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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 
 

 
1. Project Title:  Pasadena City College Facilities Master Plan  
 
2. Lead Agency Name and Address:   
 

Pasadena Area Community College District 
1570 E. Colorado Boulevard  
Pasadena, CA 91106-2003 

 
3. Contact Person and Phone Number: 
 

Richard van Pelt, Director 
Facilities Services 
626-585-7277 

 
4. Project Location: 
 

The College is located within the City of Pasadena and is bordered by E. Colorado Boulevard on 
the north, S. Bonnie Ave on the east, and E. Del Mar Blvd. on the south, and S. Hill Ave on the 
west.   Figure 1 shows the regional location of Pasadena City College; Figure 2 shows the 
vicinity. 

 
5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: 

 
Pasadena Area Community College District 
Attention: Richard van Pelt 
1570 E. Colorado Boulevard  
Pasadena, CA 91106-2003 

 
6. General Plan Designation: Institutional 
 
7. Zoning:  PS – Public Service 
 
8. Description of the Project:   
 

Remove the existing Music Building (K Building) and the existing Technology Building (T 
Building). Construct a new Arts Building and a new Industrial Technology Building.   Construct a 
new five floor parking structure, with one level below grade, on Bonnie Avenue, about mid-way 
between Colorado and Del Mar Boulevards. Add a multi-purpose physical education field 
alongside the parking structure at Bonnie and Del Mar. 
Replace the existing Campus Center with a new facility to house the Campus Café, security 
office, Associated Student offices, student copy center and coffee bar, a Campus bookstore, and 
Student Business Office.  Renovate spaces on the first floor of the E Building; the first, third and 
fifth floors of the R Building, the Boiler House; the V Building; the W Building; and the Z Building. 
Renovate and upgrade utilities systems and services. Figure 3 shows the locations of campus 
buildings. 
 
 
Create an East Campus Gateway at the east edge of the campus that will simultaneously (1) 



 2 

improve circulation along Bonnie Avenue and provide a temporary bus parking area for the 
athletic teams adjacent to the proposed practice field, the stadium, and to the proposed Arts 
Building.  Create a West Campus Gateway to improve the operational efficiency of the Hill 
Avenue/Green Street intersection, provide a student drop-off facility adjacent to the proposed 
new Campus Center entrance, and Quad connection.  Also provide enhanced landscaping, 
signage and hardscapes. 
 
All remodeling, reconstruction, and reconfiguring activities will occur on the PCC campus.   Work 
will occur in phases to enable the ongoing function of the campus. 
 
Additional information about the Master Plan and Project List is available on the PCC website: 
www.paccd.cc.ca.us/community/masterplan.htm 
 

 
9. Surrounding Land uses and Setting:  The entire area surrounding the College is 

urbanized.  Surrounding land uses immediately adjacent to the College are: residential and 
commercial to the east; residential to the south; institutional and commercial to the west; and 
commercial on Colorado Boulevard to the north.   

 
10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing 

approval, or participation agreement): 
 

City of Pasadena—transportation improvements, utility services. 
 

11. Use of this Checklist as a screening tool: 
 
 This Environmental Checklist will be used to perform a preliminary assessment of likely 

environmental impacts, based on the level of information now available about the Master Plan 
and its components, and to provide a means for focusing the EIR.  This assessment of 
environmental topics will result in three possible conclusions that define the composition of the 
EIR: 
1. Environmental topics for which ” No Impacts” are identified will not be addressed in the EIR.  
2. Where impacts are shown in this Checklist to be “Less than Significant”, the EIR will provide 

a brief summary of why the impacts are less than significant.  It will also identify assumptions, 
such as compliance with regulatory requirements or permits, by which the Lead Agency has 
determined that impacts would be less than significant.  

3. Where impacts are shown in this Checklist to be “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially 
Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated“, the EIR was assess the environmental topic in 
detail, define mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to less than significant, and 
identify whether residual impacts (after mitigation) would be significant.  

 
12. Scoping Meeting 
  
 A Scoping Meeting will be held: 

October 10, 2002  
4:00 pm to 6:30 pm  
at The Circadian, in the Campus Center (Building CC) 
(Northwest corner of Pasadena City College campus) 
1570 E. Colorado Boulevard  
Pasadena, CA 91106-2003 
The meeting will be in open-house format. 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 
1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are 

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

 
2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as 

on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as 
well as operational impacts. 

 
3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then 

the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated, or less than significant.  "Potentially Significant 
Impact’ is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.  If 
there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is 
made, an EIR is required. 

 
4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where 

the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially 
Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact."  The lead agency must describe 
the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than 
significant level (mitigation measures from Section 17, "Earlier Analysis," may be cross-
referenced). 

 
5) Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 

process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative 
declaration.  Section 15063(c)(3) (D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the 
following: 

 
(a) Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for 

review. 
 

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

 
(c) Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are "Less than Significant with 

Mitigation Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures that were 
incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which 
they address the site-specific conditions for the project. 

  
6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 

sources for potential impacts (e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances).  Reference to a 
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previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference 
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.  

 
7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources 

used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 
 
8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; 

however, lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that 
are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected. 

 
9) The explanation of each issue should identify: (a) the significance criteria or threshold, if 

any, used to evaluate each question; and (b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to 
reduce the impact to less than significant.  
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1.  AESTHETICS.  Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista?     

 
The Pasadena City College (PCC) campus is located in an urban area, surrounded by residential, 
institutional and commercial land uses.  The topography of the Campus is generally flat and there are no 
nearby scenic vistas. The Master Plan provides for new construction, renovation of existing buildings, a 
new parking structure, as well as other minor physical changes to the Campus.  Proposed buildings 
would be similar in height to existing buildings. Views from the Campus to the San Gabriel Mountains to 
the north of the Campus would be similar to existing conditions. Consequently, significant impacts to 
vistas are not anticipated.   
 
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings, 
and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

    

 
The project does not affect a state scenic highway.  
 
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its surroundings?     

 
Pasadena City College is an important visual resource in the city of Pasadena. A concern of the master 
planning effort has been to ensure architectural individuality while at the same time maintaining an 
overall thematic compatibility among the proposed new buildings and renovation of existing buildings.  
Consequently, implementation of the Master Plan is anticipated to have a beneficial impact on the visual 
character or quality of the site and its surroundings.  
 
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

    

 
The Master Plan proposes new construction of buildings and facilities that could be potential sources of 
light and glare.  It is anticipated that new lighting would generally be confined to the project site, highly 
focused and shielded as necessary. It is not expected that highly reflective or glare-producing materials 
would be used.   Mitigation measures will be developed and specified during the preparation of the EIR 
to ensure that significant impacts would not occur  
 
2. AGRICULTURE 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 Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

    

 
The project site does not contain or affect agricultural lands. 
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b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act contract?      

 
The project site does not contain or affect lands zoned for agricultural use, nor affect any Williamson Act 
contracts. 
 
c) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or nature, could 
result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural 
use? 

    

 
Please see the response to question 2.a. 
 
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?     

 
The Master Plan proposes new construction and renovation of existing buildings through the year 2010.  
Implementation of the Master Plan is not expected to conflict with or obstruct the implementation of any 
air quality plans.  PCC has a traffic management program and also provides shuttle service to its 
Community Education Center at Foothill Boulevard and I-210.  It is anticipated that the shuttle service 
will be rerouted to serve the new Gold Line LRT station at Allen Avenue.  There may be temporary short-
term impacts arising from construction that require mitigation.  Please see the response to question 3.b. 
 
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

    

 
The project is located in the South Coast Air Quality Basin, which does not meet several federal air 
quality standards.  The Basin is designated a non-attainment area for ozone, carbon monoxide, and 
PM10 (particulate matter that is 10 microns or less in diameter).  Past experience has shown that air 
pollutants generated by construction and renovation activities (especially for PM10) may exceed the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District’s thresholds of impact. In some cases, mitigation 
measures may not be sufficient to avoid PM10 impacts.  The EIR will identify the period of maximum 
construction activity and assess the air quality impacts for that period.   In addition the EIR will assess 
the long-term air quality impacts arising from additional vehicular traffic created by the increased student 
and employee populations.  The EIR also will evaluate the potential air quality impact associated with the 
new parking structure.  Preliminary design of the parking structure and the PCC parking management 
program include provisions that reduce the potential for the concentration of carbon monoxide that can 
occur if there were extended periods of vehicle idling. 
 
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project 
region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard (including releasing 
emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 
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The EIR analyses will address whether cumulative air quality impacts would arise from implementation 
of the Master Plan and related projects in the area.  
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations?     

 
Please see responses to questions 3.b and 3.c. 
 
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people?     

 
During the construction of the project, it is anticipated that the use of materials such as tar for parking lot 
surfaces and roof pitching will be unavoidable.  This may cause a temporary objectionable odor during 
some periods of construction.  Additionally, there is the potential that the Industrial Technology 
department may use materials that could generate objectionable odors.  New facilities for the Industrial 
Technology program are assumed to include state-of-the art air handling devices.  These issues will be 
assessed in the EIR. 
 
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? 

    

 
A search of the California Natural Diversity Database has shown that there is no known candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species nor their habitat present on the PCC campus.  However, there is a 
potential for migratory birds to nest on the campus and, if nests were disturbed during the nesting 
season, significant impacts (under the Migratory Bird Act) could occur.  The EIR will assess whether 
nests are present on campus. It is assumed that a common prescriptive measure to preclude impacts 
under such situations (which requires a follow-up review of potential nesting sites just before 
construction and makes provisions to avoid disturbance if nest are occupied) will be adopted as part as 
project approval. 
 
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in 
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or U. S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

    

 
No riparian habitat exists at PCC.  No sensitive natural communities are listed in the California Natural 
Diversity Database.  Please see the response to question 4.a regarding the Migratory Bird Act.  
 
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

 
There are no wetlands on the PCC campus and there are no project elements that would affect wetlands 
in the region. 
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d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

    

 
The campus is located in an urban area and is surrounded by developed properties.  There are no 
physical linkages that would enable the campus to serve as a wildlife corridor.  There is some potential 
that the campus serves migratory bird populations; see response 4.a. 
 
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

 
The Master Plan includes provisions for general landscape improvements, and individual landscaping 
plans for each new or renovated facilities will be prepared.  It is assumed that these plans will be 
consistent with the applicable ordinances of the City of Pasadena.   
 
f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community 
Plan, other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

    

 
There are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Conservation Community Plans or other 
types of similar plans present in project study area.  Therefore there would be no conflicts with any such 
plan. 
 
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in Section 
15064.5? 

    

 
Pasadena City College was established in 1924 and some of the campus facilities appear to be historic.  
The EIR will identify those buildings that would be determined as historic by the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, assess whether implementation of the Master Plan would have adverse effects, 
and identify mitigation measures that would be necessary to reduce impacts to less than significant 
levels. 
 
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 
Section 15064.5?  

    

 
A records search of the area via the California Historical Resource Information System (CHRIS) has 
been initiated, but results are not yet available.  Previous construction on the campus would likely have 
disturbed archeological resources if they existed.  It is possible that new construction may require 
ground disturbance in areas, or at depths, that have not been previously affected.  Thus, it is possible 
that archaeological resources may exist on the project site.  The EIR will report the results of the CHRIS 
research and the potential for encountering resources during construction. It is assumed that a common 
prescriptive measure to preclude impacts (which addresses the potential for encountering previously  
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unknown resources during the construction process) will be adopted as part of project approval. 
 
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature? 

    

 
Initial consultation with the Los Angeles County Museum of Natural History indicates there is a very low 
likelihood of encountering unique paleontological resources on the PCC campus.  It is assumed that a 
common prescriptive measure to preclude impacts (which addresses the potential for encountering 
previously unknown resources during the construction process) will be adopted as part of project 
approval.  There are no indications of unique geological features on the campus. 
 
d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries?     

 
No cemeteries are located on the project site and it is not anticipated human remains would be 
encountered. However, it is possible that deep excavations could result in unanticipated encounter with 
human remains, which could be a significant impact.  It is assumed that a common measure to preclude 
impacts (which requires that human remains be assessed by the County Coroner’s Office and possibly 
by Native American representatives) will be adopted as part of project approval.  
 
6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, 
injury, or death involving:  
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the 
area or based on other substantial evidence of a known 
fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

    

 
The nearest fault to Pasadena City College is the Raymond Fault, which is approximately one mile away.  
The PCC campus does not fall within the 50-foot boundary of the fault, as defined by the Alquist-Priolo 
Map. There are no elements of the Master Plan that would cause rupture of a fault.    
 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     
 
PCC is located in a seismically active region and could be subject to severe ground shaking during an 
earthquake.  It is assumed that the design of proposed improvements would be in accordance with 
applicable federal, sate or local seismic standards and that compliance with these standards would 
reduce impacts to less than significant levels, within the limits of such standards.  It is assumed that 
requirements for such compliance will be adopted as part of project approval. 
 
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction?     

 
The nearest identified liquefaction zone is approximately two miles away.  It is assumed that the design 
of proposed improvements would be in accordance with applicable federal, sate or local standards that 
address seismic-related ground failure and that compliance with these standards would reduce impacts 
to less than significant levels, within the limits of such standards.  It is assumed that requirements for  
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such compliance will be adopted as part of project approval. 
 
 

iv) Landslides?     
 
PCC is located on relatively flat terrain and there are no adjacent hillsides.  There is virtually no 
possibility of landslides occurring in the project area. 
 
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil?     

 
Excavation and grading required for proposed facilities could expose soil to wind and water erosion 
during the construction period.  However, the area of soil that could be exposed at any one time during 
the construction process would be limited to the footprint of the new buildings or parking structure—a 
few thousand square feet.  It is also assumed that a common prescriptive measure to preclude impacts 
(which requires that construction occurs under Best Management Practices and that site-specific erosion 
control programs be developed for each facility) will be adopted as part of project approval.  
 
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of 
the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or 
collapse? 

    

 
The excavations required to accommodate project structures would disrupt the underlying soil.   
Sloughing of surface and unstable soil zones could occur within temporary excavations if proper 
procedures are not followed.   The EIR will identify the soil and geologic characteristics of the site; 
describe the geologic character of the subsurface materials and identify potential impacts resulting from 
landform modifications required for excavation.  It is assumed that common prescriptive measures (such 
as requiring that all earthwork and grading meet the requirements of state and local codes, be 
performed in accordance with the recommendations in the site-specific geotechnical investigations, and 
that excavation and shoring systems would also meet the minimum requirements of the Occupation 
Safety and Health standards) will be adopted as part of project approval.    
 
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

    

 
Information on this question is not yet available.  Geotechnical investigations will be conducted to 
determine whether expansive soils, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code, are located 
on the project site.  The results of the investigations will be summarized in the EIR and measures to 
mitigate potential hazards due to expansive soils that might be present at the site will be identified. 
 
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? 

    

 
The Master Plan does not include septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Wastewater 
generated by the developments proposed by the Master Plan would be discharged into local City of  
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Pasadena sewer lines.   
 
 
7. 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? 

    

 
Implementation of the Master Plan would require demolition or alteration of buildings that may contain 
hazardous materials such as asbestos and lead paint, as well as removal of asphalt and concrete.  The 
current and past functioning of buildings may include the use or disposal of hazardous materials.  The 
operation and maintenance of construction machinery and equipment may require the transport and use 
of hazardous materials, which could result in soil or water contamination.  Additionally, repair and routine 
maintenance of existing and proposed campus facilities could require the use of some hazardous 
chemicals or materials.  Although it is assumed that materials have been or would be properly stored, 
handled, and disposed of in accordance with all applicable laws, the magnitude of demolition, 
construction and renovation warrants further evaluation.  It is anticipated that implementation of the 
Master Plan would not substantially increase the amount of hazardous materials.  The EIR will evaluate 
potential hazardous materials impacts in additional detail and define any necessary mitigation. 
 
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

    

 
Please see the response to question 7.a. 
 
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous 
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

    

 
The project site itself is an educational facility.  There is a private school and a charter school adjacent to 
the Campus, and there are one elementary and one middle school located approximately one-half mile 
away.  The College operates a Child Development Center at the corner of Holliston Avenue and Green 
Street.  The California Institute of Technology is located adjacent of the project site, 
  
Implementation of the Master Plan also includes construction of a new Industrial Technology Building 
that would replace the existing Industrial Technology facility.  Activities that are associated with the 
current and future program are automotive repair/construction, machine shops, and laboratories for 
printing, welding, and building construction. These activities can generate hazardous waste.  The 
activities have previously been handled according to hazardous waste material handling regulations and 
OSHA standards, and will continue to do so.  Therefore it is not anticipated that implementation of the 
Master Plan would generate or emit hazardous materials to a significantly greater degree than now exits. 
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? 

    

 
PCC is not located on a hazardous site, although there are various locations on the campus that include 
hazardous materials.  The results of an electronic database search of listings maintained by federal, 
state, and local agencies of locations with known or suspected hazardous material contamination, use of 
hazardous or toxic materials and regulated wastes, discharge or spillage incidents, discharge permits, 
landfills, and storage tanks will be reported in the EIR.  It is assumed that PCC will continue to comply 
with hazardous materials handling regulations, which reduces risk to less than significant levels.  It is not 
anticipated that implementation of the Master Plan would create potential risk exposures significantly 
greater than now exit. 
 
e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
2 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? 

    

 
PCC is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of an existing airport. 
 
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for 
people residing or working in the project area? 

    

 
PCC is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a private airstrip. 
 
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

    

 
Implementation of the Master Plan should not impair the implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.  As new buildings are constructed or 
as existing buildings are renovated, their individual emergency evacuations plans would be created or 
revised.  The overall campus plans would be revised periodically, as needed, to account for 
implementation of the Master Plan. 
 
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? 

    

 
The project site is not located near any wildlands or forested areas that could pose a hazard in the event 
of a fire. 
 
 
8.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements?     
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Potential sources of water pollution include chemicals used in campus buildings, fertilizers used in 
landscaping, or chemicals used in construction activities.  PCC currently operates its facilities in 
compliance with water quality standards and discharge requirements and will continue to do so.  It is 
assumed that the construction process will include provisions for compliance with water quality and 
discharge standards of state and local agencies.  The EIR will discuss in further detail the potential 
impacts associated with construction and define the mitigation measures and permit compliance 
necessary to address water quality standards and waste discharge requirements. 
 
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such 
that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a 
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop 
to a level which would not support existing land uses or 
planned uses for which permits have been granted)? 

    

 
Although implementation of the Master Plan could include increases in student enrollment and 
employment, this increased demand is not expected to substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
place a substantial strain on the water production capacity of the City of Pasadena.  Implementation of 
the Master Plan is not expected to substantially change the amount of impervious surface on the PCC 
campus and thus would not have a significant impact of the ability of the campus to serve as a 
groundwater recharge area.  No significant changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate 
and amount of surface water runoff are anticipated.  Generally, the replacement and remodeled 
buildings will have cumulative water and wastewater demands that are similar to existing conditions. 
 
The EIR will discuss in further detail any potential impacts associated with ground water supplies. 
 
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

    

 
The overall drainage patterns of the Campus are not expected to change.  There are no streams or 
rivers on the campus.  Drainage patterns currently include discharge into City of Pasadena storm sewers 
and implementation of the Master Plan would continue this practice.  Generally, the replacement and 
remodeled buildings will have cumulative drainage demands that are similar to existing conditions. 
 
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 that would 
result in flooding on- or off-site? 

    

 
Please see the response to questions 8.b and 8.c. 
 
e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff? 

    

 
Please see the response to questions 8.b and 8.c. 
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f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
 
PCC currently operates its facilities in compliance with water quality standards and will continue to do so.  
Temporary water quality impacts could potentially occur during construction.  It is assumed that a 
common prescriptive measure to preclude temporary water quality impacts (which requires that 
construction occurs under Best Management Practices and that site-specific erosion control programs 
be developed for each facility) will be adopted as part of project approval.  
 
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area 
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation 
map? 

    

 
There are no housing elements in the Master Plan thus implementation of the plan would not place 
housing in a 100-year flood hard zone.  PCC currently owns residential properties on the east side of 
Bonnie Avenue.  This is an area that is designated “undetermined but possible flood hazard area” 
according to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).  
 
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 
structures that would impede or redirect flood flows?     

 
Implementation of the Master Plan would not place any structures in the 100-year flood hazard zone. 
The area that PCC is in is designated as an “undetermined but possible flood hazard area” according to 
the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).   
 
i)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

    

 
The nearest dam to PCC is Eaton Wash Dam, which is 1.75 miles north of the campus.  In the event of 
the failure of Eaton Dam, water would be channeled in a southerly direction through the channelized 
Eaton Wash, which is at least 1 mile from the PCC campus. There is very little possibility of flooding at 
PCC from dam failure.  
 

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     
 
Because Eaton Dam is designed to flow into Easton Wash, it is highly unlikely that a seiche or mudflow 
would occur in the PCC area.  PCC is more than 20 miles from the Pacific Ocean, and so is not subject 
to impacts of a tsunami wave. 
 

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community?     
 
Implementation of the Master Plan would not physically divide an established community.  Proposed 
development and new facilities would be located within the current and historic boundaries of Pasadena 
City College. 
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b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy 
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

    

 
PCC is considered an institutional land use under the City of Pasadena General Plan.  It is zoned “PS” 
for Public – Semi Public. 
 
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation 
plan or natural communities conservation plan?     

 
There are no habitat conservation plans or natural communities conservation plan located in the study 
area and surrounding vicinity, therefore there is no conflict between the project and any applicable plans.  
 

10.  MINERAL RESOURCES.   Would the project:   

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

    

 
There are no known mineral resources on the PCC campus. Implementation of the Master Plan would 
not result in the loss of resources of value to the region and state.     
 
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a 
local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

    

 
There are no known mineral resources on the PCC campus   There is no mention of mineral resources 
recovery in relation to Pasadena City College or the surrounding area in the City of Pasadena General 
Plan. 
 

11.  NOISE.  Would the project result in: 

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

    

 
Construction activities would result in temporary, intermittent high noise levels that could be annoying to 
persons, businesses, and institutions in the vicinity.  Impacts to noise-sensitive receptors could be 
significant depending on the duration of construction activities and the extent of potential noise level 
increases above ambient levels.  The EIR will report on the anticipated noise levels that could occur 
during construction. 
 
Implementation of the Master Plan could result in increases in traffic on local streets due to anticipated 
increases in enrollment and employment. Generally a doubling of traffic volumes is required for a 
noticeable increase in noise levels to occur.  Since the forecasted increases in enrollment and 
employment would not be sufficient to double traffic volumes, significant traffic noise impacts are not 
anticipated.  
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise 
levels? 

    

 
Construction activities, including trucks traveling to and from the project site, could generate 
groundbourne vibration and noise.  However, construction impacts would be temporary and short-term.  
Additionally, the most potentially-noticeable occurrences of groundborne vibration/noise levels are likely 
to be limited to the grading and excavation phases of the project.  In addition, these levels rapidly 
diminish in intensity over distance, so the potential for groundborne vibration/noise to be felt outside of 
the campus is very low. 
 
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

    

 
There are no elements in the Master Plan that would result in a substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels.  PCC imposes noise restrictions in its parking structures.  This restriction 
substantially reduces the potential for frequent noise events associated with the proposed garage to 
increase ambient noise levels in the vicinity.  Traffic increases associated with implementation the 
Master Plan should not create enough additional tripmaking to result in an increase in ambient noise 
levels. 
 
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 

    

 
Temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels could occur during construction. Please see the 
response to question 11.a. 
 
 
e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
2 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? 

    

 
The proposed project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public use 
airport. 
 
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? 

    

 
The proposed project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a private 
airstrip. 
 
12.  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)? 
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Implementation of the Master Plan could result in increased enrollment and employment at the college, 
and thus there is some potential to increase population growth in the area.  However, the percent of 
increase associated with the Master Plan is miniscule in comparison to the current and forecasted 
population and employment in five cities that compromise the Pasadena Area Community College 
District or the Los Angeles region.  Accordingly, implementation of the Master Plan can be reasonably 
expected to have less than significant impacts. 
 
 
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

    

 
Implementation of the Master Plan does not contain any elements that would require displacement of 
substantial numbers of existing housing.  The individual elements of the Master Plan will occur within 
existing PCC property.  
 
c)  Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

    

 
See response to question 12.b. 
 
13.  PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically altered government 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?     
 
Implementation of the Master Plan could incrementally increase the demand for fire protection services 
due to increases in the student and employee populations on the campus. However, implementation of 
the Master Plan would result in the number of structures on the PCC campus being nearly identical to 
current conditions.  Since the number of structures remains nearly constant, a substantial need for new 
equipment, facilities, or personnel is not expected. Fire protection is provided from a new City of 
Pasadena facility on Del Mar Avenue, less than one block from the PCC campus 
 

b) Police protection?     
 
Implementation of the Master Plan could incrementally increase the demand for police protection 
services due to increases in the student and employee population on the campus.  This issue will be 
further evaluated in the EIR. 
 

c) Schools?     
 
There are no elements of the Master Plan that would directly generate significant increases in student 
enrollment in the school districts of the cities that comprise the Pasadena Area Community College 
District.  Population growth in the area, and thus demand for schools, is much more driven by 
employment, economic and migration factors than by the proposed improvements. 
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d) Parks?     
 
There are no elements of the Master Plan that would substantially increase the use of or demand for 
offsite parks and recreational facilities.  Additionally, the Master Plan includes renovation of existing PCC 
athletic facilities and creating a new one.  These facilities are available for public use, which would have 
a beneficial impact on recreational resources in the area.  
 
 

e) Other public facilities?     
 
There are no elements of the Master Plan that would be expected to result in the development of or 
substantial alteration to other public facilities.   
 
14.  RECREATION.  
 
a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

    

 
See the response to question 13.d above. 
 
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

    

 
The Master Plan includes the construction of a new soccer field and the relocation/reconstruction of the 
tennis courts.  The soccer fields will replace a portion of an existing parking lot along Bonnie Avenue, 
which may result in at least one beneficial impact to the environment due to a decrease in impermeable 
surfaces. Tennis courts will be relocated from ground level to the roof of the new Industrial Technology 
Building.  This will result in a more efficient use of land.  No adverse effects to the environment are 
expected.  
 
15.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC.  Would the project: 

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in 
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the 
street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in 
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity 
ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

    

 
Implementation of the Master Plan may increase student enrollment and employment, which would 
logically increase traffic volumes in the area. In addition, the opening of the Gold Line LRT station at 
Allen Avenue in 2003 is expected to modify traffic levels and patterns in the area.  The EIR will identify 
the existing and future levels of service at local street intersections and at nearby freeway interchanges 
by comparing traffic conditions with and without the Master Plan projects, and accounting for forecasted 
traffic growth in the area.  City of Pasadena criteria will be used to determine if the changes associated 
with implementation of the Master Plan result in significant traffic impacts.  Mitigation measures will be 
identified as necessary to reduce impacts to less than significant levels.  The analysis will also address  
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the cumulative impacts due to traffic generated by the project, background growth, and related projects. 
 
b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level 
of service standard established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated roads or highways? 

    

 
Please see the response to question 15.a. 
 
 
 
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location 
that results in substantial safety risks? 

    

 
There are no elements of the Master Plan that would change air traffic patterns or volumes. 
 
d) Substantially increase hazards to a design feature 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g. farm equipment)? 

    

 
Implementation of the Master Plan could increase the amount of traffic flowing through intersections 
around the PCC campus, some of which currently have less-than-optimal signalization for traffic and 
pedestrian movements.  The traffic analysis to be conducted for the EIR will address both traffic and 
pedestrian volumes at intersections and identify mitigation measures to reduce significant impacts 
and/or improve safety. 
 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     
 
Implementation of the Master Plan should not impair the implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan or result in inadequate emergency 
access. As new buildings are constructed or as existing buildings are renovated, their individual 
emergency evacuation plans would be created or revised.  The overall campus emergency access plans 
would be revised periodically, as needed, to account for implementation of the Master Plan. 
 

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?     
 
A new 2,000 (approximate) space parking structure is to built adjacent to Bonnie Avenue to 
accommodate a portion of the forecasted parking demand associated with the Master Plan.  This will 
entail loss of current surface parking and temporary parking will need to be provided.  An overall 
construction schedule for implementing the Master Plan will be developed to provide as much parking as 
possible during the various phases of work, so that at a minimum the current level of available parking, 
or similar levels, are maintained throughout the implementation process.    
 
g) Conflict with adopted policies supporting 
alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle 
racks)? 

    

 
PCC currently provides shuttle service between the main campus on Colorado Boulevard and the 
Community Education Center on Foothill Boulevard, near I-210.  The shuttle will be rerouted to connect  
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to the Pasadena Gold Line’s Allen Avenue Station when it opens in 2003.  Implementation of the Master 
Plan would not conflict with any adopted policies supporting alternative transportation.   
 
16.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  Would the project: 

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

 
Implementation of the Master Plan is not expected to generate wastewater that would exceed 
wastewater treatment requirements of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board.  PCC 
currently functions in compliance with that agency’s requirements and there are no elements of the 
Master Plan than would not be able to meet those requirements.  
 
b) Require or result in the construction of new water 
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

 
Preliminary discussions indicate that the water and wastewater demands resulting from implementation 
of the Master Plan should be able to be accommodated within the current or planned capacities of 
providers and that implementation of the Master Plan would not induce the need for new facilities or 
expansions.  Documentation of these conclusions will be provided in the EIR. 
 
 
c) Require or result in the construction of new storm 
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, 
the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

    

 
Since the Master Plan includes new buildings on previously-occupied sites and reconstructing existing 
buildings, the net amount of stormwater drainage is expected to be similar to existing conditions. 
Preliminary discussions indicate that the stormwater demands resulting from implementation of the 
Master Plan should be able to be accommodated within the current or planned capacities of providers 
and that implementation of the Master Plan would not induce the need for new facilities or expansions.  
Documentation of these conclusions will be provided in the EIR. 
 
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 
the project from existing entitlements and resources, or 
are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

    

 
 
Although implementation of the Master Plan could include increases in student enrollment and 
employment, this increased demand is not expected to substantially deplete water supplies or place a 
substantial strain on the water production capacity of the City of Pasadena.  Implementation of the 
Master Plan is not expected to require new or expanded entitlements and resources.  Documentation of 
these conclusions will be provided in the EIR.  
 
e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider that 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? 
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Since the Master Plan includes new buildings on previously-occupied sites and reconstructed existing 
buildings, the net amount of in wastewater treatment demand is expected to be similar to existing 
conditions. Preliminary discussions indicate that the wastewater treatment demands resulting from 
implementation of the Master Plan should be able to be accommodated within the current or planned 
capacities of providers and that implementation of the Master Plan would not induce the need for new 
facilities or expansions.  Documentation of these conclusions will be provided in the EIR. 
 
 
 
  
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste 
disposal needs? 

    

 
Area landfills are expected to have adequate capacity to accommodate the incremental increase in 
waste generation associated with additional students and employee populations.  Demolition materials 
that must be disposed are also expected to be accommodated within the appropriate class of landfills in 
the region.   
 
g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste?     

 
PCC operates in compliance with federal, state and local statues and regulations related to solid waste.  
There are no elements of the Master Plan that would compromise the ability to continue to do so.    
 
17.  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 
prehistory? 

    

 
Implementation of the Master Plan has the potential to temporarily degrade the quality of the 
environment, either during the construction period or in the long term.  The EIR will report the impact 
analyses conducted to determine whether impacts are significant, as well as mitigations measures, 
required permits and regulatory compliances that would reduce impacts to less than significant levels.  
Construction activities have the potential to affect avian habitat.  The EIR will report the impact analyses 
conducted to determine whether impacts are significant, as well as mitigations measures, required 
permits and regulatory compliances that would reduce construction period impacts to less than 
significant levels. 
 
Implementation of the Master Plan is not expected to have significant impacts that would cause fish or 
wildlife populations to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. 
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable?  ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in connection with 
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 

    

 
Air pollution and traffic generated by the implementation of the Master Plan and other development in 
the area could result in significant cumulative impacts.  The issue of cumulative effect will be address in 
the EIR.  
 
c) Does the project have environmental effects that 
will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

    

 
During construction, there could be temporary, short-term air quality and noise impacts that could have 
an adverse effect on persons in the immediate vicinity.  The project site could experience strong seismic 
ground shaking in the event of an earthquake that could pose a threat to occupants of campus buildings. 
The EIR will address impacts to human beings, along with the mitigations measures, required permits 
and regulatory compliances that would reduce impacts to less than significant levels. 
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