [] [] [] X [] []

With limited exceptions (groundwater and soil contaminants resulting from historic JPL operations,
and asbestos and lead-based paint removal from old structural materials), the Hahamongna Multi-
Benefit/Multi-Use Project does not generally involve uses that routinely transpott, use or dispose of
hazardous substances, other than typical pesticides, herbicides, fertilizers and cleaning agents
required for normal maintenance of the proposed Multi-Purpose Field and Oak Grove Field
Restroom. Such materials would be primarily stored within maintenance and storage sheds that
currently exist in the northerly portions of the Hahamongna site, and the storage and use of
pesticides, herbicides, fertilizers and cleaning agents would be conducted in accordance with all
applicable regulations and manufacturer’s specifications. No significant impacts resulting from
storing, using, and disposing these materials are anticipated, and no mitigation measures would be
required.

JPL/NASA Superfund contaminant issues. Groundwater in the project area has been
contaminated by volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and perchlorate used in past JPL operations.’
Improvements or grading below the Devil’s Gate Dam spillway elevation at 1040.5” mean sea level
(msl) could potentially expose construction workers or the general public to contaminants
accumulated in sediment behind the dam or from contact with groundwater.” If contaminated soils
are found, transport and disposal may be required. Much of the current project area lies above this
elevation and approximate depth to groundwater in the project area is 200’ below ground surface

(bgs).”

Substantial remediation actions have taken place since adoption of the Master EIR, including but
not limited to the Monk Hill Treatment System (MHTS), operational since 2011. This plant
removes VOCs and perchlorate from four City production wells in the Arroyo and generates

7 For a current review of JPL groundwater contamination and remediation efforts, see National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Pasadena, California, Final First Five-Year Review Report, February 2012 (NASA
FFFYRR), available at http://jplwater.nasa.gov/ (accessed July 3, 2012).

8 AS Master EIR, p. 3.6-7; for an overview of dam operations and sediment accumulation, see City of Pasadena, Aroyo
Seco Master Plans: Habamongna Watershed Park Master Plan, September 29, 2003, p. 2-27, available at

http:/ /www.ci.pasadena.ca.us/PublicWorks/HWPMP/ (accessed July 3, 2012).

° National Aeronautics and Space Administration, Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Pasadena, California, N.ASA CERCI.A
Program at [PL, Maps and Diagrams, available at http://jplwatet.nasa.gov/defaultaspx?id=photo.maps (accessed July 3,
2012).
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potable water." Extracted materials are trapped within granular carbon filters, which are periodically
replaced, and through an ion-exchange process. "'

Moreover, the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry, an agency of the U.S. Dept. of
Health and Human Services, conducted a human health risk analysis in 1999 for VOCs in soil and
groundwater on and downgradient from the JPL site. This study concluded that there was little to
no risk that the general public would contact VOC-contaminated soil or groundwater, since
contamination off-site was at low levels and was at depths greater than anticipated human activity."
The study further concluded that construction workers excavating off-site soils would wear
protective clothing and breathing apparatus and follow established regulations for off-site soil
transport, limiting exposure to VOCs. (This issue, including applicable Master EIR mitigation
measures, is discussed in more detail in part 3.9(d) below.)

However, since there remains a possibility that contaminated soils and/or groundwater could be
encountered and require transport and disposal methods in addition to those already in place,
Mitigation Measure Hazards-3 from the Master EIR requires groundwater sampling surveys prior to
beginning construction activities that might be expected to extend into contaminated soils or
groundwater, as well as warnings to construction workers and appropriate remediation. With
application of this mitigation measure, added to the existing remediation and contaminant disposal
actions, impacts associated with transport and disposal of VOCs or perchlorate are anticipated to be
less than significant.

Asbestos and lead-based paint issues. Construction of the new Oak Grove Field Restroom may
involve cleaning the site of any rubble/building matetials remaining from the old burned-out
restroom. That building may have contained asbestos, polyvinyl chloride, mold, or lead-based paint,
some of which may remain on and around the former restroom’s footprint. During construction,
workers may be exposed to these materials, and transport and disposal of hazardous materials may
be required.

To determine whether or not asbestos/lead exposure is likely, and to ensure worker and public
safety, the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR Mitigation Measures Hazards-1 and 2, listed below,
require sampling surveys and appropriate recommendations for collection, transport and disposal of
hazardous materials.  Additionally, both federal and state regulations and programs protect
construction workers’” health and safety, notably the federal Occupational Safety and Health Act of
1970 (OSHA)", and the California Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1973 (Cal-OSHA)"

10 NASA FFFYRR, pp. 20-21.

1 1d., p. 22.

12 U.S. Dept. of Health and Human Services, Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR), Public Health
Assessment, Jet Propulsion Laboratory (NASA), Pasadena, Ios Angeles County, California, Evaluation of Potential Pathways of
Exposure, August 5, 1999, available at http://www.atsdt.cdc.gov/HAC/pha/PHA .asp?docid=29&pg=0 (accessed July 5,
2012).

13 29 US.C. § 651 ¢t seq.

14 Cal. Labor Code § 6300 e seq.
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require employers to keep places of employment free from recognized hazards that cause or are
likely to cause death or serious physical harm. Accompanying regulations establish safety protocols
for asbestos and lead handling. "

Given the mitigation measures already in place, as well as existing regulations and programs in place
at both the federal and state level, the proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project
would not cause a significant hazard to construction workers preparing the construction site for the
new restroom facility. No additional mitigation measures are required, nor is further analysis of this
issue area needed in the project’s Supplemental EIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measure from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

= Measure Hazards-1: Potential exposure of construction workers to [asbestos-containing
materials] ACMs shall be minimized through disclosure of the potential presence of ACMs
for demolition and renovation of structures that were constructed prior to 1979. Asbestos
sampling surveys shall be conducted on any building material prior to demolition or
renovation. Prior to demolition or renovation of buildings or structures that were
constructed prior to 1979, the City shall prepare an Operations and Maintenance Plan that
meets all applicable federal, state, and local requirements. This plan shall address methods
for safely maintaining the ACMs that are to be left in place at the project site. Removal,
transport, and disposal of any ACMs shall be undertaken in accordance with all applicable
federal, state, and local statutes and regulation.

X Measure Hazards-2: Potential exposure of construction workers to [lead-based-paint] LBP
shall be minimized through disclosure of the potential presence of LBP for demolition and
renovation of structures that were constructed prior to 1979. Prior to any demolition or
renovation to be conducted on any painted surfaces at the project site, a LBP survey shall be
conducted by the City to determine the level of risk posed to maintenance personnel, facility
staff, and patrons from exposure to the paints present at the site. Any recommendations
made in that survey related to the paints present at the project site shall be implemented
prior to the demolition or renovation of said painted surfaces. Removal, transport, and
disposal of any LBP shall be undertaken in accordance with all applicable federal, state, and
local statutes and regulation.

= Measure Hazards-3: Potential exposure of construction workers to contaminants in soils or
groundwater during grading and construction in areas of Hahamongna Watershed Park
below 1040.5 feet msl [Devil’'s Gate Dam spillway elevation] shall be minimized through the
requirement to test for contaminants and establish and implement a remediation plan as part
of the proposed grading. Groundwater sampling surveys for contaminants in concentrations
above accepted state and federal regulatory levels shall be conducted by the City prior to the

5 See, e.g., 29 C.ER. §§ 1529, 1926.62; Cal. Code Regs, tit. 8, §§ 1529, 1532.1.
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commencement of construction activities that would be expected to contact groundwater. If
contaminated soils or groundwater are found to be present in the proposed construction
areas, the City shall complete remediation or treatment prior to the institution of grading.
The City shall be responsible for notifying all construction contractors undertaking activities
below the 1040.5 feel msl of the potential for exposure to contaminated soils and
groundwater and require adherence to all applicable federal, state, and local standards.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

No aboveground storage tanks, underground storage tanks, natural gas transmission lines, or other
hazardous material storage facilities/conduits would be installed on the project site. A sanitary
sewer lift station is proposed to transport sewage from the project site to the main sanitary sewer
line along Oak Grove Drive, which can overflow if not properly maintained and release effluent into
the environment, potentially resulting in human contact with untreated sewage. However, the City
of Pasadena implements standard procedures to minimize overflow hazards, including participation
in the state Sanitary Sewer Overflow (SSO) Reduction Program'® and adherence to the internal City
procedure manual for sewer overflow. These procedures would minimize the potential for effluent
release and would reduce any related impacts to less than significant levels.

Accordingly, the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not cause a significant hazard
to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions,
which could release hazardous material. No further analysis of this issue area is needed in the
project’s Supplemental EIR.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

La Canada High School (4463 Oak Grove Drive) and the Hillside School and Learning Center (4331
Oak Grove Drive) lie just west of the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project site..
However, the uses on the project site would not emit hazardous materials, and, as discussed above
in sections 3.8(a) and 3.8(b), the only hazardous materials that would be utilized or stored onsite
would be pesticides, fertilizers, and cleaning agents required for normal maintenance of the facility.
Such materials, when used according to label directions, manufacturer’s specifications and in

16 See California Environmental Protection Agency, State Water Resoutrces Control Boatd, Sanitary Sewer Overflow (§50)
Reduction Program, available at http:/ /www.watetboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/sso/index.shtml, accessed July 5,
2012.
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compliance with applicable regulations, would not be expected to adversely affect the students or
faculty at either school.

As discussed in parts 3.8(b) and (d), construction activities on the project site may require
excavating, handling, and disposing of undetermined amounts of asbestos-containing materials, lead-
based paint, and solvent-contaminated soil. Master EIR Mitigation Measures Hazards 1-3, and
compliance with existing regulations, described above, would eliminate any exposure to school
students or staff, and reduce associated impacts to less than significant levels.

Accordingly, the proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not cause any
significant impacts related to hazardous emissions or handling of hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of a school. No further analysis of this issue area is required in the
project’s Supplemental EIR.

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

[] [] [] [] X L] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project lies south of and down gradient from
two listed sites: the Oak Grove Ranger Station and the NASA-Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL). Of
these, the former has been cleaned and its file is closed; the latter is a source of existing soil and
groundwater contamination, but substantial remediation work is ongoing and is resulting in
significant on and off-site cleanup.'’

The Oak Grove Ranger Station (Ref. No. T0603700208) is on the California Environmental
Protection Agency (CAL/EPA), Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Leaking
Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT) list," and the California State Water Resources Control Board’s
Geotracker database' indicates that a gasoline tank leak was reported in August of 1990. By
December of 1990, the spill had been contained, the site cleaned, and the case closed. Later, in
October of 2003, the U.S. Forest Service conducted soil sampling of the maintenance area of the
Oak Grove Ranger Station. The sampled soils were analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons,
pesticides, herbicides, and metals. None of the soil samples contained any chemicals at or above the
respective action levels.” No other hazardous material items are listed in connection with the Oak
Grove Ranger Station site.

17 NASA FFFYRR, Table 2-1, Chronology of Site Events.

18 California Department of Toxic Substances Control. Emvirostor web application www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/.
Accessed 30 May, 2012.

19" California State Water Resources Control Board, Geotracker web application, http://tinyurl.com/geotracker-
waterboards-ca-gov. Accessed 30 May, 2012.

* Letter from Michael S. Catton, REA 4984, Senior Project Geologist, and Daniel Ramsay, RG 5655, REI 11 2012, Vice
President and Senior Geologist, Miller Brooks Environmental, Inc., to Tony Mudhar, Senior Project Manager, Patriot
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JPL, however, is a Superfund Site pursuant to the federal Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) and has been listed on the National Priority List (NPL)
since 1992. The Arroyo Seco Master EIR (pgs. 3.6-4 — 3.6-5, 3.6-7) provides the following
discussion of the hazardous material conditions connected to JPL and their relationship to the
Hahamongna Watershed Park generally:

During its operational history, various chemicals and chemical waste materials were
generated at the [JPL] site, including solvents, solid and liquid rocket propellants, and
laboratory wastes. In the 1940s and 1950s, many buildings at JPL maintained seepage
pits to dispose of liquid and solid wastes collected from drains and sinks within the
buildings. The pits were designed to allow liquid wastes to seep into the surrounding
soil. The results of a remedial soil and groundwater investigation conducted by the
California Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in 1990 revealed the presence of
volatile organic compounds (VOC) in the soil and groundwater at the site in levels
exceeding federal and state drinking water standards at depths up to 200 feet below
ground surface (bgs). Subsequent site investigations have identified a VOC plume
beneath approximately 45 acres in the central portion of the site, ranging from about
50 feet bgs to the water table (approximately 200 bgs). In response to a request by
the EPA, JPL initiated a long-term quarterly groundwater monitoring program plan
in August 1996. Additionally, soil vapor extraction methods are planned to remediate
the contaminated soil on site.”!

Since the inception of the quarterly monitoring plan, the following compounds have
been detected in concentrations above their respective state or federal regulatory
limits: carbon tetrachloride, trichloroethene (TCE), tetrachloroethene (PCE),
Perchlorate, 1,2-DCA, 1,4-Dioxane, Total Chromium, Hexavalent Chromium, and
Lead (metals). The results of the April 2001 quarterly monitoring program revealed
that carbon tetrachloride, TCE, PCE, and Perchlorate were the only remaining
compounds detected at concentrations above their respective limits ([Master EIR]
Appendix E). A groundwater treatment facility, located in the northeast portion of
the Hahamongna Watershed Park, treats contaminated groundwater pumped from
three wells.

In addition, JPL is a permitted hazardous waste generator and solid waste disposal
facility. JPL has 19 registered underground storage tanks (USTSs) ranging in capacity
from 1,000 gallons to 20,000 gallons. There are two leaking underground storage

Environmental Services, Soi/ Sampling Report at 4600 Oak Grove Dr., Flintridge, CA (Oct. 13, 2003) (copy on file with City

of Pasadena, Public Works Dept.).

21 National Aeronautics and Space Administration Jet Propulsion Laboratory, 24 April 2001. Proposed Plan to Select a
Remedy to Clean Up Soils at the National Aeronantics and Space Administration Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Pasadena, California.
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tank (LUST) locations within the JPL facility; both were discovered during tank
closures in 1990 and 1995, respectively. These unauthorized releases of petroleum
hydrocarbons (gasoline and diesel) were confined to soil and are not a factor in
assessing groundwater quality.

...Groundwater in the Hahamongna Watershed Park has been contaminated by
chlorinated solvents originating from the JPL facility. Any grading activity below
1040.5 feet above msl elevation within Hahamongna Watershed Park has the
potential to expose contaminated soils, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation
measures. Subsurface construction activity that has the potential to contact
groundwater could expose construction workers or the general public to hazardous
materials, thus requiring the consideration of mitigation measures.

Since the MEIR was certified in 2003, however, substantial remediation efforts have taken place, and
are gradually reducing the risk of human exposure to hazardous materials resulting from JPL/NASA
operations. In February 2012, JPL/NASA published the CERCLA-required Final First Five-Year
Review (NASA FFFYRR) of site cleanup actions, evaluating the remaining two of three Operable
Units (OUs) where cleanup is ongoing.”? OU-2, involving soil VOC contamination on the JPL
property, was determined to be clean and fully remediated in 2007.* OU-1 and OU-3 involve
groundwater perchlorate and VOC contamination on- and off-]JPL property, respectively. OU-3
comprises groundwater and soil contamination in the Devil’s Gate Reservoir and the HWP, and
includes two treatment systems east of the Reservoir, the Monk Hill Treatment System (MHTS) in
the City of Pasadena, and the Lincoln Avenue Water Company (LAWC) treatment system in
Altadena. Both treatment systems receive pumped groundwater from several wells, capture VOCs
and perchlorate, and deliver drinking-quality water.” NASA FFFYRR Figure 7-11 shows the
“capture zones” for these facilities, as well as locations of deep and shallow monitoring wells.

Notably, the NASA FFFYRR re-visited the 1999 Public Health Assessment and determined its
conclusions and remedial actions were still valid for both OU-1 and OU-3. Specifically, the report
notes that the contaminated groundwater occurs at considerable depth and does not recharge
surface water bodies above it, and that no groundwater pathways to “ecological receptors” (i.e.
wildlife and vegetation) existed.” Consequently, there appears to be almost no chance for worker or
public exposure to VOCs or perchlorate from groundwater.

Still, there is a small risk of exposure to contaminated soils because of project grading below the
dam spillway elevation of 1040.5”: accumulated sediment may contain VOCs, perchlorate, or other
materials. Although it may require some revision to accommodate changed circumstances, the
Master EIR Mitigation Measure Hazards-3 would apply to protect workers and the general public.

22 NASA FFFYRR, p.vil.
2 1d.

2 1d.

% 1d., pp. 38, 42.
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With that mitigation measure in place, as well as the ongoing remediation, impacts resulting from
hazardous material exposure on or near a Superfund site are anticipated to be less than significant.

Applicable Mitigation Measure from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

= Measure Hazards-3: Potential exposure of construction workers to contaminants in soils or
groundwater during grading and construction in areas of Hahamongna Watershed Park
below 1040.5 feet msl [Devil’s Gate Dam spillway elevation] shall be minimized through the
requirement to test for contaminants and establish and implement a remediation plan as part
of the proposed grading. Groundwater sampling surveys for contaminants in concentrations
above accepted state and federal regulatory levels shall be conducted by the City prior to the
commencement of construction activities that would be expected to contact groundwater. If
contaminated soils or groundwater are found to be present in the proposed construction
areas, the City shall complete remediation or treatment prior to the institution of grading.
The City shall be responsible for notifying all construction contractors undertaking activities
below the 1040.5 feel msl of the potential for exposure to contaminated soils and
groundwater and require adherence to all applicable federal, state, and local standards.

é. 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?

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project site is not within an airport land use
plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. The nearest public-use airports are
the Bob Hope Airport in Burbank, approximately 11 miles west of the project site, the El Monte
Airport approximately 11 miles to the southeast, and the Whiteman Airport approximately 15 miles
to the northwest. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the vicinity of an airport and would result in no associated impacts. No
further analysis of this issue area is required in the project’s Supplemental EIR.

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

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project site is not within the vicinity of a
private airstrip. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the vicinity of a private airstrip and would have no associated impacts. No
further analysis of this issue area is required in the project’s Supplemental EIR.

Initial Study
Habhamongna Multi-Benefit/ Multi-Use Project

City of Pasadena

Page 3-31 July 9, 2012




Does the Project Require Subsequent or Supplemental CEQA Documentation?

Yes No
Potential for a o
Potential for New | Substantial Increase . Abiliey o No Additional
. . . Potential for New Substantially .
Significant in the Severity of a + Substantiall Red Significant Less th
Environmental Previously oMur Ssm . Y Sioni ﬁe zcteélff . Impact/Less than S;erslsiﬁ a::t
Effect Caused by a Identified Si nif? N teIVr; N " Sg;l cab N c¢ Significant with I S tc/% No Impact
Change in the Significant Effect %h c’;nb Npac > In fO\tVnrll tiy o Ewt Application of Ad drizpicgj Imo .
Project or Caused by a Change IO;V rmyti v Do lia 3 b . Mitigation from ° pac
Circumstances in the Project or HoTmation Pfr:c nz nty Existing MEIR
Circumstances opone
g Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

[] [] [] [] X L] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project is unlikely to interfere with local
agencies’ emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans, because it would not place
permanent or temporary physical barriers on existing public streets, and it would further improve
onsite circulation as a consequence of implementing the overall Hahamongna Watershed Park
Master Plan. The Hahamongna Watershed Park’s Westside Perimeter Trail is a component of the
JPL emergency evacuation plan; however, that portion of the trail extending from the JPL campus
through the Oak Grove parking area is situated outside of the proposed project’s construction area.
Additionally, an alternate route is available along the east side of the Devil’s Gate Reservoir,
providing backup emergency egress from JPL.

The City of Pasadena maintains a citywide emergency response plan, which takes effect at the onset
of a major disaster, such as a major earthquake or fire. The Pasadena Fire Department maintains
and implements the disaster plan, and the Pasadena Police Department devises evacuation routes
based on the specific circumstance of the emergency. The City has pre-planned evacuation routes
for dam inundation areas associated with Devil's Gate Dam, Eaton Wash, and the Jones Reservoir.

Moreover, the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR incorporates five mitigation measures that
address short and long-term impacts to emergency response and evacuation plans. Implementing
these measures would reasonably assure that that the proposed project would not conflict with such
plans. Accordingly, any remaining impacts would be less than significant, and no further analysis is
required in the project’s Supplemental EIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

X Measure Public Services — 1: The short-term construction impacts related to the
developments and improvements delineated in the proposed project are self-mitigating.
However, temporary emergency response and evacuation plans shall be established in
concert with construction schedules and be provided to fire, police, and park security
services.

X Measure Public Services — 2: Additional sworn and non-sworn officers shall be acquired to
provide protection services commensurate with the increase in park attendees.

X Measure Public Services — 3: All construction and improvements shall be done in accordance
with existing fire code and regulations, including the design and construction of fuel
modification zones.
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X Measure Public Services — 4: Emergency response and evacuation plans shall be established

for the Hahamongna Watershed Park, Central Arroyo Seco, and Lower Arroyo Seco Master
Plan areas in accordance with the City of Pasadena Fire Department, Police Department,
and Department of Public Works and Transportation.

X Measure Public Services — 5: Ingress, egress, bridges, and roadways constructed or improved
as implemented by the proposed project shall be designed in compliance with Pasadena Fire
Department access requirements.

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?

[] [] [] [] X L] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would, because of its location on the
urban/wildland fringe, potentially expose people ot structutes to loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires. Notably, Plate P-2 of the City’s General Plan Safety Element identifies portions of
the project site as within the High and Very High Fire Hazard Zones. As such, the structures and
uses onsite are currently subject to wildfire hazards. However, the proposed project would provide
limited circulation and pedestrian access improvements (expanded parking area, Westside Perimeter
Trail), likely improving fire evacuation capability.

Arroyo Seco Master EIR Mitigation Measure Public Services 3 (also listed under 3.9(g) above) would
apply to the proposed project to ensure that implementation of the proposed project would not
unduly place people or structures at risk of serious injury or death from wildland fire. With the
incorporation of this measure, the proposed project would result in less than significant impacts
related to wildfire hazards. No further analysis of this issue area is required in the project’s
Supplemental EIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

X Measure Public Services — 3: All construction and improvements shall be done in accordance
with existing fire code and regulations, including the design and construction of fuel
modification zones.

3.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a. Viiolate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

X [] [] [] [l [] []
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The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project could potentially violate water quality
standards or waste discharge requirements in either construction or operation phases, as well as
cause excess erosion and siltation off-site, because both phases involve activities that could discharge
material into receiving waters, exacerbating water quality issues in the Arroyo Seco. Existing
regulatory schemes for controlling such discharges would apply to the project, including the federal
Clean Water Act (CWA)™ (also cited as the Water Pollution Control Act) and the California Porter-
Cologne Water Quality Control Act;”’ additionally, the Master EIR adds targeted mitigation
measures to further protect water quality in the Arroyo and its tributaries.

Even with these controls in place, however, components of the project may require additional
measures to mitigate impacts unknown before specific design details are prepared. The project
would construct a new multi-purpose field in an open area in the Hahamongna Watershed Park and
adjacent to an existing playfield and parking lot, a perimeter trail raised above inundation areas, a
new restroom, Foothill Drain improvements, an expanded parking area (not a structure), restore the
self-sustaining, hydraulic function of a portion of Berkshire Creek, and restore habitat throughout
the project area. All of these activities, even those with habitat-restoration goals, have the potential
for short or long-term increased discharges of sediment, vehicle oils/grease, remnant metals,
asbestos-containing materials, solvent-contaminated soil,” trash, etc. Additionally, once the project
is operational, there would be increased activity onsite and a related increase in the amount of
pollutants taken up by stormwater runoff.

Existing regulations are comprehensive, requiring many Best Management Practices (BMPs) that are
effective in protecting water quality during a project’s construction and operational phases.
However, because this project involves construction activity adjacent to and within the Devil’s Gate
Dam inundation area, additional measures not anticipated by the Master EIR may be required to
fully mitigate the proposed project’s impacts. These impacts and mitigation measures will be
examined in the project SEIR. The SEIR will contain a full discussion of the statutes and
regulations governing water quality standards and waste discharge into water bodies. Existing
mitigation measures from the Master EIR are listed below.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

= Measure Hydro—1: A construction storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) shall be
prepared prior to construction as part of the final project plan. This plan shall be
implemented during and after construction. Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) requirements shall be followed and included in project Best Management Practices
(BMPs), both for structural and non-structural measures. Parking lots to be constructed
within the floodplain may use pervious surfaces to increase infiltration; and provide a runoff

2633 US.C.A. §§ 1251-1387.
27 Cal. Water Code, § § 13000-13953.4.
28 See Section 3.9 of this document, Hazgards.
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filtration system. Wetland ponds at the flow outlets or vegetative swales bordering the
parking areas may be integrated as part of parking lot design to achieve the water quality
improvement objectives. On-site retention systems may be constructed at the low flow
concentration locations or any on-site retention of trash, oil/gtrease, and other waste shall be
removed prior to major storm events to avoid inundation and conveyance to the
downstream channel. Frequent site maintenance shall be conducted to ensure that project
BMPs are functioning as intended.

X Measure Hydro—2: BMPs for oil/grease control at the existing patking areas and trash
management shall be implemented throughout the walking areas to mitigate water quality
impacts.

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 of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land wuses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project is not anticipated to deplete ground
water supply or substantially interfere with groundwater recharge, because it proposes only limited
water usage (uses requiring irrigation for the athletic field, and potable water in the restroom
building and for water fountains), and limited impervious surfaces (hardscape, paving and
structures).

The project site lies along the western rim of Devil’s Gate Reservoir, which retains stormwater and
allows percolation into the 40-square-mile Raymond Groundwater Basin (Raymond Basin).
Pasadena Water & Power (PW&P) withdraws water from the Raymond Basin, and maintains settling
basins along the east side of Devil’s Gate Reservoir to enhance groundwater replenishment from
rainfall and mountain runoff. The HWPMP includes three future spreading basins along the west
side of the Reservoir, just northeast of the project site (Master EIR, p. 2-10, Section 2.3.1.4.4).
Managed by the City, these basins would increase the volume of water available for City use (Master
EIR, p. 3.7-9).

Project elements that would require water include the Sycamore Grove Multi-Purpose Field and the
Oak Grove Field Restroom. Habitat restoration would also require temporary irrigation to establish
plant growth. The Master EIR does not identify any significant groundwater depletion impacts. In
addition, water use for the project would be guided by the City’s 2011 Water Integrated Resources
Plan® as well as the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance,” ensuring that landscape irrigation

? City of Pasadena Water & Power, Water Integrated Resonrces Plan, January 12, 2011, available at
http:/ /ww2.cityofpasadena.net/waterandpower/WaterPlan/WIRPFinal011211.pdf (accessed June 29, 2012).
30" Pasadena Municipal Code, § 13.22.010 et seq.
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design would incorporate such features as soil-moisture sensing devices that control whether or not
an irrigation cycle occurs. Similarly, the City has adopted and enhanced the 2010 California Green
Building Standards Code for new municipal buildings, such as the proposed restroom facilities.”
Complying with this code, particularly with City additions, would ensure that restroom water use
was as efficient as currently possible, minimizing the project’s water demand.

Both irrigation and potable water for the project would be supplied by Pasadena Water and Power
(PWP). While one source of water supply utilized by PWP is groundwater in the Raymond Basin,
the project would not affect the amount of water PWP withdraws from the Basin, because PWP’s
withdrawal is limited by the City’s water rights, as governed by the Raymond Basin Watermaster.
Water demand beyond PWP’s groundwater rights is met with imported water from the Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California (MWD). Since PWP currently withdraws the maximum
amount of groundwater allowed by the Raymond Basin Watermaster, the proposed project would
not result in a change in PWP’s groundwater withdrawal. Additionally, when reclaimed, non-potable
water is available to serve the project site, the City would convert the irrigation system to use that
reclaimed water, further reducing demand on groundwater withdrawals.

Impacts to groundwater-recharge capacity are similarly expected to be less than significant.
Impermeable surfaces included in the proposed project are limited to paving for access
improvements, the restroom structure, and ancillary hardscape. A permeable type of paving is
anticipated to be utilized for the proposed parking expansion. Most of the project area would
remain unpaved and in a relatively natural condition. Notably, the Master EIR determined that the
overall HWPMP would not result in adverse impacts to the Raymond Basin. Soils in the project
area are typically coarse-grained alluvium from the Arroyo Seco and are highly permeable to
groundwater (Master EIR, p. 3.7-8). Because the soil character is largely permeable, and significant
additional recharge area would be created through the HMP (likely offsetting the impermeable area
constructed), the fraction of impermeable surface area generated by the project would not
significantly impact groundwater recharge. Accordingly, no additional analysis is needed in the
project’s SEIR, nor additional mitigation to those measures already applicable to the project from
the Master EIR.

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

X [] [] [] [l [] []

3 1d., § 14.04.500, § 14.04.504.
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d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the

course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner, which
wounld result in flooding on- or off-site? AND/OR

X [] [] [] ] []

[]

e. Create or contribute runofff water, which wonld exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormmwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

X [] [] [] [l []

[]

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project includes restoring a portion of
Berkshire Creek that flows through the project site, as well as reconstructing the Foothill Drain to
prevent future erosion above the existing Oak Grove Field. Both project elements could result in
stream or watercourse alteration, and may cause additional erosion or siltation downstream.
Additionally, grading for the Westside Perimeter Trail and habitat restoration could result in
unforeseen impacts to the site’s current drainage patterns. The Master EIR does not assess in detail
the potential adverse short or long-term effects of such work, nor do the mitigation measures
expressly address streamcourse alteration. Although these project elements are unlikely to result in
downstream flooding since they would drain into the Devil’s Gate Dam basin, specific mitigation
measures are likely needed. The project SEIR will further evaluate the project’s impacts to the site’s
drainage courses and propose additional mitigation if needed.

However, project elements are unlikely to generate substantial runoff water volumes, nor provide
additional sources of polluted runoff because Master EIR Mitigation Measures Hydro-1 (requiring
creating a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan) and Hydro-2 (requiring Best Management
Practices for oil, grease and trash controls), set forth above, would apply to the project. No
additional mitigation measures are required for this issue area.

f Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

X L] L] [] [l []

[]

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project includes substantial site work,
including vegetation removal for habitat restoration that could result in short-to-medium term
increased in erosion, siltation and other changes to site drainage that could affect water quality.
Although Master EIR Mitigation Measures are in place, examination of project design details may
reveal the potential for water quality degradation. As indicated above, the project SEIR will evaluate
the extent to which the project could affect water quality, and develop additional mitigation
measures as appropriate.
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g Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or

Flood Insurance Rate Map or dam inundation area as shown in the City of Pasadena adopted Safety
Element of the General Plan or other flood or inundation delineation map? AND/OR

[ [ [ [ [l [l X

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

[ [ [ [ [l [l

B

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project does not include housing, thus is not
generating impacts related to this issue area. Although the project is proposing structures,
particularly the Oak Grove Field Restroom, those structures would not be in a 100-year flood
hazard area, because no portions of the City of Pasadena are within such a 100-year floodplain. The
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Map, Community Number 065050, places the
entire City in Zone D, for which no floodplain management regulations are required. Accordingly,
the proposed project would not place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area, and the project
would generate no related impacts. No further evaluation of this issue area is needed in the project
SEIR.

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

L] L] X [] [l []

[

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not, by itself, expose people or
structures to significant risks of loss, injury or death involving dam-failure-related flooding, because
the project site is upstream of the principal flood-control Devil’s Gate Dam. Still, portions of the
project site are below the dam spillway level (1040.5 feet above msl), and are proposed to be raised
above that level to accommodate the Westside Perimeter Trail. People using that Trail could
foreseeably be endangered when floodwater accumulates behind the dam. The project SEIR will
evaluate the extent of such risk, and develop additional mitigation measures as appropriate.

J- Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

[] [] [] [] [l

X

[]

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not subject people or propetty
to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow, because the Master EIR evaluated these issues and
determined that impacts related to them were not significant. The project site is not located near
significant inland bodies of water or the Pacific Ocean to be affected by either seiche or tsunami.
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People using the proposed project’s facilities (trails, sports fields, parking lot, restroom, etc.) would
also be highly unlikely to be affected by mudflow, because those facilities are being constructed to
be above flood levels. Accordingly, no impacts related to seiche or tsunami are anticipated, and
impacts related to mudflow are expected to be less than significant. No additional analysis or
mitigation is required in the project’s SEIR.

3.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

a. Physically divide an existing community?

[] [] [] [] [l []

X

The proposed project consists of recreational improvements and habitat restoration within the
existing HWP. The proposed project would not restrict vehicular, pedestrian, or bicycle circulation.
Conversely, by improving the Westside Perimeter Trail, the proposed project would improve
mobility in the park. Therefore, the HMP Addendum would not physically divide an existing
community and would cause no related impacts.

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, or goning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

[] [] [] [] [l []

X

The entire HWP Master Plan area, including the project site, is designated “Open Space” by the City
of Pasadena’s General Plan. Likewise, nearly the entire HWP Master Plan area, including the project
site, is zoned as open space (OS)”. Per Section 17.26.020(A) of the City’s Zoning Code, “[t]he OS
district is applied to sites with open space, parks, and recreational facilities of a landscaped, open
character having a minimum contiguous site area of two acres.” Section 17.26.030 of the Code
specifies that all uses in the OS zone require Conditional Use Permits (CUP). This section further
identifies the conditionally allowed uses in the OS zone, which consist of: caretakers quarters;
residential accessory uses and structures; clubs, lodges, and private meeting halls; commercial
recreation; cultural institutions; electronic game centers; park and recreation facilities; and stadiums
and arenas. All of the proposed uses meet the intent of the OS zone and are conditionally allowed
uses in the OS zone. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with any applicable land

32 Two parcels in the HWP are zoned PD-16 (Jet Propulsion Laboratory Planned Development). One of these parcels is
leased to JPL for use as a 214-space surface parking lot for JPL employees that is only accessible from within the JPL
Campus. The other PD-16-zoned parcel is located to the north of the subject area in the Hahamongna Annex portion
of the Hahamongna Watershed Park. This parcel can only be used for uses that are permitted or conditionally permitted
in the OS (Open Space) zoning district.
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use plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect.

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

[] [] [] [] ] L] X

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

3.12 MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

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?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

No active mining operations exist in the City of Pasadena. There are two areas in Pasadena that may
contain mineral resources. These two areas are Eaton Wash, which, was formerly mined for sand
and gravel, and Devil’s Gate Reservoir, which was formerly mined for cement concrete aggregate.

The project site lies in the Oak Grove Area of the HWP and partially within the Hahamongna
Basin/Devil’s Gate Reservoir. However, the proposed project would not result in a loss of concrete
ageregate. The proposed project does not involve substantial excavation activities or the export of
earth materials; the majority of grading activities consist of fill to raise recreational improvements
above the Devil’s Gate Dam spillway elevation. Additionally, the proposed project would not
preclude the future extraction of concrete aggregate from the Devil’s Gate Reservoir, should such
extraction become a desired and allowable use. Therefore, the proposed HMP Addendum would
not cause any significant impacts due to the loss of availability of a mineral resource.
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3.13 NOISE. Will the project result in:
a. Excposure 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?

[] [] X [] [l [] []

Noise policy in the City of Pasadena is established in the City’s Noise Ordinance (Chapter 9.36 of
the City’s Municipal Code) and in the Noise Element of the General Plan. The Noise Ordinance
applies to noise on one property impacting a neighboring property. Typically, it sets limits on noise
levels that can be experienced at the neighboring property. The Noise Ordinance also regulates
construction noise. The Noise Element of the General Plan presents limits on noise levels from
transportation noise sources, vehicles on public roadways, railroads and aircraft. These limits are
imposed on new developments.

The proposed project would generate noise from temporary construction activity and from
operation of the proposed recreational facilities. Construction of the proposed project would
include grading activities, potential hauling of fill, building activities (e.g., restroom, drainage
facilities), and parking lot construction. The loudest noise generated by these activities would be
from construction equipment.

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR evaluated potential construction noise impacts and concluded such
impacts were less than significant. However, a greater level of detail is now known about the
proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project. Therefore, the project’s SEIR will
estimate noise volumes that would be generated by project construction activities and will compare
such volumes to the City’s standards.

The long-term sources of noise that would be generated by the proposed project would be athletic
events at the Sycamore Grove Field, users of the Westside Perimeter Trail, vehicles operating in the
expanded parking lot, and the increased traffic volumes on surrounding streets. Noise generated at
the proposed park facilities could include human voices, whistles, car horns, car alarms, tire squeals,
and car doors slamming. However, the majority of activities would generate little noise and, since all
of the proposed uses currently occur onsite, the noise generated by the proposed improvements is
expected to be at the same level as the existing conditions. Therefore, park activities would not
expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of the City’s standards and park activity noise
will not be further evaluated in the project’s SEIR.

Likewise, increased traffic volumes resulting from the project would not generate noise levels in
excess of City standards. The Arroyo Seco Master EIR quantified noise level increases along street
segments as a result of the projected increased traffic volumes that would result from build-out of
the Arroyo Seco Master Plans (including the HWP Master Plan). During the peak traffic conditions
(Rose Bowl stadium events), the greatest increase in noise levels along a roadway segment was
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projected to be 0.7 decibels (dB) on the Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) scale, which
would occur in the Central Arroyo area. (Roadway noise impacts in the Hahamongna area are
expected to be less than those in the Central Arroyo.) Noise level changes of this magnitude are
considered a less than significant impact. For comparison, noise changes of less than 1 dB are
considered not audible to a normal adult. Therefore, the Master EIR concluded that
implementation of the Arroyo Seco Master Plans would not cause a significant increase in roadway
noise. The proposed project would not cause an increase in roadway noise levels beyond the levels
identified in the Master EIR. Project-related roadway noise impacts are less than significant and will
not be further evaluated in the project’s SEIR.

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

L] L] X [] [l [] []

Depending on the type of construction activities employed, construction of the proposed project
could generate groundborne vibration. The Arroyo Seco Master EIR did not identify any significant
vibration impacts. To ensure the project-level impacts of the proposed Hahamongna Multi-
Benefit/Multi-Use Project are fully considered, the project’s SEIR will evaluate vibration levels that
could be experienced during project construction.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

See response to 3.13(a), above. The permanent sources of noise that would be generated by the
proposed project would be athletic events at the Sycamore Grove Field, users of the Westside
Perimeter Trail, vehicles operating in the expanded parking lot, and the increased traffic volumes on
surrounding streets. Noise generated by proposed park activities is expected to be largely the same
as the noise generated by existing park uses. Upon build-out, the loudest park noise levels would be
expected to occur when there are simultaneous athletic events at the existing Oak Grove Field and
proposed Sycamore Grove Field. Due to the nature of noise, sound power (measured in decibels) is
measured on a logarithmic scale, and having two equivalent sources of noise does not result in
having a noise that is twice as loud (i.e., noise cannot be added arithmetically). Rather, adding a
second equivalent noise source results in an approximately 3 decibel (dB) increase in the noise level,
regardless of the sound power of each source. As another example, having 10 noise sources of
equivalent sound power causes a total noise level that is 10 dB louder than a single noise source.
Thus, during concurrent events at the Oak Grove and Sycamore Grove Fields, noise levels are
expected to be approximately 3 dB louder than current levels. For comparison, 1dB is considered
not perceptible to the average human ear and 3 dB is considered just perceptible. Given this small
change in noise, coupled with the existing low ambient noise levels in the Hahamongna Watershed
Park, the proposed park uses would not cause a significant impact on ambient noise levels.
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Likewise, increased traffic volumes resulting from the project are not expected to cause a noticeable
change in noise levels along any roadway segments. Therefore, the proposed project would not
cause a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels and the project would cause no
related significant impacts. Noise from patk use/activity and post-construction traffic volumes will
not be further evaluated in the project’s SEIR.

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

[] [] X [] [l [] []

See response to 3.13(a), above. Construction of the proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-
Use Project could cause a temporary increase in noise levels. Given the type and scale of the
proposed construction, particularly earth moving operations, noise levels during construction could
exceed those considered in the Arroyo Seco Master EIR. Therefore, the project’s SEIR will further
evaluate the project’s construction noise impacts.

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 expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

There are no airports or airport land-use plans in the City of Pasadena. The closest airport is the
Bob Hope Airport, which is located more than 10 miles from Pasadena in the City of Burbank.
There are two helipads in the vicinity of the project, operated by the Los Angeles County Fire
Department and the Pasadena Police Department; however, they are not used for regular flight
service and would not be anticipated to generate continuous excessive noise. Accordingly, the
proposed project would not expose people to excessive airport-related noise, but could expose
people to limited, intermittent noise from public-agency helicopters using the helipads. Because this
noise would be intermittent and not continuous throughout the day or night, associated impacts are
considered less than significant.

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 levels?

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

There are no private use airports within or near the City of Pasadena.
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3.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
a. 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)?

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

No residential units are included in the proposed project. The Hahamongna Watershed Park is
designated for open space and recreation uses, and implementation of the proposed project would
not displace housing. Furthermore, improvements included in proposed Hahamongna Multi-
Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not affect existing housing or create demand for additional
housing. Therefore, the project would not induce population growth and would have no related
impacts.

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

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

Implementation of the proposed project would not displace any housing and would have no related
impacts.

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

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

Implementation of the proposed project would not displace any people and would have no related
impacts.

3.15 PUBLIC SERVICES. Will the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:

a. Fire Protection?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would provide new public recreation
facilities at the HWP, some of which could slightly alter demand for fire protection services, or other
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emergency services provided by fire department personnel, but that altered demand would not
require new fire protection facilities, such as a new fire station, that would in turn cause adverse
environmental impacts. The project would construct several programmed Arroyo Seco Master Plan
elements, including a public restroom, a multi-use playfield, a trail, storm drain improvements and
habitat restoration. It should be noted that the new public restroom replaces a prior restroom
building that was destroyed by fire; the new restroom would occupy that building’s footprint.

The Master EIR determined that fire protection services could be significantly affected by the
Arroyo Seco Master Plan project, and required five mitigation measures that would apply to the
current project. These measures address emergency response and evacuation plans and compliance
with fire safety regulations, including those that apply to site entry and exits. No new fire facilities
were required.

Accordingly, because the proposed improvements do not exceed the scope of those contained in the
existing Arroyo Seco Master Plan, and because the mitigation measures from the Master EIR would

apply to the project, no additional analysis or mitigation is required in the project’s SEIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

X

Measure Public Services — 1: The short-term construction impacts related to the
developments and improvements delineated in the proposed project are self-mitigating.
However, temporary emergency response and evacuation plans shall be established in
concert with construction schedules and be provided to fire, police, and park security
services.

Measure Public Services — 3: All construction and improvements shall be done in accordance
with existing fire code and regulations, including the design and construction of fuel
modification zones.

Measure Public Services — 4: Emergency response and evacuation plans shall be established
for the Hahamongna Watershed Park, Central Arroyo Seco, and Lower Arroyo Seco Master
Plan areas in accordance with the City of Pasadena Fire Department, Police Department,
and Department of Public Works and Transportation.

Measure Public Services — 5: Ingress, egress, bridges, and roadways constructed or improved
as implemented by the proposed project shall be designed in compliance with Pasadena Fire

Department access requirements.

b. Libraries?

[] [] []

X
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The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project does not involve any new residential
or other development that would increase the number of library users, or require new library
facilities. No impacts to library capacity requiring new library construction would result from this
project’s implementation, thus no further analysis or mitigation is required for this issue area.

G Parks?

L]

L]

L]

L]

[]

L]

B

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not create a need for new or
altered park facilities, because the project itself provides additional recreational opportunities, and
environmental impacts associated with park improvements will be assessed in the project’s SEIR.
Thus, the proposed project would not result in the need for new or additional parks and no further
analysis or mitigation is required for this issue area.

d. Police Protection?

[] [] [] [] X [] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would provide new public recreation
facilities at the HWP, corresponding to programmed elements in the Arroyo Seco Master Plan.
These new facilities would slightly increase demand for police protection/ public safety services, but
that increased demand would not require new police protection facilities, such as a new police
station, that would in turn cause adverse environmental impacts. As noted in the discussion about
tire protection above, the Master EIR determined that police protection services could be
significantly affected by the ASMP project, and required one mitigation measure that would apply to
the current project. This measure requires providing additional police officers as determined by the
increase in park attendees. No new police facilities were required.

Accordingly, because the proposed improvements do not exceed the scope of those contained in the
existing Arroyo Seco Master Plan, and because the mitigation measures from the Master EIR would

apply to the project, no additional analysis or mitigation is required in the project’s SEIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

X

Measure Public Services — 2: Additional sworn and non-sworn officers shall be acquired to
provide protection services commensurate with the increase in park attendees.

e Schools?

[] [] [] [] [l [] X
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The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not create housing, thereby
increasing the population of the City of Pasadena and as such, would not increase school
enrollment. Therefore, the project would have no impact on schools. No additional analysis or
mitigation is required in the project’s SEIR.

f Other public facilities?

[ [ [ [ [l X []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would increase the need for park
maintenance, which is provided by the City’s Department of Public Works/Parks and Natural
Resources Division. However, the greater HWP contains the facilities needed to maintain the site,
including storage buildings, sheds, and garages, and no facilities in addition to those already
programmed in the HMP would be required. Therefore, impacts on park maintenance facilities are
less than significant. No additional analysis or mitigation is required in the project’s SEIR.

3.16 RECREATION.

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 wonld occur or be accelerated?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would likely increase the use of the
HWP by adding a playfield, expanding parking and improving an existing trail, as programmed in the
Arroyo Seco Master Plan, and evaluated in the Master EIR for that plan. The proposed additional
uses would dovetail with the existing park facilities in the HWP, resulting in greater recreational
opportunities for Pasadena residents and surrounding communities. Additionally, the proposed
project would include extensive habitat restoration and infrastructure repair, notably restoring a
portion of Berkshire Creek and repairing the Foothill Drain to prevent erosion on the slope above
Oak Grove Field. As such, the proposed project would not result in physical deterioration of park
facilities; conversely, the project would repair and enhance this portion of the HWP. Moreover, the
Master EIR evaluated overall impacts to recreational facilities that would occur through Arroyo Seco
Master Plan implementation, and set forth five comprehensive mitigation measures as listed below.
No further analysis or mitigation measures are needed for this issue area in the project SEIR.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []
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Implementing the Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would both construct and expand
existing recreational facilities. The associated impacts are addressed throughout this document, and
mitigation measures for those impacts will be designed as needed in the project’s SEIR. Also, as
noted above, the Master EIR set forth mitigation measures for recreation facilities impacts, which
are listed below. Accordingly, no additional analysis for this issue area is necessary in this section of
the Initial Study or in the project’s SEIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

X

Measure Recreation — 1: Construction impacts on recreation resulting from temporary
closure of existing recreational facilities during construction and expansion of recreational
facilities shall be minimized through advance communication and redirection to the nearest
comparable facility within the Arroyo Seco. Prior to completion of final plans and
specifications, the City of Pasadena shall review the plans and specifications ensure that they
contain language requiring the construction contractor to ensure that signs be posted at
every entrance to the Arroyo Seco at least one month in advance of construction, indicating
the proposed construction schedule and alternative recreation facilities (including location
and hours of operation) located in the service area that can be used during the construction
period. This measure will be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena Department
of Public Works.

Measure Recreation — 2: Construction impacts on recreation from temporary closure of
appurtenant facilities, including restrooms, shall be minimized through advance
communication and redirection to the nearest comparable facility within the Arroyo Seco.
Prior to completion of final plans and specifications, the City of Pasadena shall review the
plans and specifications to ensure that they contain language requiring that signs be posted at
every restroom that is temporarily unavailable at least one month in advance of construction,
indicating the proposed construction schedule and alternative restroom facilities that can be
used during the construction period. The plans and specifications for each construction
project requiring temporary closure of existing restroom facilities shall specify that the
construction contractor shall be required to maintain temporary restroom facilities in place
throughout the duration of restroom closures resulting from construction or expansion of
restroom facilities. This measure will be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena
Department of Public Works.

Measure Recreation — 3: Construction impacts to recreation resulting from temporary
closure of play fields shall be minimized through advance communication and redirection to
the nearest comparable facility within the Arroyo Seco. Prior to completion of final plans
and specifications, the City of Pasadena shall review the plans and specifications to ensure
that they contain language requiring that signs be posted at every play field that is
temporarily unavailable at least one month in advance of construction, indicating the
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317

proposed construction schedule and alternative fields that can be used during the
construction period. This measure will be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena
Department of Public Works.

Measure Recreation — 4: Construction impacts to recreation resulting from temporary
closure of designated parking spaces shall be minimized through advance communication
and redirection to the nearest comparable facility within the Arroyo Seco. Prior to
completion of final plans and specifications, the City of Pasadena shall review the plans and
specifications to ensure that they contain language requiring that signs be posted at every
parking facility that is temporarily unavailable at least one month in advance of construction,
indicating the proposed construction schedule and alternative parking facilities that can be
used during the construction period. This measure will be monitored and enforced by the
City of Pasadena Department of Public Works.

Measure Recreation — 5: Construction impacts to recreation from temporary closures of
trails shall be minimized through advance communication and redirection to the nearest
comparable facility within the Arroyo Seco. Prior to completion of final plans and
specifications, the City of Pasadena shall review the plans and specifications to ensure that
they contain language requiring that signs be posted around all trail systems indicating that
they are temporarily unavailable at least one month in advance of construction and the
proposed construction schedule and alternative trails that can be used during the
construction period. This measure shall be monitored and enforced by the City of Pasadena
Department of Public Works.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

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

[

X [] [] [l [] []

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?

L]

X L] L] [l [] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would generate vehicle trips during
both construction and operation. During construction, workers would drive to and from the site,
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material deliveries would occur, and potentially haul trucks would be used for earth movement.
Upon opening of the proposed recreational facilities, an increase park patronage would result in an
increase of vehicle trips to and from the site.

The Arroyo Seco Master EIR evaluated the traffic and circulation impacts that would result from
build-out of the Arroyo Seco Master Plans (including the HWP Master Plan). The Master EIR
concluded that the Master Plans would not cause any significant traffic or circulation impacts, with
the implementation of mitigation measures to alleviate traffic conditions caused by events at the
Rose Bowl at three intersections: North Arroyo Boulevard and 1-210 WE On/Off Ramps, Linda
Vista Drive and Highland Avenue, and Linda Vista Drive and Oak Grove Drive. Build-out of the
Hahamongna Watershed Park was not projected to result in any traffic impacts and no mitigation
measures were required.

While the proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project consists entirely of
implementing improvements/activities identified in the HWP Master Plan, citcumstances may have
changed since the Master EIR traffic analysis was conducted. In addition, the Master EIR did not
consider project-level construction traffic impacts. Therefore, the project’s SEIR will analyze both
construction and operation phase traffic impacts. The project’s traffic impacts will be evaluated
pursuant to both the City of Pasadena’s Transportation Impact Review Current Practice and Guidelines
(PasDOT’s Guidelines)” and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s
Congestion Management Plan™.

‘. 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?

[] [] [] [] [l L] X

The Hahamongna Watershed Park is not within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport. Consequently, the proposed project would not affect any airport
facilities and would not cause a change in the directional patterns of aircraft. Therefore, the
proposed project would have no impact on air traffic patterns.

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

[] [] [] [] [l X []

3 Pasadena, City of, Department of Transportation. Transportation Impact Review Current Practice and Guidelines. August
2005.

3 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority. 2070 Congestion Management Plan. Adopted October 28,
2010.
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The subject area of the Hahamongna Watershed Park currently includes an internal roadway
network that takes access from the Oak Grove Drive/Foothill Boulevard intersection. Patrons of
the proposed recreational improvements would utilize this existing internal roadway network for
vehicular access. The only change in vehicular circulation proposed as part of the Hahamongna
Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project is the expanded patking area. The design of the expanded parking
area will be subject to the City’s design standards and would not include any hazardous design
features. Additionally, no incompatible uses are anticipated as a result of the proposed project.
Therefore, the proposed project would not cause any significant impacts related to traffic hazards.

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

The proposed project would not result in the elimination of a through-route or the narrowing of any
roadways. Furthermore, no temporary or permanent barriers are proposed on any streets or park
access drives. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in inadequate emergency access and
would cause no related impacts.

f Result in inadequate parking capacity?

L] L] X [] [l [] []

The project proposes to close the existing dirt overflow parking lot and to expand the existing
parking lot that is immediately east of the Oak Grove Field. The project’s SEIR will evaluate the
increase in parking demand that would be caused by the project and will determine if the proposed
parking plan would satisfy the existing and expected demand.

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

[] [] [] [] [l [] X

The proposed project does not conflict with any policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation and would not decrease the performance or safety of such facilities. Conversely, the
proposed project includes improving the Westside Perimeter Trail, which would assist the City in
implementing its pedestrian circulation plans.
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3.18 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

AND/OR

[] [] [] [] [l X []

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?

[] [] [] [] X L] []

The Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Mult-Use Project is not expected to exceed wastewater treatment
requirements nor would it exceed the wastewater-treatment service provider’s capacity to serve the
project, because it proposes no new wastewater-discharging uses (i.e., restrooms) beyond those
evaluated and approved in the Arroyo Seco Master Plan.

Wastewater-treatment service in the project area is provided jointly by the City of Pasadena and the
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County. The City maintains local sewer lines, which drain into
regional sewer lines maintained by the Sanitation Districts. Wastewater generated in Pasadena is
treated at either the Whittier Narrows Water Reclamation Plant (WRP) or the Los Coyotes WRP,
which are both operated by the Sanitation Districts. The Whittier Narrows WRP processes an
average flow of 7.6 million gallons/day (mgd) and has a design capacity of approximately 15 mgd,
while the Los Coyotes WRP currently processes an average flow of 31.8 mgd with a design capacity
of approximately 37.5 mgd.

Presently, the Oak Grove Drive sewer main is the only major line near the HWP. Wastewater is
collected at a sewage lift station, pumped through a force main and discharged into the nearby Oak
Grove sewer main.

Five restrooms would be renovated and four new restrooms constructed in the overall HWP Master
Plan. The proposed project would construct one new restroom on the site of the former Oak
Grove restroom building, which was totally destroyed by fire. That restroom is estimated to have 12
fixtures, including four toilets, two urinals, four sinks, and two water fountains, which would
together generate approximately 1,200 gallons per day (gpd) of wastewater.

All of the wastewater anticipated to be generated onsite would be classified as “domestic” sewage,
which meets the RWQCB’s NPDES requirements for wastewater and can be treated at both the
Whittier Narrows and Los Coyotes WRPs. Likewise, the volume of wastewater generated by the
proposed project is well within the treatment capacity of the WRPs. Finally, the Master EIR
included a mitigation measure (Measure Utilities and Service Systems — 1), which addresses long-
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term sewer system capacity, and which was determined to reduce impacts related to wastewater to
less than significant levels. Accordingly, the project would cause no significant impacts related to
wastewater treatment capacity. That mitigation measure is included at the end of this section. No
further analysis or mitigation would be required in the project’s SEIR.

Table 3.17.1
Wastewater Generation*
Use Size Daily Wgstewater Daily Wgstewater
Generation Rate Generation (gal)
Oak Grove Public Restroom 12 fixtures (estimated) 100 gal/fixture** 1200
Total 1200 gal/day

* Wastewater generation estimated based on maximum intensity of operation.

** Wastewater generation rate for the public restroom is sourced from the City of Los Angeles, L.4. CEQA Thresholds
Guide, Exchibit M.2-12, Sewage Generation Factors, Comfort Station: Public, available at http://www.cila.ca.us/ead/programs/
table of contents.htm, accessed June 7, 2012.

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

[] [] [] [] [l L] X

As discussed in sections 3.17(a), () and (d) the proposed project would slightly increase the demand
for water and wastewater service. However, the resulting increase in water/wastewater setrvice
demand is negligible in comparison to the existing service areas of the water and wastewater service
purveyors. In addition, the facilities currently maintained by the service purveyors are adequate to
serve the proposed increase in demand. Therefore, the proposed project would not require or result
in the construction or expansion of new water or wastewater treatment facilities off-site, and the
project would have no associated impacts. No further analysis or mitigation for this issue area
would be required in the project’s SEIR.

‘. Regquire or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which conld canse significant environmental effects?

[] [] [] [] [l X []

As explained in the Project Description and discussed in sections 3.4 (Biological Resources) and 3.10
(Hydrology) above, the proposed project includes storm water drainage improvements and repairs
to existing systems, specifically the Berkshire Creek restoration and the Foothill Drain repairs. This
work would control runoff, eliminate localized ponding of stormwater, reduce erosion, and improve
habitat and water quality within the project area. The potential environmental effects of these
drainage improvements are discussed within this IS and will be further evaluated in the appropriate
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environmental analysis sections of the project’s SEIR (e.g., the Biological Resource and Hydrology
sections). However, no new offsite stormwater drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities
are expected to be necessary resulting from the project improvements. No further analysis or
mitigation for this issue area would be required in the project’s SEIR.

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

[ [ [ [ [l X []

The Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would not requite new or expanded water
entitlements. Pasadena Water and Power (PWP) currently provides water to the HWP and would
provide water to all the uses anticipated in the proposed project.

PWP provides water service to the City of Pasadena and a limited number of customers in adjacent
unincorporated areas. On average, PWP delivers 37,094 acre-feet per year (AFY) of potable water.”
PWP’s water sources include:

®  Groundwater: PWP obtains approximately 40% of its annual water supply from groundwater in
the Raymond Basin. PWP has an adjudicated right to withdraw 12,807 AFY but is under a
basin-wide restriction, along with the other members of the Raymond Basin, to a gradual
reduction of the City’s decreed rights to 10,304 AF by July 1, 2013. However, PWP increases its
pumping rights by spreading surface water diversions in the Arroyo Seco and Eaton Canyon.
Based on the future reduction and historical spreading credits, PWP's extraction will be
approximately 12,500 AFY from the Raymond Basin. PWP is also evaluating additional
sources of water such as recycled water and tunnel water, and may enter into lease agreements
with other Raymond Basin members for excess groundwater.

m  Local Surface Water: PWP diverts surface water from the Arroyo Seco and Eaton Canyon to
spreading basins that recharge the Raymond Basin, which secures the additional pumping rights
from the Basin noted above.

m  Imported Water: PWP meets the balance of its customers’ water demand (approximately 60%
annually) with imported water from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
(MWD), managed by the state Department of Water Resources (DWR). The MWD’s water
sources are the Colorado River Aqueduct and the State Water Project (SWP). Total annual
MWD supplies range from a high of about 3.3 million acre-feet (MAF) to a low of 1.9 MAF
acre-feet, depending on the year and the scenario (e.g., “normal” year vs. dry year).

% Based on the average PWP total production over the last 10 years.
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The proposed project would result in an increase in water consumption over existing conditions,
since there would be a new restroom and new irrigation constructed for the playfield. This level of
water demand is consistent with the City’s water need projections and is accommodated for in the
City’s Urban Water Management Plan. PWP is expected to have sufficient water supplies to serve
the project site from existing water entitlements and resources. Accordingly, the impact of the
proposed project on water supply is less than significant. No further analysis or mitigation for this
issue area would be required in the project’s SEIR.

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

[] [] [] [] X [] []

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

[] [] [] [] X [] []

The proposed Hahamongna Multi-Benefit/Multi-Use Project would comply with all statutes and
regulations related to solid waste, and no adverse long-term impacts with respect to solid waste are
anticipated. Short-term impacts related to construction and materials disposal would likely occur,
but would not be expected to exceed federal, state or local thresholds for solid waste.

The City of Pasadena is served primarily by the Scholl Canyon landfill,* which accepts solid waste
including clean dirt and asphalt, and is permitted through 2025; the City is secondarily served by the
Puente Hills landfill, which was re-permitted in 2003 for 10 years. Solid waste generated on-site
would include construction and demolition materials and municipal solid waste.

Construction and operation of the project would incorporate Master EIR Mitigation Measures
Utilities and Service Systems-2 and 3, as listed below. These measures are intended to minimize the
quantity of solid waste delivered to landfills, thus minimizing the proposed project’s (as included in
the Arroyo Seco Master Plan) impacts on landfill capacity. With incorporation of these mitigation
measures, the proposed project would not cause any significant impacts related to solid waste.
Accordingly, no further analysis or mitigation for this issue area would be required in the project’s
SEIR.

Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Arroyo Seco Master Plan Master EIR:

X

Measure Utilities and Service Systems-1: The City of Pasadena shall ensure that the new
sewage collection system (including construction of three sewage lift stations) described for

3% See http:/ /www.lacsd.org/solidwaste/swfacilities /landfills /scholl /default.asp, accessed June 7, 2012.
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the proposed project is completed and operational prior to initiation of renovation and
construction of restroom facilities. Extant restroom facilities shall remain open during
construction of the new sewage collection system. The plans and specifications for each
construction project requiring temporary closure of existing restroom facilities shall specify
that the construction contractor shall be required to maintain temporary restroom facilities
in place throughout the duration of restroom closures resulting from construction or
expansion of recreation facilities. Renovated restrooms shall be connected to the newly
constructed and operational sewer facilities. New restrooms shall also be connected to the
newly constructed and operational sewer facilities. Once renovation and construction of
restroom facilities is completed, the City of Pasadena shall empty, clean, and backfill with
sand the three existing septic tanks currently serving the extant HWP restroom facilities.

= Measure Ultilities and Service Systems-2: Prior to completion of the plans and specifications,
the City of Pasadena shall ensure that the plans and specifications clearly state that the
construction contractor shall identify to the City of Pasadena Department of Public Works
and Transportation and implement programs for minimizing solid waste generated during
construction. These programs will include, at a minimum, recycling of asphalt and concrete
paving materials, balance of graded soil on site to the maximum extent feasible, and site
identification for any off-site cut or fill requirements including potentially significant impacts
and mitigation measures.

X Measure Utilities and Service Systems-3: The City of Pasadena shall implement and maintain
solid waste recycling programs within the Arroyo Seco following completion of construction
activities to minimize the amount of solid waste generated through passive and active
recreation use being diverted to landfills. Wherever trash receptacles are provided through
the Arroyo Seco, a recycling receptacle for plastic, aluminum, and metal shall also be
provided.  Signage encouraging patrons to recycle shall be posted proximate to each
recycling receptacle.

3.19 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prebistory?

[] [] X [] [l [] []

See Sections 3.4 and 3.5, above. The proposed project has the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment as a result of temporary impacts on natural habitat. In addition, the proposed project
has the potential to reduce habitat of wildlife species and uncover buried archaeological resources,
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including Native American (NA) resources. These potential impacts would be further analyzed in
the project’s SEIR.

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumunlatively considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future project)?

L] X L] [] [l [] []

The proposed project has the potential to result in impacts that are cumulatively considerable. The
project has the potential to contribute to cumulative aesthetic, air quality, biological resource,
hydrology, water quality, noise, and traffic impacts. The project’s SEIR will consider the cumulative
impacts that could result from the incremental impacts of the project being combined with the
impacts of other related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects. The
related projects to be considered in the SEIR will notably include (but will not be limited to) the Los
Angeles County Flood Control District’s proposed Devil’s Gate Reservoir Sediment Removal and
Management Project.

‘. Does the project have environmental effects which will canse substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

[] [] []

X [l []

[]

The proposed project has the potential to result in substantial adverse effects on human beings.
Specifically, construction activities could generate traffic, noise, and air quality impacts that could
affect nearby residents, students, and park patrons. Further analysis will be provided in the SEIR to
determine potentially significant impacts and, where feasible, the SEIR will identify mitigation
measures to reduce impacts to a less than significant level.
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