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2. Instruct County Counsel to prepare necessary findings to affirm the Regional 

Planning Commission’s approval of Conditional Use Permit No. 200700146, 
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PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION  OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 

 Establish development standards that ensure future development on the subject 
property will be compatible with the goals and policies of the Altadena 
Community Plan.  

 
 The proposed project would be consistent with the land use policy of the 

Altadena Community Plan in providing opportunities for new moderate density  
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STAFF USE ONLY 
PROJECT NUMBER(S) 

 

 

 

 

INITIAL STUDY QUESTIONNAIRE 
 

 

A. GENERAL INFORMATION 
 

  

Project Applicant (Owner):  Project Representative: 

   

Name:  The Episcopal Home Communities  Name:  Carolyn Ingram Seitz & Associates 

                            Carolyn Ingram Seitz 

Address:  1609 West Valley Blvd. Suite 328  Address:  PO Box 265 

              Alhambra, CA 91803                Altadena, California 91003-0265 

   

Phone Number: (626) 821-3776 
 

 Phone Number:  (626) 345-1233 

1a. Project Description: 

The project site consists of 15 parcels totaling approximately eight acres.  All existing on-
site uses have been removed, with the exception of Gloria’s Cottage and 14 single-family 
homes.  Construction will consist of 238 units of assisted and independent senior living 
facilities on six acres, and 40 senior apartment units on two acres.  Parking will be 
provided with at-grade structures and lots, and a 280 parking space subterranean garage.  
Facilities will provide a campus-like environment oriented around courtyards and 
gardens.    

 

1b. 

 
Permit/Approval sought: 
 
 
 

• Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 
• Oak Tree Permit 
• Permit for 14% Density Bonus 

2. Location of Project 

1 entire block bounded on the north by Calaveras St., west by El Molino Ave., south by 
Alameda St. and east by Crawford Ave., in the unincorporated Altadena area of Los 
Angeles County  

  

3a. Present Zoning R-2, Two Family Residence, A-1, Light Agriculture 

3b. Countywide General Plan designation: None 

3c. Community Plan Land Use designation: I-Institutions, 2-Low Density 
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4a. Present use of site: 
Six acres currently occupied by a senior assisted living facility and skilled nursing facility.  
Remaining two acres are occupied by 14 single-family residences. 

  

4b. Previous use of site or structure: 

The project site has been used as a senior assisted living/skilled nursing 
facility since 1912?  The single-family residential structures have existed on 
the site since the 1920? 

  

 
5. Please list all previous cases (if any) related to this project: ZEC 5963-(5), CUP 1745-(5), PkP 35-(5) 

  

 
6. 

 
Other related permit/approvals required. Specify type and granting agency: 

Building & Safety, State 
Licensing for Continuing Care 
Residential Facilities 

  

7. Are you planning future phases of this project?  Yes   No If yes, please explain:   

  

8. Project area: 8.19 gross acres 

  Total Area: 356,933 sf 

  Covered by structures, paving: 220,472 sf (61.8% of lot) 

  Landscaping, open space: 136,461 sf (38.2% of lot) 

9. Number of floors: Four floors for senior housing facilities above two floors of a subterranean parking 
structure, and four 3-story senior apartment buildings.  

10. Water and sewer service: Domestic Water Public Sewers 

 Does service exist at the site?  Yes     No  Yes     No 

 If yes, do purveyors have capacity to meet demand of project 
and all other approved projects?  

 Yes     No  Yes     No 

 If domestic water or public sewers are not available, how will these services be provided? N/A 

  

 
Residential projects: 

11. Number and type of units: Senior housing facility: 134 one bedroom, 88 two bedroom, 16 studios. 
Senior apartments: 40 two bedroom 

  

12. Schools:  

 What school district(s) serves the property? Pasadena Unified School District 

 Are existing school facilities adequate to meet project needs? N/A 

  

 If not, what provisions will be made for additional classrooms? N/A 
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Non-Residential projects: 

13. Distance to nearest residential use or sensitive use (school, hospital, etc.) 
 

Two churches are adjacent, 
Altadena Elementary School is 
approximately 150 feet away. 
Eliot Middle School is 
approximately 500 feet away 

  

14. Number and floor area of buildings: N/A 

  

15a. Number of employees and shifts: Early arrival day shift ( 7am to 3:30 pm) 50 employees;   
Late arrival day shift (8 am to 5 pm) 17 employees;   
Swing shift (2:30 to 11 pm) 16 employees;   
Late night shift (11 pm to 7 am) 9 employees.  

  

15b. Maximum employees per shift: 67 

  

16. Operating hours: 24 hours a day, 7 days a week 

  

17. Identify any: 

  End products: No end products would be generated by the proposed project.  

  Waste products: Solid waste and waste water generated by on-site residents and staff. 

  Means of disposal: Wastewater will be disposed of in the public sewers, and solid waste will be 
disposed of in dumpsters which will be emptied five times a week. 

 
18. 

 
Do project operations use, store or produce hazardous substances such as oil, pesticides, chemicals, paints or 
radioactive materials?  Yes      No 

 If yes, please explain: Minor amounts of regular maintenance, cleaning and repair items. 

19. Do your operations require any pressurized tanks?  Yes      No     If yes, please explain:  

                                                                      There will be oxygen tanks, and occasionally helium tanks. 

20. Identify any flammable, reactive or explosive materials to be located on-site: N/A 

  

21. Will delivery or shipment trucks travel through residential areas to reach the nearest highway?   Yes   No 

 If yes, please explain: Lake Avenue is primary major road leading to the nearest freeway.  Trucks using 
Lake Avenue to access the project site must cross ½ block of residential 
neighborhood on E. Calaveras Avenue, and El Molino Street. 

 

B.  ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 

1. Environmental Setting – Project Site 
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 a. Existing use/structures: Six acre site - senior housing and skill nursing facility (with the exception of 
Gloria’s Cottage) have been removed. The asphalt along the service drive and the 
southerly parking area have been left in place to reduce the potential for runoff.  
The 14 single family residential houses on the 2.02 acre portion of the site have not 
been removed. 

  

 b. Topography/slopes: 
There is an approximate drop in elevation of 35 feet from the north to the south end of 
the project site. 

  

 *c. Vegetation Landscaping including trees, shrubs and lawns.  Includes 17 oaks and other mature trees such 
as palms, pines, fruit trees, catalpa, junipers, cedars, magnolia, carrotwood, redwood, 
eucalyptus, sycamores, mulberry, birch, crape myrtle, spruce, jacaranda, mimosa, ginkgo, 
mahogany, cockspur coral, pepper, carob and others 

  

 *d. Animals As the project site is fully developed, no animals exist or have the potential to exist on-site. 

  

 *e. Water courses: As the project site is completely developed, no water courses exist on-site. 

  

 f. Cultural/historical resources: None known 

  

 g. Other: None 

  

2. Environmental Setting – Surrounding Area  

 a. Existing use/structures: Residential and community uses including: single- and multiple-family residential 
housing, two churches, Altadena Elementary School and Eliot Middle School. 
Commercial establishments are located along Lake Avenue, to the east. 

  

 b. Topography/slopes: Sloping to the southwest 

  

 *c. Vegetation As the surrounding area is highly developed, only ornamental vegetation exists. 

  

 *d. Animals As the surrounding area is highly developed, only animals which thrive in an urban setting 

 exist (e.g., squirrels, birds). 

 *e. Water courses: As the surrounding area is completely developed, no water courses exist. 

  

 f. Cultural/historical resources: None known 
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 g. Other: N/A 

  
 

3. Are there any major trees on the site, including oak trees?   Yes      No     If yes, type and number: 

 Quercus Agrifolia 6, Quercus Ilex 11.  Many other major trees, see Oak Tree Report. 

4. Will any natural watercourses, surface flow patterns, etc., be changed through the project development? 

  Yes      No If yes, please explain:  

5. Grading: 

 Will the project require grading?   Yes      No If yes, how many cubic yards? 

 Cut 100,700 cy for foundations and subterranean garage, and 9,400 cy of fill. 

 Will it be balance on site?       No 

 If not balances, where will dirt be obtained or deposited? To be determined 

  

6. Are there any identifiable landslides or other major geologic hazards on the property (including uncompacted 
fill)?   Yes      No If yes, please explain 

  

7. Is the property located within a high fire hazard area (hillsides with moderately dense vegetation)?  
 Yes  No 

 Distance from the nearest fire station: Approximately 0.5 – 0.75 miles  

8. Noise: 

 Existing noise sources at the site: Typical residential noise from activities, mechanical equipment, cars. 

 Noise to be generated by project: Typical residential noise from activities, mechanical equipment, cars.  

9. Fumes: 

 Odors generated by project: None 

 Could toxic fumes be generated? No 

10. What energy-conserving designs or 
material will be used? 

Compliance with UBC, Title 24 and County requirements 

  

 
CERTIFICATION: 

 
I hereby certify that the statement furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the 
date and information required for this initial evaluation to the best of my ability, and that 
the facts, statements, and information presented are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 
 

   December 6, 2006 

 Signature  Date 

 For:  Christopher A. Joseph & Associates   
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

Introduction 

The subject of this Initial Study (IS) is the proposed development of 238 units of assisted and independent 
senior living facilities and 40 senior apartment units on an 8.19 acre project site.  The assisted and 
independent living units would be contained in a single structure with a maximum height of four-stories 
(65 feet), and the 40-unit senior apartments would be contained in 4 3-story buildings (34’ 11”) with 10 
units each.  Additionally, the project would provide a total of 344 onsite parking spaces (280 parking 
spaces in a (two-level) subterranean parking garage and 64 at-grade parking spaces.  The project site is 
located at 2212 El Molino Avenue, Altadena, in unincorporated Los Angeles County.  The project 
applicant is The Episcopal Home Communities, located at 1609 West Valley Boulevard, Suite 328, 
Alhambra, CA  91803.  A description of the proposed project is contained in Section II (Project 
Description).  The County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning is the Lead Agency under 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).   

Project Information 

Project Title: MonteCedro Project  

Project Location: 2212 El Molino Avenue  

Lead Agency: County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning  
320 W. Temple Street  
Los Angeles, California 90012 
 

Contact Person: Mr. Paul McCarthy, Supervising Regional Planner 
  
 

Organization of Initial Study 

This Initial Study is organized into six sections as follows: 

Introduction:  This section provides introductory information such as the project title, the project 
applicant and the lead agency for the proposed project.  

Project Description:  This section provides a detailed description of the environmental setting and the 
proposed project, including project characteristics and environmental setting.   

Initial Study Checklist:  This section contains the completed Initial Study Checklist.   
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Environmental Impact Analysis:  Each environmental issue identified in the Initial Study Checklist 
contains an assessment and discussion of impacts associated with each subject area.  When the evaluation 
identifies potentially significant effects, as identified in the Checklist, mitigation measures are provided to 
reduce such impacts to less than significant levels.   

Preparers of Initial Study and Persons Consulted:  This section provides a list of County personnel, other 
governmental agencies, and consultant team members that participated in the preparation of the IS.   

Appendices:  Includes various documents and information used in the preparation of the IS. 
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II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

Regional Setting 

The project site is located at 2212 El Molino Avenue in the unincorporated Los Angeles County 
community of Altadena.  It is located approximately 11 miles northeast of Downtown Los Angeles, and 
approximately 1.5 miles south of the Angeles National Forest.  Regional Access to the site is provided by 
the Foothill Freeway (Interstate 210) which is located approximately 1 mile south of the site and the 
Ventura Freeway (State Route 134) which is located 2.5 miles south of the site (see Figure II-1, 
Regional/Vicinity Map). 

Surrounding Area 

The project site is located within a single family community and adjacent to a number of institutional and 
commercial uses.  Figure II-2 is an aerial photograph of the project site and the surrounding area.  The 
project site is one-half block south of Altadena Elementary School and one block northwest of Eliot 
Middle School.  Altadena Baptist Church, and the Alta Vista Senior Housing Development are located 
north of the project site, across Calaveras Street.  The Apostolic Christian Church of Altadena is located 
west of the project site across El Molino Avenue.  A small shopping center is located across Calaveras 
street to the northwest of the site.  To the east, commercial uses line Lake Avenue, which is a half block 
from the project site and is a major road that provides access to and from the Interstate 210.  To the east 
and west single-family residences are located directly across the street and extend outward for many 
blocks.  Multi-family housing is located both to the north and south of the project site. The residential 
community contains a variety of architectural styles.  Some houses show evidence of recent renovation, 
while others show considerable wear.  The majority of houses immediately surrounding the project site 
are one-story houses and large mature trees line most streets.  Photographs of the uses surrounding the 
project site are presented in Figures II-3 and Figure II-4.    

Project Site 

The project site consists of the 6.14-acre site previously occupied by the Scripps Home, a skilled nursing 
and independent living and assisted living facility for seniors, and 14 adjacent single-family homes on 
2.04-acre adjacent area, which would be added to the MonteCedro project site.  Altogether, the project 
site would have an area of 8.19 gross acres encompassing the entire city block bounded by Calaveras 
Street to the north, Crawford Avenue to the east, Alameda Street to the south, and El Molino Avenue to 
the west. The Scripps Home occupied its 6.14-acre campus-like property site from 1912 until it was 
demolished in summer of 2008.  Gloria’s cottage, a historical structure, has been retained onsite. At its 
peak capacity, it housed a 70-bed skilled nursing facility and a senior residential facility with capacity for 
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123 independent living units.   The facility had a total building area of 125,000 square feet (excluding 
Gloria’s Cottage). 
   
As part of the proposed project, an additional 2.04 acres are being added to the campus site.  This 
additional area is currently developed with 14 single- family residences, which range in size from 672 
square feet to 2,002 square feet.  These 14 homes have a combined total building area of 17,411 square 
feet (all 14 homes will be demolished).  Photographs of the proposed project site are presented in Figures 
II-5 through II-7. The address of the original Scripps Home campus is 2212 El Molino Avenue and the 14 
single-family houses are located at 2141-2215 Crawford Avenue, 850 E. Calaveras Street, and 805-813 
Alameda Street. Table II-1 indicates the street address and assessor’s parcel number for each parcel of the 
project site.  
 

Table II-1 
Project Site Assessor Parcel Numbers  

Land Use Street Address Assessor Parcel Number 
Existing Senior Housing 

Facility 
2212 El Molino Avenue 5845 022 016 

Single-Family Residence 2131 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 002 
Single-Family Residence 2141 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 001 
Single-Family Residence 2149 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 005 
Single-Family Residence 2157 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 006 
Single-Family Residence 2167 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 007 
Single-Family Residence 2173 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 008 
Single-Family Residence 2183 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 009 
Single-Family Residence 2189 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 010 
Single-Family Residence 2199 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 011 
Single-Family Residence 2207 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 012 
Single-Family Residence 2215 Crawford Avenue 5845 022 013 
Single-Family Residence 850 E. Calaveras Street 5845 022 014 
Single-Family Residence 805 Alameda Street 5845 022 004 
Single-Family Residence 813 Alameda Street 5845 022 003 

 
 

The Scripps Home residential and skilled nursing facility had a total staff of 92 persons.  Parking for the 
Scripps Home (El Molino Campus) consisted of 68 at grade spaces.  In addition, the existing 14 
residences on Crawford, Calaveras and Alameda currently provide 28 at grade parking spaces in single 
and double garages and driveways. 

The site was fully developed and, as such, there were no natural open spaces or areas of significant 
biological resource value on the proposed project site or in the vicinity.  Landscaping on the site consisted 
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of lawns, shrubs and trees.  There are 17 oak trees on the site (6 Quercus Agrifolia and 11 Quercus Ilex). 
Other trees on the site include palms, pines, fruit trees, catalpa, junipers, cedars, magnolia, carrotwood, 
redwood, eucalyptus, sycamores, mulberry, birch, crape myrtle, spruce, jacaranda, mimosa, ginkgo, 
mahogany, cockspur coral, pepper, carob and others. 

Elevations on the project site range from a high of 1205 feet above sea level at Calaveras Street to a low 
of 1174 feet at Alameda Street.  The 6.15 acres previously occupied by the senior housing facility is 
currently zoned as A-1, Light Agriculture, and the 2.04 acres of single-family houses is zoned R-2, Two 
Family Residence.  Under the Altadena Community Plan, the 6.15 acres previously occupied by the 
senior housing facility is currently designated as Institutional and the 2.04 acres of single-family homes is 
designated as Low Medium Density Residential.  Table II-2 provides a summary of existing site 
characteristics. 

 

Table II-2 
Existing Site Characteristics  

Component Relevant Information 
Address 2212 El Molino Avenue, 2141-2215 Crawford Avenue, 

850 E. Calaveras Street, 805-813 Alameda Street
Applicant The Episcopal Home Communities
Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 5845 022 001-5845 022 014 and 5845 022 016
Site Area 8.19 acres
Existing Land Use Institutional and Residential 
Zoning Designation A-1 an R-2
Community Plan Designation Institutional and Low Medium Density Residential
Source: Zoning and subdivision Application 



Source: Google Earth Pro, 2007.
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View 1: Looking north down Crawford Avenue.  Single 
family homes line both sides of the street.  The project 
site is located on the left.

View 3: Looking east down Calaveras Street.  Project 
site is located to the right.  Institutional and commercial 
uses located to the left. 

View 2: Looking east down Alameda Street.  Multi family 
homes line the right side of the street.  The project site is 
located to the left.
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Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2007.

Figure II-3
Photos of Surrounding Uses

Views 1, 2, and 3



View 4: Altadena Baptist Church as viewed from across 
El Molino Avenue.

View 6: Altadena Elementary School as viewed from 
across Calaveras Street.

View 5: Apostolic Christian Church of Altadena as viewed
from across Calaveras Street.
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Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2007.

Figure II-4
Photos of Surrounding Uses

Views 4, 5, and 6



View 7: Main Entrance of the Scripps Senior Home as 
viewed from across El Molino Avenue.

View 9: Entrance to the Scripps Senior Home on 
Alameda Street.

View 8: A second entrance to the Scripps Senior Home 
on El Molino Avenue.
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Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2007.

Figure II-5
Photos of the Project Site

Views 7, 8, and 9



View 10: Service entrance to the Scripps Senior Home 
as viewed from across Calaveras Street.

View 12: One of the 14 single family homes located on 
the project site; viewed from across Alameda Street.

View 11: View of northwest corner of the Scripps Senior 
Home from across Calaveras Street. 
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Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2007.

Figure II-6
Photos of the Project Site

Views 10, 11, and 12



View 13: One of the 14 single family homes located on 
the project site; viewed from across Crawford Avenue.

View 15: One of the 14 single family homes located on 
the project site; viewed from across Crawford Avenue.

View 14: One of the 14 single family homes located on 
the project site; viewed from across Crawford Avenue.
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Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2007.

Figure II-7
Photos of the Project Site

Views 13, 14, and 15
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 Proposed Project Characteristics 

The project applicant, The Episcopal Home Communities, proposes to construct the MonteCedro Senior 
Assisted and Independent Living Facility (the “El Molino Building”) on the existing 6.14 acre Scripps 
Home campus, and a senior apartment complex consisting of four buildings (the “Villa Buildings”) on the 
adjacent 2.04 acres proposed to be added to the project site.  The Senior Assisted and Independent Living 
Facility would provide 200 Independent Living units and 38 Assisted Living Units.  The Villa Buildings 
would provide 40-unit senior apartments.  Altogether, the proposed project would provide 278 housing 
units for seniors.  For planning purposes, it is assumed that the new facility will employ a staff of 92, 
which is the same number of employees as the previous facility.  It is the same number of employees 
because the old facility had a skilled nursing facility. The new facility will not.   Even though there are 
more units total, there is no nursing home which was where the majority of employees onsite worked. 

The project proposes the new construction of 460,966 square feet of building area and 162,885 square feet 
of parking structures, for a total of 623,871 square feet of new construction.  Recent demolition has 
removed the 125,000 square foot Scripps Home. Table II-3 provides a building summary of the proposed 
project. 

Table II-3 
Building Area Summary 

Project Component Number of 
Buildings 

Building Area 

El Molino Campus 
    El Molino Building 367,301 Square Feet
    Subterranean Parking  1 Building 154,533 Square Feet
         Total New El Molino Campus 521,854 Square Feet
New Villa Buildings on Crawford 4 Buildings 23,392 Square Feet

23,392 Square Feet
23,392 Square Feet
23,392 Square Feet

New Garage Buildings for Villas 2 Buildings 8,352 Square Feet
Total New Villa Buildings On 
Crawford 

 102,017 Square Feet

Total New Construction  623,871 Square Feet

 

The proposed El Molino Assisted and Independent Living Facility would consist of 134 one-bedroom 
units, 88 two-bedroom units and 16 studio units.  The Villa Buildings would consist of 40 two-bedroom 
units.  The mix of units by number of bedrooms is presented in Table II-4. 
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Table II-4 
Proposed Unit Mix 

Project Component Number of Bedrooms Number of Units 
1 Bedroom Units 113 Units 

El Molino Independent Living 
2 Bedroom Units 87 Units 

Studio Units 16 Units 
1 Bedroom Units 21 Units El Molino Assisted Living 
2 Bedroom Units 1 Units 
1 Bedroom Units 0 Units 

Villas on Crawford 
2 Bedroom Units 40 Units 

 

Site Design/Building Heights/Open Space 

There is an approximate drop in elevation of 30 to 49 feet from the northerly end of the project site at 
Calaveras Street to the southerly end of the site at Alameda Street.  The proposed project has been 
designed so that the buildings on the El Molino Campus are in the same approximate locations as the 
previous buildings and will step down the slope so they follow the existing contours.   

The tallest part of the proposed Senior Assisted and Independent Living Facility will be 65 feet above 
grade, plus the height of the decorative tower feature.  The Senior Apartments have a maximum height of 
35 feet above grade.    

The new buildings will be oriented around gardens and courtyards, and will be interspersed with 
landscaping and walkways.  Two gardens will be featured, one along Alameda Street and the other along 
Calaveras Street.  A Commons Courtyard will be featured in the approximate center of the project site.  
The total area of proposed landscaping is 136,466 square feet (3.13 acres), or approximately 38.2 percent 
of the total project site area.1  A schematic of the proposed site plan is presented in Figure II-8 while a 
more detailed site plan is presented in Figure II-9  Figure II-10 is a rendering of the project’s main 
entrance on El Molino Avenue. Figure II-11 presents the proposed El Molino and Alameda elevations of 
the proposed El Molino Campus; while Figure II-12 presents the proposed East and Calaveras elevations 
of the El Molino Campus.  Figures II-13 and II-14 present elevations of the proposed Crawford Villa 
Buildings. There will be retaining walls and garden walls enclosing the assisted living/memory support 
garden. Table II-5 provides a summary of proposed lot coverage.  Appendix A provides details of the 
project’s floor plans. 

                                                      

1  Open Space calculations do not include landscaping in the parkway areas which will remain. 
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Table II-5 
Lot Coverage Summary 

Project Component Type of Coverage Area of Coverage 
El Molino Campus Total Site Area  267,870 Square Feet (6.15 acres) 

 Building Coverage 102,725 Square Feet (38.3%) 
 Paving 63,151 Square Feet (23.6%) 
 Landscape/Open Space 101,999 Square Feet (38.1%) 

Villas on Crawford Total Site Area 89,063 Square Feet (2.04 Acres) 
 Building Coverage 35,291 Square Feet (39.6%) 
 Paving 19,305 Square Feet (21.7%) 
 Landscape/Open Space 34,467 Square Feet (38.7%) 

 

Proposed Landscaping/Open Space 

Figure II-15 presents the project’s Conceptual Landscape Plan.  The proposed project will be set in a 
campus like environment.  Structures will be oriented around courtyards and gardens will be interspersed 
with pathways.  Plants selected for landscaping will include mature native and ornamental trees and 
native, drought tolerant plants.  As shown in the Conceptual Landscape Plan, there would be lawn area 
near the sidewalk which leads to the indigenous landscaping behind the lawn with some ornamental 
shrubs shielding the ground floor patios and windows of the units, and ornamental shrubs and some lawn 
area in the three courtyards.  Indigenous areas would be composed of native plants that provide 
xeriscaping (i.e., do not need additional watering), while the lawns and perhaps even some of the 
ornamental areas would need some supplementary water during the dryer seasons.  Automatic sprinkler 
systems to irrigate landscaping will be programmed to operate during the cooler periods of the day 
(evening and early morning) to minimize water loss from evaporation.   The total landscaped/open space 
area will be 136,466 square feet or 38.2 percent of the project site.   The landscape/open space area is 
broken down as follows: 

• Indigenous 29,374 sq. ft. 
• Lawn 39,676 sq. ft. 
• Ornamental 32,944 sq. ft. 
              Subtotal 101,994 sq. ft. 
• Impervious surfaces  34,472 sq. ft. 

Total 136,466 Square Feet 
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Proposed Parking 

The proposed project would provide a total of 344 on-site parking spaces, which is 97 spaces more than 
required by the County Code.  The parking spaces will be distributed as follows: 280 spaces will be 
provided in a two-level subterranean parking structure located beneath the proposed El Molino Senior 
Assisted and Independent Living Facility portion of the development.  The proposed El Molino building 
will also provide an additional 16 surface guest parking spaces.  The new Villa Buildings (i.e., Senior 
Apartments) will provide a total of 48 parking spaces within 2-level at-grade parking garages.  A total of 
12 spaces will be provided for each building.  Table II-6 provides a summary comparison of proposed 
parking spaces. 

Table II-6 
Proposed/Required Parking 

Required Parking Units Spaces per 
Unit 

Required 
Spaces 

Proposed 
Spaces 

Independent and Assisted Living 
Facility 

238 0.5 119 170 

Employees (on largest shift) 67 1 67 80 
Senior Apartments 40 0.5 20 48 

Vehicles used by the facility 6 1 6 6 
Guest Parking 278 0.125 35 40 

Total 247 344 
 

Site Access 

Access to the project site will be provided via all four streets surrounding the project site.  The main 
entrance to the Independent and Assisted Living Facility will be located on El Molino Avenue.  Access to 
the subterranean parking garage will be provided on Alameda Street.  Service vehicles will also access the 
project site via Alameda Street with an additional ingress/egress point on Calaveras Street.  The service 
road passes through the entire site.  Residents will access the Senior Apartments and associated parking 
via Crawford Avenue.  One access point is provided for each apartment building (see Figure II-8 for site 
access). 

Construction Phase 

Site preparation will involve grading and excavation for the two-level subterranean parking structure.  It 
is estimated that the project will require approximately 100,700 cubic yards of cut and 9,400 cubic yards 
of fill.  The 91,300 cubic yards of excess cut material will be exported from the project site (requiring 
approximately 4,565 round truck trips.  The disposal site for the exported dirt has not been determined.  
Haul trucks are expected to take either Calaveras Street or Alameda Street to Lake Avenue and from there 
south to the Interstate 210 Freeway.  Figure II-16A presents the proposed project’s Preliminary Grading 
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Plan (showing locations of cross-sections); while Figure II-16B presents the profiles of the cross-sections 
shown on Figure II-16A.  The construction is expected to last approximately two years. 

With the exception of Gloria’s Cottage and the 14 single-family homes, all previous on-site structures 
have been demolished and the existing landscaping and pavement has been removed to accommodate the 
proposed project.   

Of the 17 oaks on the project site, five (5) Coastal Live Oaks (Quercus Agrifolia) and four (4) Holly Oaks 
(Quercus Ilex) are proposed for removal and eight (8) oak trees may be encroached upon to accommodate 
the new construction in accordance with requested Oak Tree Permit No. ROAK T200700039.  The Oak 
Tree Report is part of the project’s application package.  Figure II-17 presents the project’s Oak Tree 
Protection Plan.  Staging of vehicles equipment and building materials will be conducted within the 
boundaries of the project site.   

Frequently, tree protection zones cannot be honored in a construction project the magnitude of the 
proposed project, and a county-approved consulting arborist is retained to minimize construction impacts. 
The arborist reviews the drawings, makes recommendations to the architect for design changes that 
reduce damage to protected trees, provides recommendations for alternate construction techniques, and 
monitors different phases of construction. If these recommendations are adhered to, protected trees 
usually flourish after a construction project.  As part of the Los Angeles County oak tree permitting 
process, the Los Angeles County Fire Department (Environmental Review Unit) visits the project site and 
approves the project scope.  This and the involvement of a consulting arborist provide a ‘checks and 
balances’ component to a construction project. Please see the project’s June 19, 2007 Oak Tree Report in 
Appendix I for further explanation of construction impacts to protected trees.  
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Figure II-8
Schematic Site Plan



Source: Perkins Eastman Architects, August 18, 2008. Scale (Feet)
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Figure II-9
Detailed Site Plan
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Source: Perkins Eastman, July 10, 2007.

Figure II-11
El Molino Campus Elevations 1



Source: Perkins Eastman, July 10, 2007.

Figure II-12
El Molino Campus Elevations 2



Source: Perkins Eastman, July 10, 2007.

Figure II-13
Crawford Villa Buildings Elevations 1



Source: Perkins Eastman, July 10, 2007.

Figure II-14
Crawford Villa Buildings Elevations 2



Legend

Source: Perkins Eastman, July 10, 2007.

Figure II-15
Conceptual Landscape Plan



Source: Perkins Eastman Architects, August 18, 2008.

Figure II-16A
Preliminary Grading Plan



Source: Perkins Eastman Architects, July 10, 2007.

Figure II-16B
Profiles of Grading Cross-Sections



Source: Perkins Eastman Architects, August 18, 2008.

Figure II-17
Oak Tree Protection Plan
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DISCRETIONARY APPROVALS REQUIRED 

Implementation of the proposed project would require the following actions or approvals from the County 
of Los Angeles or other agencies.  

• Altadena Community Plan Amendment – to change the land use designation for a 2.04 acre portion of 
the project site from Low Medium Density Residential to Institutional 

• Conditional Use Permit – to allow construction of a new Assisted Living and Independent Living 
residential community for seniors  

• Housing Permit for an 14%  Density Bonus for that portion of the senior residential development 
proposed for the R-2 zone  

• Oak Tree Permit -  to permit the removal of nine (9) oak trees including five (5) Quercus agrifolia and 
four (4) Quercus Illex, and to permit encroachments upon eight (8) oak trees.  

• Any other necessary discretionary or ministerial permits or approvals as may be required for the 
construction of the proposed project.  Such approvals may include, but are not limited to: demolition, 
landscaping, permit approvals for grading, approvals for foundations, retaining walls, and structural 
improvements; installation and hookup approvals for public utilities and related permits. 

RELATED PROJECTS 

Sections 15126 and 15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines provide that EIRs consider the significant 
environmental effects of a proposed project as well as “cumulative impacts.”  Cumulative impacts are two 
or more individual effects which, when considered together, are considerable or which compound or 
increase other environmental impacts (CEQA Guidelines Section 15355).   

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15130, cumulative impacts are anticipated impacts of 
the proposed project along with reasonably foreseeable growth.  Reasonably foreseeable growth may be 
based on: 

• A list of past, present, and probable future projects producing related or cumulative impacts, 
including, if necessary, those projects outside the control of the agency, or 

• A summary of projections contained in the adopted general plan or related planning document, or 
in a prior environmental document which has been adopted or certified, which described or 
evaluated regional or area wide conditions contributing to the cumulative impact.  

All proposed, recently approved, under construction, and reasonably foreseeable projects that could 
produce a related or cumulative impact on the local environment when considered in conjunction with the 
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proposed project are included in this Initial study.  An analysis of the cumulative impacts associated with 
these related projects and the proposed project, are provided in the cumulative impact discussions under 
each individual impact category in Section IV (Environmental Impact Analysis) of this Initial Study.   

In coordination with the County of Los Angeles and the city of Pasadena, a list of nine related projects 
was developed.  The list of related projects consists of approved or proposed projects within the project 
area.  As shown in Table II-7, the nine projects include various land uses including residential, medical 
and veterinary facilities, retail and school. The locations of the related projects are shown in Figure II-18, 
Location of Related Projects.   

Cumulative impacts analyzed in this Initial Study were conservatively assessed.  Some of the related 
projects may not be approved or constructed as proposed in the pending applications.  In addition, 
although impact projections for related projects would likely be subjected to mitigation measures, which 
would reduce potential environmental impacts, such mitigation has not been assumed in the projections of 
impacts resulting from related projects.  For these reason, the analysis suggests higher impacts than would 
be actually expected.   
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Table II-7 
List of Related Projects 

Map 
No. Project/Location Land Use Size Status 

County of Los Angeles (a) 

1 
Altadena Highlands Project 
2399 N. Fair Oaks Avenue 

Condominiums 50 DU Withdrawn 

2 2246 N. Lake Avenue 
Medical Office 

Pharmacy w/Drive-Through Window 
33,429  SF 
17,519 SF 

Proposed 

3 2000 N. Lake Avenue 
Convenience Market 

Replace Existing Car Wash 
1,000 SF Proposed 

4 2320 N. Lake Avenue Pre-School/Day Care 45 Students Proposed 

5 2055-2071 N. Lake Avenue Animal Hospital 18,640 SF Proposed 

City of Pasadena (b) 

6 
Washington Theater Mixed-  Use 
841-853 Washington Boulevard 

Apartments 
Retail 

Theater 

30 DU 
5,000 SF 
510 Seats 

Proposed 

7 
Pasadena Christian School 

1515 N. Los Robles Avenue 
School Expansion 46,240 SF Proposed 

8 
Fair Oaks Summit 

1703 N. Fair Oaks Avenue 
Townhomes 25 DU 

Under 
Construction 

9 
Fair Oaks Terrace 

1424 N. Fair Oaks Avenue 
Condominiums 12 DU Approved 

(a) Sources: 
-County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning 
-Traffic Impact Study, Medical Offices and Drug Store, prepared by Arthur L. Kassan, P.E., February 2006 
(b) Sources: 
-City of Pasadena Community Development Department 
-Traffic Impact Analysis, Altadena Highlands, prepared by LLG Engineers, December 15, 2005.  
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* * * * INITIAL STUDY * * * * 
 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING 

 
 
 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
 
 
I.A. Map Date:  Staff Member:  
Thomas Guide: 2003 Edition, Page 536, A-6 USGS Quad: Pasadena 
Location: 2212 El Molino Avenue, 2141-2215 Crawford Avenue, 850 E. Calaveras Street, 805-813 Alameda Street, Altadena CA 

 

Description of Project:  
The project applicant, The Episcopal Home Communities, proposes to construct a four-story, Assisted and Independent 
Living Facility for Seniors with a total of 238 units, and 4 new 3 story 10 unit apartments for seniors. The development 
would consist of 134 one-bedroom units, 128 two-bedroom units and 16 studio units.  With a site area of eight (8) net 
acres, the proposed project would have a density of 33.94 dwelling units per acre. Altogether, the proposed project would 
contain 623,871 square feet of usable floor area.  The proposed project would also provide 64 parking spaces in above-
ground structures and lots, and 280 parking spaces in a subterranean parking garage.  The low-rise buildings will be 
oriented around courtyards and gardens with a Commons Courtyard featured in the approximate center of the project site. 
With the exception of Gloria’s Cottage, a historic structure, and the 14 single-family homes, all onsite structures have been 
demolished and the existing pavement would be removed to accommodate the proposed project. 

 

Gross Acres: 8.19 acres 

Environmental Setting:  
The project site is located within a single-family residential community.  The project site is located one block west of Elliot 
Middle School and one-half block south of Altadena Elementary School.  Altadena Baptist Church is located north of the 
project site, across Calaveras Street, and Apostolic Christian Church of Altadena is located west of the project site across 
El Molino Avenue.  To the east and west single-family residences are located directly across the street and extend outward 
for many blocks.  Multi-family homes are to the south. 

       

Zoning: A-1 (Light Agriculture), R-2 (Two Family Residence) 
General 
Plan: None 

Community/Area wide Plan: I (Institution), 2 Low Density (1 to 6 dwelling units per acre) 
 
 

STAFF USE ONLY PROJECT NUMBER:  
CASES:  
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Major projects in area:  
 
PROJECT NUMBER DESCRIPTION & STATUS 

   

   

   

        
 
 
NOTE: For EIRs, above projects are not sufficient for cumulative analysis. 
 

REVIEWING AGENCIES 
 
Responsible Agencies Special Reviewing Agencies Regional Significance 

 None  None  None 
 Regional Water Quality  

       Control Board 
 Santa Monica Mountains         

Conservancy   SCAG Criteria 

        Los Angeles Region  National Parks  Air Quality 
        Lahontan Region  National Forest  Water Resources 

 Coastal Commission  Edwards Air Force Base  Santa Monica Mtns. Area 

 Army Corps of Engineers  Resource Conservation District 
of Santa Monica Mtns. Area         

  Caltrans   City of Pasadena         

          AQMD         

          DTSC         

          Elliot Middle School         

          Altadena Elementary School         

   Pasadena Unified School 
District 

  

Trustee Agencies  

 State Historic Preservation 
Office; State Historic 
Preservation Officer;  State 
Historical Resources Commission 

 County Reviewing Agencies 

 None           Subdivision Committee 

 State Fish and Game  

 

       

 

  DPW: GMED; Traffic & 
Lighting; Watershed 
Management; Environmental 
Program; Drainage & Grading 

 State Parks  
       

 
  Fire Department (and 

Hazardous Material Division) 

       
 

       
 

  Public Health:  
Environmental Hygiene; 
Environmental Health 

                  Sanitation District 
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                  Sheriff 
IMPACT ANALYSIS MATRIX ANALYSIS SUMMARY (See individual pages for details) 
  Less than Significant Impact/No Impact 
   Less than Significant Impact with Project Mitigation 

    Potentially Significant Impact 
CATEGORY FACTOR Pg    Potential Concern 
HAZARDS 1. Geotechnical 5        
 2. Flood 6   
 3. Fire 7        
 4. Noise 8  Nearby schools 
RESOURCES 1. Water Quality 9  NPDES requirement 
 2. Air Quality 10  100,700 cubic yards of grading 
 3. Biota 11        
 4. Cultural Resources 12  Gloria’s cottage 
 5. Mineral Resources 13        
 6. Agriculture Resources 14        
 7. Visual Qualities 15  Night sky illumination 
SERVICES 1. Traffic/Access 16  Student pedestrian safety 
 2. Sewage Disposal 17  Potential capacity problem 
 3. Education 18        
 4. Fire/Sheriff 19        
 5. Utilities 20   
OTHER 1. General 21        
 2. Environmental Safety 22  Above-ground storage tank 
 3. Land Use 23   
 4. Pop/Hous./Emp./Rec. 24        
 5. Mandatory Findings 25  Noise, air quality, visual, traffic 
 
DEVELOPMENT MONITORING SYSTEM (DMS) 
 
As required by the Los Angeles County General Plan, DMS* shall be employed in the Initial Study phase of the 
environmental review procedure as prescribed by state law. 
 
1. Development Policy Map Designation:       

2.  Yes   No Is the project located in the Antelope Valley, East San Gabriel Valley, Malibu/Santa 
Monica Mountains or Santa Clarita Valley planning area? 

3.  Yes   No Is the project at urban density and located within, or proposes a plan amendment to, 
an urban expansion designation? 

If both of the above questions are answered "yes", the project is subject to a County DMS analysis. 
  Check if DMS printout generated (attached)  

Date of printout:       
 

  Check if DMS overview worksheet completed (attached) 
 EIRs and/or staff reports shall utilize the most current DMS information available. 
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Environmental Finding: 
 
FINAL DETERMINATION:  On the basis of this Initial Study, the Department of Regional Planning             
                                          finds that this project qualifies for the following environmental document: 
 
 

  NEGATIVE DECLARATION, inasmuch as the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the 
                                         environment. 
  

An Initial Study was prepared on this project in compliance with the State CEQA Guidelines and the 
environmental reporting procedures of the County of Los Angeles.  It was determined that this project will not 
exceed the established threshold criteria for any environmental/service factor and, as a result, will not have a 
significant effect on the physical environment. 

 
 
 

  MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, in as much as the changes required for the project will     
                                         reduce impacts to insignificant levels (see attached discussion and/or conditions). 
 

An Initial Study was prepared on this project in compliance with the State CEQA Guidelines and the 
environmental reporting procedures of the County of Los Angeles.  It was originally determined that the 
proposed project may exceed established threshold criteria.  The applicant has agreed to modification of the 
project so that it can now be determined that the project will not have a significant effect on the physical 
environment.  The modification to mitigate this impact(s) is identified on the Project Changes/Conditions Form 
included as part of this Initial Study. 

 
 
 

   ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT*, inasmuch as there is substantial evidence that the project may have 
                                a significant impact due to factors listed above as “significant”. 

 
   At least one factor has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to legal  standards, 

and has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on the 
attached sheets (see attached Form DRP/IA 101).  The Addendum EIR is required to analyze only the 
factors changed or not previously addressed. 

 
Reviewed by:       Date:       
    
    
Approved by:       Date:       
 

  This proposed project is exempt from Fish and Game CEQA filling fees.  There is no substantial evidence that   
the proposed project will have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife or the habitat upon which the wildlife  
 depends.  (Fish & Game Code 753.5).   

 
 Determination appealed – see attached sheet. 

*NOTE: Findings for Environmental Impact Reports will be prepared as a separate document following the public hearing on the project. 
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HAZARDS - 1. Geotechnical 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 
 Yes No Maybe    

a.    Is the project located in an active or potentially active fault zone, Seismic Hazards 
Zone, or Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone? 

       
b.    Is the project site located in an area containing a major landslide(s)? 
          

c.    Is the project site located in an area having high slope instability? 
          

d.    Is the project site subject to high subsidence, high groundwater level, liquefaction, or 
hydrocompaction? 

          

e.    Is the proposed project considered a sensitive use (school, hospital, public assembly 
site) located in close proximity to a significant geotechnical hazard? 

    Senior assisted and independent living facility 

f.    Will the project entail substantial grading and/or alteration of topography including 
slopes of over 25%? 

    100,700 c.y. of grading proposed 

g.    Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of 
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

          
h.    Other factors? 

          
          

STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 
 

  Building Ordinance No. 2225 – Sections 308B, 309, 310, and 311 and Chapters 29 and 70 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                    OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

  Lot Size  Project Design  Approval of Geotechnical Report by DPW  
 
DPW approved preliminary geotechnical report on 4/14/08.  Applicant shall comply with all  
requirements of said approval. 
 
CONCLUSION 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on, or be impacted by, geotechnical factors? 
 

 Potentially significant   Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No Impact 
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HAZARDS - 2. Flood 
 

SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Is the major drainage course, as identified on USGS quad sheets by a dashed line, 
located on the project site? 

       

b.    Is the project site located within or does it contain a floodway, floodplain, or 
designated flood hazard zone? 

          
c.    Is the project site located in or subject to high mudflow conditions? 

          

d.    Could the project contribute or be subject to high erosion and debris deposition from 
run-off? 

    More than 1 acre will be disturbed 
e.    Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area? 

     Project will increase the amount of impervious surfaces on the site 
f.    Other factors (e.g., dam failure)? 

       
       

 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 
 

 Building Ordinance No. 2225 – Section 308A  Ordinance No. 12,114 (Floodways) 
 

 Approval of Drainage Concept by DPW 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Lot Size  Project Design  
 
DPW approved conceptual drainage concept on 6/17/08.  Applicant shall comply with all requirements of 
said approval. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on, or be impacted by flood (hydrological) factors? 

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation   Less than significant/No impact 
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HAZARDS - 3. Fire 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Is the project site located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (Fire Zone 4)?  

       

b.    Is the project site in a high fire hazard area and served by inadequate access due to 
lengths, width, surface materials, turnarounds or grade? 

          

c.    Does the project site have more than 75 dwelling units on a single access in a high 
fire hazard area? 

          

d.    Is the project site located in an area having inadequate water and pressure to meet 
fire flow standards? 

          

e.    Is the project located in close proximity to potential dangerous fire hazard 
conditions/uses (such as refineries, flammables, explosives manufacturing)? 

          
f.    Does the proposed use constitute a potentially dangerous fire hazard? 

       
g.    Other factors? 

       
 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 
 

 Water Ordinance No. 7834  Fire Ordinance No. 2947  Fire Regulation No. 8 
  Fuel Modification / Landscape Plan  

 
  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

 
 Project Design    Compatible Use 

  
      
      
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) on, or be 
impacted by fire hazard factors? 
 

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation   Less than significant/No impact 
  
 
 



      8      8/29/08 

HAZARDS - 4. Noise 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Is the project site located near a high noise source (airports, railroads, freeways, 
industry)? 

       

b.    Is the proposed use considered sensitive (school, hospital, senior citizen facility) or 
are there other sensitive uses in close proximity? 

    Senior assisted and independent living facility proposed and schools are nearby 

c.    
Could the project substantially increase ambient noise levels including those 
associated with special equipment (such as amplified sound systems) or parking areas 
associated with the project? 

    Traffic noise; heating and HVAC systems; surface/parking structures 

d.    Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels without the project? 

    Construction noise 
e.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 
 

 Noise Control (Title 12 – Chapter 8)  Uniform Building Code (Title 26 - Chapter 35) 
 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Lot Size  Project Design  Compatible Use  
 
Applicant shall comply with noise mitigation measures 4-1 through 4-11. 
      
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on, or be adversely impacted by noise? 
  

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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RESOURCES - 1. Water Quality 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Is the project site located in an area having known water quality problems and 
proposing the use of individual water wells? 

       
b.    Will the proposed project require the use of a private sewage disposal system? 

       

    
If the answer is yes, is the project site located in an area having known septic tank 
limitations due to high groundwater or other geotechnical limitations or is the project 
proposing on-site systems located in close proximity to a drainage course? 

          

c.    
Could the project’s associated construction activities significantly impact the quality 
of groundwater and/or storm water runoff to the storm water conveyance system 
and/or receiving water bodies? 

    10 or more dwelling units are subject to NPDES requirements 

d.    

Could the project’s post-development activities potentially degrade the quality of 
storm water runoff and/or could post-development non-storm water discharges 
contribute potential pollutants to the storm water conveyance system and/or receiving 
bodies? 

    10 or more dwelling units are subject to NPDES requirements 
e.    Other factors? 

       
 
 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 

 Industrial Waste Permit    Health Code – Ordinance No.7583, Chapter 5 
 Plumbing Code – Ordinance No.2269  NPDES Permit Compliance (DPW) 

 
  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 Lot Size  Project Design  Compatible Use  

 
Applicant shall comply with water quality mitigation measures 5-1 through 5-8. 
 
CONCLUSION 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on, or be adversely impacted by, water quality problems? 
 
 

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
 

 
 
 

RESOURCES - 2. Air Quality 
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SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    
Will the proposed project exceed the State’s criteria for regional significance (generally (a) 
500 dwelling units for residential users or (b) 40 gross acres, 650,000 square feet of floor 
area or 1,000 employees for non-residential uses)? 

       

b.    Is the proposal considered a sensitive use (schools, hospitals, parks) and located near a 
freeway or heavy industrial use? 

 Senior assisted and independent living facility 

c.    
Will the project increase local emissions to a significant extent due to increased traffic 
congestion or use of a parking structure or exceed AQMD thresholds of potential 
significance? 

    Construction/operation emissions 

d.    Will the project generate or is the site in close proximity to sources that create obnoxious 
odors, dust, and/or hazardous emissions? 

    PM10 emissions 
e.    Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

       

f.    Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation?  

    Construction/operation emissions 

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

     The Basin is currently in nonattainment for ozone, CO, and PM10 
h.    Other factors? 

       
 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 

 Health and Safety Code – Section 40506 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 Project Design   Air Quality Report 

URBEMIS report in Appendix H.  Applicant shall comply with mitigation measures  6-1 through 6-22 
CONCLUSION 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on, or be adversely impacted by, air quality? 

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
 
 
 
 

RESOURCES - 3. Biota 
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SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    
Is the project site located within Significant Ecological Area (SEA), SEA Buffer, or 
coastal Sensitive Environmental Resource (ESHA, etc.), or is the site relatively 
undisturbed and natural? 

       

b.    Will grading, fire clearance, or flood related improvements remove substantial 
natural habitat areas? 

       

c.    
Is a drainage course located on the project site that is depicted on USGS quad sheets 
by a dashed blue line or that may contain a bed, channel, or bank of any perennial, 
intermittent or ephemeral river, stream, or lake? 

          

d.    Does the project site contain a major riparian or other sensitive habitat (e.g. coastal 
sage scrub, oak woodland, sycamore riparian, woodland, wetland, etc.)? 

       

e.    Does the project site contain oak or other unique native trees (specify kinds of 
trees)? 

    17 oak trees 

f.    Is the project site habitat for any known sensitive species (federal or state listed 
endangered, etc.)? 

          
g.    Other factors (e.g., wildlife corridor, adjacent open space linkage)? 

       
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 Lot Size     Project Design    ERB/SEATAC Review  Oak Tree Permit 

 
Oak tree report in Appendix I.  Applicant shall comply with all recommendations of said report as part 
of the proposed project. 
      
 
CONCLUSION 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on, biotic resources? 
 

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
 
 
 
 

RESOURCES - 4. Archaeological/Historical/Paleontological 
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SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    
Is the project site in or near an area containing known archaeological resources or 
containing features (drainage course, spring, knoll, rock outcroppings, or oak trees) 
that indicate potential archaeological sensitivity? 

 Oak trees 

b.    Does the project site contain rock formations indicating potential paleontological 
resources? 

 Project involves deep excavations which may encounter vertebrate fossil remains 

c.    Does the project site contain known historic structures or sites? 

    Gloria’s Cottage 

d.    Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
historical or archaeological resource as defined in 15064.5? 

 Gloria’s Cottage 

e.    Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or 
site or unique geologic feature?   

    Deep excavations proposed 
f.    Other factors? 

       
 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Lot Size     Project Design    Phase 1 Archaeology Report 
 
Historic Resource Report in Appendix J.  Applicant shall comply with mitigation measures 8-1 through 
8-6 

 
      
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on archaeological, historical, or paleontological resources? 
 

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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RESOURCES - 5. Mineral Resources 
 

SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

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

       

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

          
c.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Lot Size     Project Design   
  
      
      
      
      

      

      

      
 
 
 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on mineral resources? 
 

 Potentially significant  Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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RESOURCES - 6. Agriculture Resources 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    

Would the project 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? 

       

b.    Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson 
Act contract?  

          

c.    Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment that due to their 
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

          
d.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Lot Size     Project Design   
  
      
      
      
      
 
 
 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on agriculture resources? 
 

 Potentially significant   Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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RESOURCES - 7. Visual Qualities 
 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    
Is the project site substantially visible from or will it obstruct views along a scenic 
highway (as shown on the Scenic Highway Element), or is it located within a scenic 
corridor or will it otherwise impact the viewshed? 

 San Gabriel Mountains 

b.    Is the project substantially visible from or will it obstruct views from a regional 
riding or hiking trail? 

          

c.    Is the project site located in an undeveloped or undisturbed area that contains unique 
aesthetic features? 

          

d.    Is the proposed use out-of-character in comparison to adjacent uses because of 
height, bulk, or other features? 

      Proposed villa buildings will be higher and bulkier than existing residences      
e.    Is the project likely to create substantial sun shadow, light or glare problems? 

    Night sky illumination 
f.    Other factors (e.g., grading or landform alteration)? 

       
 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Lot Size     Project Design     Visual Report  Compatible Use  
 
Applicant shall comply with mitigation measures 11-1 through 11-10 
      
      
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on scenic qualities? 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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SERVICES - 1. Traffic/Access 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Does the project contain 25 dwelling units or more and is it located in an area with 
known congestion problems (roadway or intersections)? 

 Proposed project contains more than 25 dwelling units 
b.    Will the project result in any hazardous traffic conditions? 

          

c.    Will the project result in parking problems with a subsequent impact on traffic 
conditions? 

          

d.    Will inadequate access during an emergency (other than fire hazards) result in 
problems for emergency vehicles or residents/employees in the area? 

          

e.    

Will the congestion management program (CMP) Transportation Impact Analysis 
thresholds of 50 peak hour vehicles added by project traffic to a CMP highway 
system intersection or 150 peak hour trips added by project traffic to a mainline 
freeway link be exceeded? 

  

f.    Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or program supporting  
alternative transportation (e.g., bus, turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

       
g.    Other factors? 

 Student pedestrian safety 
       

 
  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

 
  Project Design    Traffic Report  Consultation with Traffic & Lighting Division 

 
DPW approved the traffic study on 2/11/08.  Applicant shall comply with all requirements of said  
 approval and with mitigation measures 12-1 through 12-8 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project leave a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on traffic/access factors? 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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SERVICES - 2. Sewage Disposal 
 

      
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    If served by a community sewage system, could the project create capacity problems 
at the treatment plant? 

       
b.    Could the project create capacity problems in the sewer lines serving the project site? 

    Segment of sewer network serving the project site  exceeds 150 percent capacity  

c.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 
 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 
 

 Sanitary Sewers and Industrial Waste – Ordinance No. 6130 
 

 Plumbing Code – Ordinance No. 2269 
 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 
DPW approved sewer area study on 7/7/08.  Applicant shall comply with all requirements of said  
approval and with mitigation measure 13-1.   
      
 
 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on the physical environment due to sewage disposal facilities? 
 
 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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SERVICES - 3. Education 
 
 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Could the project create capacity problems at the district level? 

       

b.    Could the project create capacity problems at individual schools that will serve the 
project site? 

          
c.    Could the project create student transportation problems? 

          

d.    Could the project create substantial library impacts due to increased population and 
demand? 

          
e.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Site Dedication   Government Code Section 65995  Library Facilities Mitigation Fee 
 
      
      
      
      
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
relative to educational facilities/services? 
 
 
 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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SERVICES - 4. Fire/Sheriff Services 
 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Could the project create staffing or response time problems at the fire station or 
sheriff's substation serving the project site? 

 Special assistance required for evacuation 

b.    Are there any special fire or law enforcement problems associated with the project or 
the general area? 

          
c.    Other factors? 

          
          

  
  
  

 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Fire Mitigation Fee 
 
      
      
      
      
      
      
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
relative to fire/sheriff services? 
 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
 

 
 
 

SERVICES - 5. Utilities/Other Services 
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SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    
Is the project site in an area known to have an inadequate public water supply to meet 
domestic needs or to have an inadequate ground water supply and proposes water 
wells? 

       

b.    Is the project site in an area known to have an inadequate water supply and/or 
pressure to meet fire fighting needs? 

          

c.    Could the project create problems with providing utility services, such as electricity, 
gas, or propane? 

          
d.    Are there any other known service problem areas (e.g., solid waste)? 

    Limited landfill capacity 

e.    

Would 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 or 
facilities (e.g., fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, roads)? 

          
f.    Other factors? 

       
 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 

 Plumbing Code – Ordinance No. 2269   Water Code – Ordinance No. 7834 
 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 Lot Size   Project Design 

 
Water will serve letter dated 7/23/08 in Appendix D.  Project shall comply with AB 939 requiring 50  
 percent waste stream diversion 
 
CONCLUSION 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
relative to utilities services? 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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OTHER FACTORS - 1. General 
 
 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Will the project result in an inefficient use of energy resources? 

       

b.    Will the project result in a major change in the patterns, scale, or character of the 
general area or community? 

          
c.    Will the project result in a significant reduction in the amount of agricultural land? 

          
d.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 
STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS 
 

 State Administrative Code, Title 24, Part 5, T-20 (Energy Conservation)  
 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 Lot Size   Project Design    Compatible Use  
 
      
      
      
 
 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on the physical environment due to any of the above factors? 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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OTHER FACTORS - 2. Environmental Safety 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Are any hazardous materials used, transported, produced, handled, or stored on-site? 
 pesticides from past agricultural use 

b.    Are any pressurized tanks to be used or any hazardous wastes stored on-site? 
    Oxygen and helium tanks 

c.    Are any residential units, schools, or hospitals located within 500 feet and potentially 
adversely affected? 

    An elementary and a middle school are located within 500’ of project site 

d.    
Have there been previous uses that indicate residual soil toxicity of the site or is the site 
located within two miles downstream of a known groundwater contamination source within 
the same watershed? 

    Underground storage tank which has been removed 

e.    Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment involving the 
accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment? 

          

f.    Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

          

g.    
Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would create a 
significant hazard to the public or environment? 

          

h.    
Would the project result in a safety hazard for people in a project area located within an 
airport land use plan, within two miles of a public or public use airport, or within the 
vicinity of a private airstrip? 

          

i.    Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

          
j.    Other factors? 

       
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 Toxic Clean-up Plan 

 

Phase I Environmental Assessment in Appendix M.  Closure certification dated 2/28/07 in Appendix D. 

 Applicant shall comply with mitigation measures 18-1 through 18-6. 

 
 
CONCLUSION 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact relative to public safety? 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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OTHER FACTORS - 3. Land Use 
 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the plan designation(s) of the 
subject property? 

       

b.    Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the zoning designation of the 
subject property? 

     

c.    Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the following applicable land use 
criteria: 

    Hillside Management Criteria? 

    SEA Conformance Criteria? 

    Other? 

          
d.    Would the project physically divide an established community? 

          
e.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
Application includes request for plan amendment and density bonus 
      
      
      
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on the physical environment due to land use factors? 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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OTHER FACTORS - 4. Population/Housing/Employment/Recreation 
 
SETTING/IMPACTS 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    Could the project cumulatively exceed official regional or local population 
projections? 

       

b.    Could the project induce substantial direct or indirect growth in an area (e.g., through 
projects in an undeveloped area or extension of major infrastructure)? 

          
c.    Could the project displace existing housing, especially affordable housing? 

    Demolition of senior care facility and 14 residences 

d.    Could the project result in substantial job/housing imbalance or substantial increase 
in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)? 

          
e.    Could the project require new or expanded recreational facilities for future residents? 

          

f.    Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

          
g.    Other factors? 

       
       

 
 

  MITIGATION MEASURES                                     OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Proposed project will increase housing stock 
      
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on the physical environment due to population, housing, employment, or recreational factors? 
 

 Potentially significant   Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
 
 
 
 
 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 



      25      8/29/08 

 
Based on this Initial Study, the following findings are made: 

 
 Yes No Maybe  

a.    

Does the project have the potential to substantially 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? 

 Cultural resource 

b.    

Does the project have possible environmental effects that are individually limited but 
cumulatively considerable?  "Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of an individual 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.  

    Water quality, sewage disposal, visual qualities 

c.    Will the environmental effects of the project cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

    Noise, air quality, traffic, environmental safety 
 

 
 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Considering the above information, could the project have a significant impact (individually or cumulatively) 
on the environment? 
 

 Potentially significant    Less than significant with project mitigation  Less than significant/No impact 
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IV. INITIAL STUDY EXPLANATIONS 

 

1. HAZARDS – 1. Geotechnical 

The following discussion is based on the Preliminary Geologic and Geotechnical Report, prepared by 
GeoSoils Consultants Inc., dated February 13, 2008. The Geotechnical Investigation is provided in 
Appendix B of this Initial Study. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.  Is the project located in an active or potentially active fault zone 
Seismic Hazards Zone or Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  According to the Preliminary Geologic and Geotechnical Report 
(Appendix B), the project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or a Fault 
Hazard Zone, and there are no active faults on or adjacent to the project site.  However, the project site is 
located approximately 1.3 miles south of the Tujunga Fault Zone and approximately 3.75 miles north of 
the Verdugo Fault Zone (these faults are not zoned in the project area).  These faults are in close enough 
proximity to the project site to cause moderate to intense ground shaking during the lifetime of the 
proposed development.  However, the Uniform Building Code (to which all projects must adhere) 
includes provisions such as the use of shear panels and other reinforcements that reduce potential hazards 
during earthquakes.  These provisions would ensure that impacts related to ground shaking would be less 
than significant.  As the proposed project would be required to comply with all building code standards 
and is not located within any known active, potentially active, or Alquist-Priolo Fault Zones, project 
impacts would be less than significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Is the project site located in an area containing a major 
landslide(s)? 

 

No Impact.  The project site slopes gently downward to the south; the average slope is approximately 
5%.  There are no hills either on the project site or in the immediate vicinity of the site.  According to the 
California Geological Survey, Seismic Hazard Mapping Program, the project site is not located within a 
landslide hazard zone (see Figure IV-1, Landslide Zones Map).  Therefore, the proposed project would 
have no impact with respect to major landslide hazards. 
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YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  c.  Is the project site located in an area having high slope instability?  

 

No Impact.  As discussed above in item I-1(b), above, the project site and surrounding area are relatively 
flat to gently sloping, with no substantial hills or slopes.  The average slope for the project site is 
approximately 5%.  Therefore, the proposed project site would not be subject to high slope instability and 
would have no impact with respect to such hazards.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
d.  Is the project site subject to high subsidence, high groundwater 
level, liquefaction, or hydrocompaction? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Hydrocompaction describes the phenomenon of soil compacting after an 
initial wetting event.  A previously unsaturated soil may compact after saturation due to soil particles 
reorienting into a more compact form.1  Subsidence describes a similar situation where the drying of a 
once-wet soil can cause soil particles to compact and the land to settle, or subside.2   

                                                      

1  State of California Department of Water Resources, Land Subsidence Glossary, website:  
http://www.nd.water.ca.gov/Data/Extensometers/Glossary/index.cfm, August 22, 2006. 

2  University of Arizona Water Resources Research Center, website:  
http://cals.arizona.edu/AZWATER/main.html, August 22, 2006. 
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Figure IV-1
Landslide Zones Map
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Liquefaction is another phenomenon where cyclic stresses, which are produced by earthquake-induced 
ground motions, create excess pore pressures in cohesionless soils.  As a result, the soils may acquire a 
high degree of mobility, which can lead to lateral spreading, consolidation and settlement of loose 
sediments, ground oscillation, flow failure, loss of bearing strength, ground fissuring, and sand boils or 
other damaging deformations.  This phenomenon occurs only below the water table, but after liquefaction 
has developed, it can propagate upward into overlying, non-saturated soils as excess pore water escapes.  
The possibility of liquefaction occurring at a given site is dependant upon the occurrence of a significant 
earthquake in the vicinity, sufficient groundwater to cause high pore pressures, and on the grain size, 
relative density, and confining pressures of the soil at the site. 

According to the California Geological Survey, Seismic Hazard Mapping Program, the project site is not 
located within a liquefaction hazard zone (see Figure IV-2 Liquefaction Zones Map).  In addition, 
according to the Preliminary Geologic and Geotechnical Report, the on-site materials are dense to very 
dense; hence, the liquefaction potential on the project site is considered negligible. Therefore, the 
liquefaction hazard at the proposed project is considered to be less than significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
e.  Is the proposed project considered a sensitive use (school, hospital, 
public assembly site) located in close proximity to a significant 
geotechnical hazard? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project is a senior assisted and independent living facility, 
which is considered a sensitive use for the purposes of geotechnical analyses.  Since the project site is not 
located in close proximity to a significant geotechnical hazard (see previous discussions I-1(a) through I-
1(d)), impacts associated with geotechnical hazards would be less than significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
f.  Will the project entail substantial grading and/or alteration of 
topography including slopes of over 25%? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project requires approximately 100,700 cubic yards of 
grading/excavation, most of which involves the excavation for a two-level subterranean parking structure.  
However, the project site does not have slopes over 25%: the average slope of the project site is 
approximately 5%.  As such, the proposed project would not entail substantial alteration of topography, 
since the construction of the subterranean parking structure would not result in noticeable changes to the 
surface topography.  Therefore, grading impacts would be less than significant.  
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
g.   Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to 
life or property? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is underlain by alluvium.  This material consists of silty 
to coarse sands with occasional pebbles and cobbles.  As such, the alluvium would not be expected to 
exhibit expansive properties.  In addition, the Preliminary Geologic and Geotechnical Report recommends 
that the fill material that occurs on the site at depths ranging between 2 to 6.5 feet should be removed and 
recompacted, and that all new structures be founded entirely in competent alluvium or compacted fill.  As 
such, the project would not be located on expansive soil and impacts would be less than significant.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  h.  Other factors? 

 

No other factors have been identified.   

 

Cumulative Impacts 

No Impact.  There are nine related projects in the project vicinity (see Table II-7).  Development of the 
proposed project in conjunction with the related projects would result in further “infilling” of various land 
uses in the project vicinity.  Geotechnical hazards are area-specific, as well as site-specific and, therefore, 
there is little if any cumulative relationship between development of the proposed project and the related 
projects.  Furthermore, each project would be required to comply with the site-specific requirements 
based on geotechnical studies of the site.  As such, construction of the proposed project is not anticipated 
to combine with the related projects to cumulatively expose people or structures to such geologic hazards 
as liquefaction, landslides and/or unstable soils, or to increase the potential for soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil.  Therefore, no cumulative geological impacts are anticipated from the proposed project and the 
related projects. 
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2. HAZARDS – 2. Flood 

The following discussions of Flood Hazards summarize the findings of the Preliminary Hydrology and 
Storm Drain Hydraulics Report for Scripps Kensington, Los Angeles County, California (Hydrology 
Study), prepared by RBF Consulting, July 6, 2007.  The Hydrology Study is hereby incorporated by 
reference and is provided in Appendix C of this Initial Study. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.   Is a major drainage course, as identified on USGS quad sheets by a 
dashed line, located on the project site? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located on the Pasadena USGS topographic quadrangle.  As indicated on 
the quad sheet, there are no major drainage courses on or in the vicinity of the project site.  Therefore, the 
proposed project site would not be subject to flood hazards due to its proximity to a major drainage 
course. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.    Is the project site located within or does it contain a floodway, 
floodplain, or designated flood hazard zone? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located in an urbanized area where there are no un-channeled 
watercourses.  In addition, according to FEMA flood zone mapping (Figure IV-3, Flood Zone Map), the 
project site is outside of the 500-year floodplain.  Also, see Section II (a), above.  Therefore, the proposed 
project site would not be subject to flood hazards due to its proximity to a floodway, floodplain or 
designated flood hazard area.  



0 3,750 7,500 11,250 15,000

Feet

Legend

FEMA Flood Zone

Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency: FEMA 100 year Flood Data, USGS Topo Quads: Mt. Wilson, Pasadena,
Chilao Flat, Condor Peak, El Monte and Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles and Christopher A. Joseph & Associates; October 2007.

 

Project Site

Figure IV-3
Flood Zone Map



County of Los Angeles  August 2008 

 
 

 
 

MonteCedro Project   IV.  Initial Study Explanations 
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page IV-9 
 
 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  c.   Is the project site located in or subject to high mudflow conditions? 

 

No Impact.  As discussed in items I-1b and I-1c above, the project site and surrounding area are highly 
urbanized, have relatively flat to gently sloping topography (the average slope on the project site is 
approximately 5%) and are not located near any hillside areas, major slopes or drainage courses.  As such, 
the project site would not be subject to high mudflow conditions and no impact with respect to mudflow 
hazards would be expected to occur.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
d.   Could the project contribute or be subject to high erosion and 
debris deposition from runoff? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project would not be expected to contribute to or be subject to high 
erosion and/or debris deposition from runoff for the following reasons:  (1) the project site and 
surrounding area are relatively flat and, therefore, do not generate high velocity runoff; (2) the project site 
and surrounding area are developed properties located in a developed urban portion of Los Angeles 
County and, therefore, do not contain large exposed land surfaces that may be subject to erosion; (3) 
runoff from the project site and surrounding area flows to adjacent streets where it is picked up by storm 
drains – site runoff is not discharged to offsite exposed land surfaces or drainages; (4) as a developed 
urban area, the project site and surrounding area generate only negligible quantities of debris; and (5) 
there are no natural water courses on or near the project site, therefore, the project site would not 
contribute or be subject to high erosion or debris deposition from runoff.   

Notwithstanding the above, because the proposed project would disturb more than one acre the project 
will be required to prepare and implement an Erosion Control Plan and a Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to control erosion and sedimentation during construction as part of the project.    

In order to minimize the impacts of construction with respect to sedimentation, erosion control measures 
during and immediately following grading will be implemented.  The most serious erosion occurs along 
slopes; therefore, soil on manufactured slopes will be planted to reduce this potential.  Erosion control 
will include maintenance of interim natural vegetative growth on pads and slopes, paving and 
landscaping.  Hydro-seeded slopes will be covered with a mix containing a soil-binding agent.  The 
binding agent will stabilize the soil prior to the establishment of a vegetative cover.   
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Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be implemented to prevent a net increase of sediment load in 
storm water discharge relative to pre-construction levels, as specified in the Erosion Control Plan and the 
SWPPP Implementation Plan.  For example, the top of slopes will be bermed to prevent overflow and 
overland flows on sloping terrain with erosive velocities will be slowed by barriers.  In addition, sediment 
control BMPs will be installed at appropriate locations along the site perimeter and at all operational 
internal inlets to the storm drain system.   

The following practices will be implemented, as required, to reduce or prevent a net increase in sediment 
load in a storm water discharge: 

• Gravel bags, berms and/or silt fences to divert drainage from adjacent uphill runoff around the 
active construction area, 

• Gravel bags, silt fences, fiber rolls, hay bales and/or desilting basins will be used to desilt runoff 
with the project site.  The storm water runoff will be collected and desilted prior to entering the 
underground storm drain system and/or where runoff exits the site. 

• Gravel bags, berms and/or rock dams will be used as check dams in existing channels. 

• Interim desilting basins will be maintained pending completion of construction of connections to 
the storm drains discharging to offsite facilities.   

With the installation of the required erosion and sediment control BMPs as part of the proposed project, 
the proposed would not be expected to contribute or be subject to high erosion and debris deposition from 
runoff.  Therefore, impacts would be less than significant and further mitigation measures are not 
required. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
e.  Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As described in II-2d, there are no natural or channelized drainage 
courses on or in the vicinity of the project site.  However the proposed project will increase the amount of 
impervious surfaces on the site, thereby increasing storm water runoff.  Currently, site runoff is captured 
in a network of small area drains and pipelines leading to curb drains.  Runoff discharged to the street 
curb and gutter drains into the existing catch basins within the street right-of-way.  Storm water within 
these catch basins drains into an existing 72-inch reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) storm drain located on 
the south side of Alameda Street.  Runoff that cannot be accommodated by the collections basins is 
directed as street flows down El Molino Avenue to Outfall 1 to the 72-inch storm drain at the intersection 



County of Los Angeles  August 2008 

 
 

 
 

MonteCedro Project   IV.  Initial Study Explanations 
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page IV-11 
 
 

of Alameda Street and El Molino.  The Alameda Street storm drain (LACFCD Project 560) directs runoff 
southwesterly to the Arroyo Seco River, which drains into the Los Angeles River and flows to the Pacific 
Ocean (see Figure IV-4, Storm Drain Map).   

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Design Division – Hydraulic Analysis Unit records 
indicate the allowable flow for the project site tributary to Project 560 is 2.05 cubic feet per second per 
acre.  This corresponds to a peak storm water discharge from the site into this outfall of 16.6 cfs.  In the 
existing condition, during a 10-year frequency storm, the 10.2 acres that are tributary to Outfall 1 produce 
a peak flow of 28.9 cubic feet per second (cfs).  See Figure IV-5 for the existing site conditions hydrology 
map. 

Following project development, storm water runoff from the project site will drain to the 72-inch RCP as 
in the existing conditions, but via a proposed system of area inlets, storm drains, hydrodynamic separation 
devices and one detention basin.  The distribution of drainage area between the various subareas will 
change as a result of the planned development.  This will result in flows entering the existing outfall at 
different rates and at new locations along the main storm drain line between El Molino Avenue and 
Crawford Avenue.  However, the total drainage area tributary to Outfall 1 at the intersection of Alameda 
Street and El Molino will not change from its existing area of 10.2 acres.  See Figure IV-6 for the 
proposed site conditions hydrology map. 

In the unmitigated condition, the proposed project will increase peak flows to Outfall 1.  The primary 
means for mitigating this increase in peak storm water runoff is the design and implementation of one (1) 
new detention basin.  The project will construct a flow-through type detention basin.  Located in the south 
central area of the main campus, the detention basin will have a temporary storage capacity of 0.2 acre-
feet.  This detention basin will reduce post-development 10-year storm water flows to less than or equal to 
pre-project levels, or less than or equal to the design capacity of the downstream receiving storm drain 
facility, whichever is more limiting.  Therefore, project impacts with respect to altering the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area would be less than significant.  Other than implementing the proposed 
drainage improvements as approved by Los Angeles County, no further mitigation measures are required.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  f.    Other factors (e.g., dam failure)? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors were identified. 
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Hydrology Map Existing Conditions



ABBREVIATIONS

CB Catch Basin
CFS Cubic Feet per Second
DWG Drawing
EX Existing
RCP Reinforced Concrete Pipe
WSEL Water Surface Elevation
Q10 10 Year Storm
SD Storm Drain

Drainage Area Designation

Q1D (CFS)

Area (AC)

Flow Path

Flow Path Node

Existing Contour

Watershed Boundary

Flow Direction

Source: RBF Consulting, July, 2007.

Ex. Storm Drain

Prop. Storm Drain

Prop. SD Manhole

Prop. Down Spout

Prop. Catch Basin

Figure IV-6
Hydrology Map Proposed Conditions



County of Los Angeles  August 2008 

 
 

 
 

MonteCedro Project   IV.  Initial Study Explanations 
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page IV-15 
 
 

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  There are nine related projects in the project vicinity (see Table II-7).  
Construction of the proposed project in conjunction with the related projects would result in the further 
infilling of uses in an already urbanized area.  However, only minimal additional cumulative runoff is 
expected from the combined effects of the project site and the related project sites, since this portion of 
Altadena/Pasadena this is already fully developed with impervious surfaces.  In addition, neither the 
project site nor any of the related projects are located in a floodway, floodplain, flood hazard zone or 
contain major drainage courses.  Therefore, cumulative flood hazard impacts would be less than 
significant.   
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3. HAZARDS – 3. FIRE 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.   Is the project site located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone 
(Fire Zone 4)? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, see County of 
Los Angeles Fire Department correspondence of November 14, 2007 (Appendix D).  Rather, the project 
site is located in a developed urban area.  There are no hillsides on the project site and none in the 
surrounding area.  Furthermore, there are no substantial areas of native vegetation that may be subject to 
wildfires.  Therefore, the proposed project would not be subject to very high fire wildfire hazards.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.   Is the project site in a high fire hazard area and served by 
inadequate access due to lengths, widths, surface materials, 
turnarounds, or grade? 

 

No Impact.  As discussed above, the proposed project site is not located within a high fire hazard area.  
In addition, the proposed project would be served by 7 primary points of access from all four surrounding 
streets.  These access points provide access to both the front and back of all buildings on the site.  Lastly, 
required compliance with Title 21 of the County of Los Angeles Subdivision Code and Section 902 of the 
Fire Code would ensure that adequate emergency access is provided. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.   Does the project site have more than 75 dwelling units on a single 
access in a high fire hazard area? 

 

No Impact.  The proposed project includes the construction of 40 senior apartments and 238 units of 
senior assisted and independent living facilities; however, as discussed above, the project site is not 
within a high fire hazard area and has multiple means of access.   
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
d.   Is the project site located in an area having inadequate water and 
pressure to meet fire flow standards? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is not located in an area with known inadequate water 
pressure to meet fire flow standards.  As discussed in Section 14(A) below, water service supply to the 
proposed project site is provided by Rubio Cañon Land and Water Association (RCLWA).  Water supply 
infrastructure is present in the adjacent streets, consisting of 12-inch pipe in El Molino Avenue to the east, 
and six-inch pipe in Calavaras Street to the north.  Also, there are five (5) fire hydrants available to serve 
the project site.  According to the RCLWA, there are no known water service problems or deficiencies in 
the project area and the RCLWA is able to accommodate the proposed project’s demand for water service 
with the existing infrastructure.3  Table IV-1 summarizes the results of fire flow availability tests 
conducted on April 2, 2008.  The test records for the hydrants are included in Appendix E. 

Table IV-1 
Summary of Available Fire Flows 

Hydrant No. Static PSI Residual PSI Pitot Flow at 20 PSI 

93 107 105 84 11,743 

38 24 22 18 1,883 

90 116 108 80 5,773 

184 101 97 74 7,365 

37 101 97 74 7,365 

Source:  RCLWA, April 3, 2008 (see Appendix E) 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                      

3  Written correspondence from Lillian Woods, Director of Operations, RCLWA, dated July 23, 2008 and Pete 
Vicario, Superintendent, RCLWA, dated October 7, 2007 (see Appendix D, Relevant Correspondence). 
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
e.    Is the project site located in close proximity to potential dangerous 
fire hazard conditions/uses (such as refineries, flammables, explosives 
manufacturing)? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is not located in close proximity to potential dangerous 
fire hazard conditions/uses (such as refineries, flammables, explosives manufacturing).  As discussed in 
Section II of this Initial Study, the project site is located within a predominantly single family residential 
community, although there are a number of institutional uses in the immediate area.  The project site is 
one-half block south of Altadena Elementary School and one block northwest of Eliot Middle School.  
Altadena Baptist Church and the Alta Vista Senior Housing Development are located north of the project 
site, across Calaveras Street.  The Apostolic Christian Church of Altadena is located west of the project 
site across El Molino Avenue.  A small shopping center is located across Calaveras Street to the 
northwest of the site.  To the east, commercial uses line Lake Avenue, which is a half block from the 
project site.  To the west and south single-family residences are located directly across the street and 
extend outward for many blocks.  Therefore, impacts related to the project’s being located in close 
proximity to potential dangerous fire hazard condition will be less than significant.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
f.  Does the proposed use constitute a potentially dangerous fire 
hazard? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project would consist of senior apartments and senior 
assisted and independent living facilities, which are not typically considered to be a potentially dangerous 
fire hazard.  Furthermore, the project would be required to be constructed according to the most current 
Fire Code with respect to fire lane access, sprinkler systems and fire hydrant location.  Therefore, the 
proposed project would not constitute a potentially dangerous fire hazard and no impact would occur.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  g.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors beyond those discussed above have been identified for the proposed project.   
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Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project, in combination with the related projects, would 
result in a further infilling of an already urbanized portion of Los Angeles County, increasing the demand 
for fire protection services.  However, none of the related projects is located in close proximity to the 
proposed project, and like the proposed project none would be located within a high fire hazard area.  
Furthermore, similar to the proposed project, each of the related projects would be individually subject to 
Los Angeles County Fire Department or City of Pasadena review, and would be required to comply with 
all applicable fire safety requirements.  This would adequately reduce fire hazard impacts.  On this basis, 
it is expected that cumulative impacts relating to fire hazards would be less than significant. 
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4. HAZARDS – 4.  NOISE 

Fundamentals of Sound and Environmental Noise 

Sound is technically described in terms of amplitude (loudness) and frequency (pitch).  The standard unit 
of sound amplitude measurement is the decibel (dB).  The decibel scale is a logarithmic scale that 
describes the physical intensity of the pressure vibrations that make up any sound.  The pitch of the sound 
is related to the frequency of the pressure vibration.  Since the human ear is not equally sensitive to a 
given sound level at all frequencies, a special frequency-dependent rating scale has been devised to relate 
noise to human sensitivity.  The A-weighted decibel scale (dBA) provides this compensation by 
discriminating against frequencies in a manner approximating the sensitivity of the human ear. 

Noise, on the other hand, is typically defined as unwanted sound.  A typical noise environment consists of 
a base of steady ambient noise that is the sum of many distant and indistinguishable noise sources.  
Superimposed on this background noise is the sound from individual local sources.  These can vary from 
an occasional aircraft or train passing by to virtually continuous noise from, for example, traffic on a 
major highway.  Table IV-2, Representative Environmental Noise Levels, illustrates representative noise 
levels in the environment. 
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Table IV-2 
Representative Environmental Noise Levels 

Common Outdoor Activities Noise Level (dBA) Common Indoor Activities 
 —110— Rock Band 

Jet Fly-over at 100 feet   
 —100—  

Gas Lawnmower at 3 feet   
 —90—  
  Food Blender at 3 feet 

Diesel Truck going 50 mph at 50 feet —80— Garbage Disposal at 3 feet 
Noisy Urban Area during Daytime   

Gas Lawnmower at 100 feet —70— Vacuum Cleaner at 10 feet 
Commercial Area  Normal Speech at 3 feet 

Heavy Traffic at 300 feet —60—  
  Large Business Office 

Quiet Urban Area during Daytime —50— Dishwasher in Next Room 
   

Quiet Urban Area during Nighttime —40— Theater, Large Conference Room (background) 
Quiet Suburban Area during Nighttime   

 —30— Library 
Quiet Rural Area during Nighttime  Bedroom at Night, Concert Hall (background) 

 —20—  
  Broadcast/Recording Studio 
 —10—  
   

Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing —0— Lowest Threshold of Human Hearing 

Source: California Department of Transportation, 1998. 

 

Several rating scales have been developed to analyze the adverse effect of community noise on people.  
Because environmental noise fluctuates over time, these scales consider that the effect of noise upon 
people is largely dependent upon the total acoustical energy content of the noise, as well as the time of 
day when the noise occurs.  The Leq is a measure of ambient noise, while the Ldn and CNEL are measures 
of community noise.  Each is applicable to this analysis and defined as follows: 

• Leq, the equivalent energy noise level, is the average acoustic energy content of noise for a stated 
period of time.  Thus, the Leq of a time-varying noise and that of a steady noise are the same if 
they deliver the same acoustic energy to the ear during exposure.  For evaluating community 
impacts, this rating scale does not vary, regardless of whether the noise occurs during the day or 
the night. 

• Ldn, the Day-Night Average Level, is a 24-hour average Leq with a 10 dBA “weighting” added to 
noise during the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. to account for noise sensitivity in the nighttime. 
The logarithmic effect of these additions is that a 60 dBA 24 hour Leq would result in a 
measurement of 66.4 dBA Ldn. 
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• CNEL, the Community Noise Equivalent Level, is a 24-hour average Leq with a 5 dBA 
“weighting” during the hours of 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. and a 10 dBA “weighting” added to 
noise during the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. to account for noise sensitivity in the evening 
and nighttime, respectively. The logarithmic effect of these additions is that a 60 dBA 24-hour Leq 
would result in a measurement of 66.7 dBA CNEL. 

•  Lmin, the minimum instantaneous noise level experienced during a given period of time. 

• Lmax, the maximum instantaneous noise level experienced during a given period of time. 

Noise environments and consequences of human activities are usually well represented by median noise 
levels during the day, night, or over a 24-hour period.  Environmental noise levels are generally 
considered low when the CNEL is below 60 dBA, moderate in the 60–70 dBA range, and high above 70 
dBA.  Noise levels greater than 85 dBA can cause temporary or permanent hearing loss.  Examples of low 
daytime levels are isolated, natural settings with noise levels as low as 20 dBA and quiet suburban 
residential streets with noise levels around 40 dBA.  Noise levels above 45 dBA at night can disrupt 
sleep.  Examples of moderate level noise environments are urban residential or semi-commercial areas 
(typically 55–60 dBA) and commercial locations (typically 60 dBA).  People may consider louder 
environments adverse, but most will accept the higher levels associated with more noisy urban residential 
or residential-commercial areas (60–75 dBA) or dense urban or industrial areas (65–80 dBA).   

When evaluating changes in 24-hour community noise levels, a difference of 3 dBA is a barely 
perceptible increase to most people.  A 5 dBA increase is readily noticeable, while a difference of 10 dBA 
would be perceived as a doubling of loudness.   

Noise levels from a particular source decline as distance to the receptor increases.  Other factors, such as 
the weather and reflecting or shielding, also help intensify or reduce the noise level at any given location. 
A commonly used rule of thumb for roadway noise is that for every doubling of distance from the source, 
the noise level is reduced by about 3 dBA at acoustically “hard” locations (i.e., the area between the noise 
source and the receptor is nearly complete asphalt, concrete, hard-packed soil, or other solid materials) 
and 4.5 dBA at acoustically “soft” locations (i.e., the area between the source and receptor is earth or has 
vegetation, including grass).  Noise from stationary or point sources is reduced by about 6 to 7.5 dBA for 
every doubling of distance at acoustically hard and soft locations, respectively.  Noise levels may also be 
reduced by intervening structures; generally, a single row of buildings between the receptor and the noise 
source reduces the noise level by about 5 dBA, while a solid wall or berm reduces noise levels by 5 to 10 
dBA.  The manner in which older homes in California were constructed generally provides a reduction of 
exterior-to-interior noise levels of about 20 to 25 dBA with closed windows.  The exterior-to-interior 
reduction of newer homes is generally 30 dBA or more. 
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.  Is the project site located near a high noise source (airports, 
railroads, freeways, industry) 

 

No Impact.  The nearest airport to the project site is the Burbank Airport, which is located approximately 
12 miles west of the project site.  There is no railway located within at least 5 miles of the site.  The 
nearest freeway to the project site, the Foothill Freeway (I-210), is located approximately 1.5 miles to the 
west.  There are no auto-related/industrial uses adjacent to or near the project site.  Therefore, the project 
site is not located near a high noise sources.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

⌧   
b.   Is the proposed use considered sensitive (school, hospital, senior 
citizen facility) or are there other sensitive uses in close proximity? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project would consist of senior apartments and senior 
assisted and living facilities, and as such, is defined as a sensitive use (i.e., school, hospital, senior citizen 
facility).  As discussed in Section IV.4(a), above, the project site is not located in an area subject to high 
noise levels. There are two churches adjacent to the project site and an elementary school 150 feet away 
from the project site, all of which are considered sensitive uses. The project site is also adjacent to 
residential uses on southeast and west sides.  As a senior assisted and independent living facility, the 
project’s ongoing daily activities would have a negligible affect on nearby sensitive uses.  It should also 
be noted that the previous senior living facility on the project site had been in that location for 
approximately 100 years.  County Code Section 12.08.440(B) provides the maximum allowable noise 
thresholds that residential structures can be subject to during construction, thus treating them as a 
sensitive receptor, and is stated as follows:  

Noise Restrictions at Affected Structures.  The contractor shall conduct construction activities in such 
a manner that the maximum noise levels at the affected buildings will not exceed those listed in the 
following schedule: 

1. At Residential Structures. 

a. Mobile Equipment.  Maximum noise levels for non-scheduled, intermittent, short-term 
operation (less than 10 days) of mobile equipment: 
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Table IV-3  
County Code Construction Noise Thresholds 

 Single-Family 
Residential 

Multi-Family 
Residential 

Semi-Residential/ 
Commercial 

Daily, except Sundays and 
legal holidays, 7:00 a.m. – 
8:00 p.m. 

 

75 dB(A) 

 

80 dB(A) 

 

85 dB(A) 

Daily, 8:00 p.m. – 7:00 a.m. 
and all day Sunday and legal 
holidays 

 

60 dB(A) 

 

65 dB(A) 

 

70 dB(A) 

 

Stationary (i.e., operational) noise generated by the proposed project would be typical of a residential 
development and comparable to the noise levels generated by the other single-family and multiple-family 
developments in the immediate area.  Consequently, the proposed project would be considered a 
compatible use with the surrounding residential neighborhoods. 

While there are sensitive uses located in close proximity to the project site (e.g., Altadena Elementary 
School is one block north, Eliot Middle School is one block southeast, Altadena Baptist Church, and the 
Alta Vista Senior Housing Development are located to the north, across Calaveras Street, and the 
Apostolic Christian Church of Altadena is located west across El Molino Avenue), as a residential use, 
the proposed project is compatible with these more sensitive uses.    

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
c.  Could the project substantially increase ambient noise levels 
including those associated with special equipment (such as amplified 
sound systems) or parking areas associated with the project? 

 

Operational Noise – Vehicular 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation. Long-term noise concerns from the development of the 
proposed project have the potential to affect offsite locations, resulting primarily from vehicular traffic 
utilizing the local roadways along affected roadway segments analyzed in the project traffic study.  These 
concerns were addressed using the FHWA Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) 
which calculates the CNEL noise level for a particular reference set of input conditions, based on site-
specific traffic volumes, distances, speeds and/or noise barriers.  Based on the traffic report prepared for 
the proposed project in conjunction with an analysis of the surrounding land uses, roadway noise levels 
were forecasted to determine if the proposed project’s vehicular traffic would result in a significant 
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impact at offsite noise-sensitive receptor locations.  The computer worksheets for the Off-Site Traffic 
Noise Levels and Noise Contours are presented in Appendix F. 

Offsite locations in the vicinity would experience increased noise caused by traffic generated by the 
proposed project.  The increases in noise levels at noise-sensitive locations along the study-area roadway 
segments are identified in Table IV-4, Project Traffic Noise Impacts.  As shown, the proposed project 
would increase local noise levels by a maximum of 1.4 dBA CNEL for the roadway segment of Alameda 
Street, west of Lake Avenue, when compared with the existing traffic volumes.  Because this is below the 
3.0 dBA threshold, this impact would be less than significant.  

 

Table IV-4 

Future Project Traffic Noise Impacts 

Noise Levels in dBA CNEL 

Roadway Roadway Segment 

Existing 
Traffic 

Volumes 

Future Plus 
Project 
Traffic Increase 

Significance 
Threshold 

North of Calaveras Street 54.3 54.5 0.2 3.0 
South of Calaveras Street 59.0 59.1 0.1 3.0 
North of Alameda Street 59.1 59.1 0.0 3.0 
South of Alameda Street 59.2 59.5 0.3 3.0 
North of Woodbury Road 61.3 61.6 0.3 3.0 

El Molino Avenue 

South of Woodbury Road 57.1 57.4 0.3 3.0 
North of Mendocino Street 66.0 66.2 0.2 3.0 
South of Mendocino Street 66.3 66.5 0.2 3.0 
North of Calaveras Street 66.4 66.5 0.1 3.0 
South of Calaveras Street 66.6 66.8 0.2 3.0 
North of Alameda Street 66.5 66.7 0.2 3.0 
South of Alameda Street 66.7 67.0 0.3 3.0 
North of New York Drive 67.2 67.5 0.3 3.0 
South of New York Drive 67.1 67.4 0.3 3.0 
North of Woodbury Road 67.2 67.4 0.2 3.0 

Lake Avenue 

South of Woodbury Road 67.4 67.7 0.3 3.0 
West of Lake Avenue 58.0 58.2 0.2 3.0 

Mendocino Street 
East of Lake Avenue 59.2 59.4 0.2 3.0 
West of El Molino Avenue 59.5 59.7 0.2 3.0 
East of El Molino Avenue 59.8 59.9 0.1 3.0 
West of Lake Avenue 59.7 59.8 0.1 3.0 

Calaveras Street 

East of Lake Avenue 56.5 56.7 0.2 3.0 
West of El Molino Avenue 53.9 54.0 0.1 3.0 
East of El Molino Avenue 54.9 55.4 0.5 3.0 Alameda Street 
West of Lake Avenue 55.1 56.5 1.4 3.0 
West of Lake Avenue 61.3 61.4 0.1 3.0 

New York Drive 
East of Lake Avenue 64.7 64.9 0.2 3.0 

Woodbury Road West of El Molino Avenue 65.2 65.4 0.2 3.0 
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Table IV-4 

Future Project Traffic Noise Impacts 

Noise Levels in dBA CNEL 

Roadway Roadway Segment 

Existing 
Traffic 

Volumes 

Future Plus 
Project 
Traffic Increase 

Significance 
Threshold 

East of El Molino Avenue 63.5 63.7 0.2 3.0 
West of Lake Avenue 63.1 63.3 0.2 3.0 
East of Lake Avenue 54.7 55.0 0.3 3.0 

Source: Christopher A. Joseph and Associates, 2008.  
Traffic Information Source: LLG engineers.  

 

Operational Noise - Periodic 

Temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels may occur from the heating, ventilation, and air 
conditioning (HVAC) systems which may be installed for the new residential buildings located within the 
project site.  Residential HVAC systems would result in noise levels that average between 40 and 50 dBA 
Leq at 50 feet from the equipment.  However, project development, while contributing to an overall 
increase in ambient noise levels in the project area, would result in land uses that are consistent with the 
General Plan land use designation for the project site and would generate noise levels which are similar to 
surrounding land uses.  

Noise would also be generated by activities within the proposed surface and parking structure.  Sources of 
noise would include tires squealing, engines accelerating, doors slamming, car alarms, and people talking.  
Noise levels within the parking structure would fluctuate with the amount of automobile and human 
activity.  Noise levels would be highest in the morning and evening when the largest number of people 
would enter and exit the parking structure.  During these times, the noise levels would range from 60 to 
70dBA Leq.  There would be times in the middle of the day when very little activity occurs and the noise 
levels average 50 to 60dBA Leq.  These conditions would be similar to the previous conditions with 
vehicles parking at the on-site surface parking lot.  In addition, exterior-to-interior noise reduction of 
newer residential units in California is generally 30dBA or more. Therefore, impacts associated with 
noise generated as a result of the operation of the proposed project would be less than significant.   

The Noise Insulation Standards of Title 24 of the California Code Regulations require that interior noise 
levels within new multi-family residential units due to outdoor sources must not exceed 45 dBA CNEL.  
The new windows installed at the Project Site would be required to provide an exterior to interior noise 
reduction that is capable of ensuring that interior noise levels within the rooms will not exceed 45 dBA 
CNEL.  Failure to do so would expose residents of the project to noise levels that exceed adopted State 
standards.  This is a potentially significant impact. 
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Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4-1 would reduce operational noise impacts to a less-than-
significant level. 

Mitigation Measures 

4-1 The proposed project shall comply with the Noise Insulation Standards of Title 24 of the 
California Code of Regulations, which ensures an acceptable interior noise environment.  
Specifically, the project sponsor shall submit an acoustical report prior to the issuance of building 
permits that demonstrates that the proposed building materials would ensure that interior noise 
levels attributable to exterior sources are no greater than 45 dBA CNEL. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
d.  Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
without the project? 

 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation. Project development would require the use of heavy equipment 
for site grading and excavation, installation of utilities, paving, and building fabrication.  Development 
activities would also involve the use of smaller power tools, generators, and other sources of noise.  
During each stage of development there would be a different mix of equipment operating and noise levels 
would vary based on the amount of equipment in operation and the location of the activity. 

Temporary construction noise impacts vary markedly because the noise strength of construction 
equipment ranges widely as a function of the equipment used and short-term variations are strongly 
influenced by topographical factors that may somewhat change during the course of the project.  
Construction noise tends to occur in discrete phases dominated initially by earth-moving sources and later 
for finish construction.  Nonetheless, the U.S. EPA has compiled data regarding the noise generating 
characteristics of specific types of construction equipment and typical construction activities.  These data 
are presented Tables IV-5 and IV-6.  These noise levels would diminish with distance from the 
construction site at a rate of approximately 6 dBA per doubling of distance.  For example, a noise level of 
84 dBA measured at 50 feet from the noise source to the receptor would reduce to 78 dBA at 100 feet 
from the source to the receptor, and reduce by another 6 dBA to 72 dBA at 200 feet from the source to the 
receptor. 
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Table IV-5 
Noise Range of Typical Construction Equipment 

Construction Equipment Noise Levels in dBA CNEL at 50 feet1 

Front Loader 73–86 
Trucks 82–95 
Cranes (moveable) 75–88 
Cranes (derrick) 86–89 
Vibrator 68–82 
Saws 72–82 
Pneumatic Impact Equipment 83–88 
Jackhammers 81–98 
Pumps 68–72 
Generators 71–83 
Compressors 75–87 
Concrete Mixers 75–88 
Concrete Pumps 81–85 
Back Hoe 73–95 
Pile Driving (peaks) 95–107 
Tractor 77–98 
Scraper/Grader 80–93 
Paver 85–88 
1. Machinery equipped with noise control devices or other noise-reducing design features does not 
generate the same level of noise emissions as that shown in this table. 
Source: U.S. EPA 1971 

 

Table IV-6 
Typical Outdoor Construction Noise Levels 

Construction 
Phase 

Noise Levels at 50 Feet 
(dBA CNEL) 

Noise Levels at 50 Feet 
with Mufflers 
(dBA CNEL) 

Ground Clearing 84 82 
Excavation, 
Grading 89 86 
Foundations 78 77 
Structural 85 83 
Finishing 89 86 

Source: U.S. EPA 1971 
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Existing Noise Levels 

The project site consists of the 6.14-acre previously occupied by the Scripps Home, a skilled nursing and 
independent living and assisted living facility for seniors, and 14 adjacent single-family homes on 2.04-
acre adjacent area, which would be added to the MonteCedro project site.  Altogether, the project site 
would have an area of 8.19 gross acres encompassing the entire city block bounded by Calaveras Street to 
the north, Crawford Avenue to the east, Alameda Street to the south, and El Molino Avenue to the west.  

The project site is one-half block south of Altadena Elementary School and one block northwest of Eliot 
Middle School.  Altadena Baptist Church, and the Alta Vista Senior Housing Development are located 
north of the project site, across Calaveras Street.  The Apostolic Christian Church of Altadena is located 
west of the project site across El Molino Avenue.  A small shopping center is located across Calaveras 
street to the northwest of the site.  To the east, commercial uses line Lake Avenue, which is a half block 
from the project site and is a major road that provides access to and from the Interstate 210.  To the east 
and west single-family residences are located directly across the street and extend outward for many 
blocks.  Multi-family homes are located to the south.     

Existing daytime noise levels were monitored at three locations near the off-site single family residential 
uses located closest to the project site and one on-site location in order to identify representative noise 
levels in various areas on April 15, 2008 between the hours of approximately 10:15a.m. and 12:00p.m. 
The noise survey was conducted using the Larson-Davis 824 precision noise meter, which meets and 
exceeds the minimum industry standard performance requirements for “Type 1” standard instruments as 
defined in the American National Standard Institute (ANSI) S1.4. This instrument was calibrated and 
operated according to the manufacturer’s written specifications. At the measurement sites, the 
microphone was placed at a height of five feet above the local grade. 

At the noise measurement locations, listed in Table IV-6, the sound level meter was programmed to record 
the average sound level (Leq) over a cumulative period of 15 minutes. The average noise levels and sources 
of noise monitored at each location are shown in Table IV-7, with the locations identified in Figure IV-1. 
The daytime noise levels listed below in Table IV-7 are characteristic of a typical semi-urban agricultural 
and residential environment. 
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Table IV-7 
Existing Daytime Noise Levels  

Noise Level Statistics 
Noise Measurement Location Primary Noise Sources Leq Lmin Lmax 

Alameda Street, 300 ft from corner at El Molino 
Avenue, in front of private home, facing project site 

Construction equipment and related 
activity, several vehicles 

61.5 48.7 82.0 

Crawford Avenue, 420 ft from corner at Alameda Street, 
in front of private home, facing project site 

Several vehicles, traffic from Calaveras 
Street, very minor construction 
equipment beeping 

57.1 44.4 71.1 

Calaveras Street, in front of Altadena Vista Senior 
Center, facing project site 

Construction equipment and related 
activity, pedestrian and worker 
conversations, minor traffic 

59.0 42.8 72.0 

North corner of Calaveras Street and El Molino Avenue, 
in front of elementary school,  facing project site 

Moderate traffic including school 
buses, minor construction activity, 
pedestrian conversations 

63.8 42.6 79.7 

Corner of El Molino Avenue and Colman Street, facing 
project site 

Moderate traffic, construction 
equipment and activity 

64.6 46.3 80.9 

Source: Christopher A Joseph and Associates, 2008.  Noise measurement data are provided in Appendix H. 

 

During construction, three basic types of activities would be expected to occur and generate noise.    
Demolition of the Scripps Home, the first step, has already been completed. Second, the development site 
would be prepared, excavated, and graded to accommodate the building foundations and underground 
utilities.  Third, the proposed residential buildings would be constructed. 

Construction noise would be audible at the existing residences surrounding the proposed project site.  For 
purposes of analysis, and as a worst-case scenario, only the nearest residences were analyzed for 
construction noise impacts. Any mitigation required to reduce noise impacts at the nearest residential 
units and implemented at other residences, and other noise sensitive uses, would offer a greater benefit of 
noise reduction for the residences, and other noise sensitive uses, at greater distances.   

Noise levels at the residential units located approximately 50 feet from the proposed project site may 
exceed 82 dBA Leq during site clearing and 86 dBA Leq during site grading, excavation and finishing.  
Therefore, the peak noise levels associated with grading both contour fill slopes and building pads at Lots 
1-3 and 23 would exceed the County standards at the nearest residence.  The setback needed to not exceed 
the 75 dB performance standard at the nearest residence from heavy equipment operations under direct 
line-of-sight conditions is 250 feet.  Grading would be required within 250 feet of some off-site 
residences, and the 75 dB construction noise ordinance standard (County Code Section 12.08.440(B)) 
would be exceeded. “Excess” construction noise of 6 dB for grading of building pads closest to existing 
home is mitigable with erection of a temporary barrier berm at the edge of the pad  (the berm will reduce 
the level by approximately 10dB). 

 



Source: Google Earth Pro, 2008.
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Noise Monitoring Location
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These estimated noise levels would not occur during the entire construction period.  Instead, these are the 
maximum noise levels that are anticipated at these noise-sensitive locations when the busiest construction 
activities are occurring at the construction areas nearest these locations.  Therefore, general information 
regarding construction habits indicates that this worst-case scenario would happen infrequently and for 
short periods of time (less than 10 days at a time).  However, because the 75 dB noise ordinance standard 
would be exceeded this is considered a temporary, but significant, noise impact. The additional 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4-2 through 4-11 would reduce construction noise impacts to a 
less-than-significant level. 

Mitigation Measures 

4-2 All construction and general maintenance activities, except in an emergency, shall be limited 
to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. on Monday through Saturday and prohibited on 
Sundays and all federal holidays as stipulated in Section 12.08.440(A) of the Los Angeles 
County Noise Ordinance.   

4-3 Staging and delivery areas shall be located as far as feasible from existing residences. 

4-4 To the extent feasible, deliveries shall be staged to occur from mid-morning to mid-afternoon, 
to take advantage of times when residential zones are less susceptible to annoyance from 
outside noise.  Deliveries shall be coordinated by the construction contractor to reduce the 
potential of trucks waiting to unload for protracted periods of time. 

4-5 All construction equipment shall be equipped with the manufacturers’ recommended noise 
muffling devices, such as mufflers and engine covers.  These devices shall be kept in good 
working condition throughout the construction process. 

4-6 To the extent feasible, hydraulic equipment instead of pneumatic impact tools and electric 
powered equipment instead of diesel powered equipment shall be used for exterior 
construction work. 

4-7 Maintaining equipment in an idling mode shall be minimized.  All equipment not in use 
longer than five minutes shall be turned off. 

4-8 For smaller equipment (such as, air-compressors and small pumps), line-powered (electric) 
equipment shall be used to the extent feasible.   

4-9 If construction of pilings are required for structural building support, they shall either be 
drilled and cast-in-place or sonically driven.   
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4-10 Prior to the commencement of any grading or excavation operations, construction noise 
barriers shall be erected along the entire perimeter of the project site so as to break the line of 
site from the surrounding land uses at ground level.     

4-11 Any semi-stationary piece of equipment that operates under full power for more than sixty 
(60) minutes per day shall have a temporary ¾-inch plywood screen if there is a direct line-
of-sight to any residential bedroom window from the equipment to homes along the eastern 
site perimeter. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  e.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors were identified. 

 

Cumulative Impacts 

Future construction in the vicinity of the Project Site is not expected to result in a cumulatively 
considerable impact in terms of substantial temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels.  Noise 
impacts are localized in nature and decrease substantially with distance.  No other construction projects 
are located in the immediate vicinity of the Project Site that would have the potential to affect the same 
surrounding uses as does the Proposed Project.  In addition, the Los Angeles County Noise Ordinance 
Section 12.08.440(A) limits the allowable hours of construction activities to 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. on 
Monday through Saturday except in an emergency.  Construction would not occur on Sundays and all 
federal holidays.  Therefore, they would not occur during recognized sleep hours for residences.  
Mitigation Measures IV-1 through IV-6 would reduce the potential noise impacts associated with 
development under the Proposed Project to less-than significant levels.  Therefore, the contribution of the 
Proposed Project to the potential cumulative construction impact would also not be cumulatively 
considerable regarding a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project. 

Cumulative mobile source noise impacts would occur primarily as a result of increased traffic on local 
roadways due to the proposed project and related projects within the study area.  Therefore, cumulative 
traffic-generated noise impacts have been assessed based on the contribution of the proposed project to 
the future year 2011 cumulative base traffic volumes on the roadway segments in the project vicinity.  
The noise levels associated with existing traffic volumes and cumulative base traffic volumes with the 
proposed project (i.e., future cumulative traffic volumes) are identified in Table IV-8.  As shown, 
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cumulative development along with the proposed project would increase local noise levels by a maximum 
of 1.4 dBA CNEL for the roadway segment of Alameda Street, east of Lake Avenue.  However, the 
traffic generated by the operation of the proposed project would only contribute a maximum of 1.2 dBA 
CNEL for this segment, when compared with the future traffic volumes without the project.  Because this 
is below the 3.0 dBA threshold, this impact would be less than significant. 

Operational noise levels associated with the Proposed Project would be limited to the immediate vicinity 
of the Project Site.  No other proposed projects are located in the immediate vicinity of the Project Site 
that would have the potential to affect the same surrounding uses as does the Proposed Project.  
Therefore, the contribution of the Proposed Project to potential cumulative operational impacts would 
also not be cumulatively considerable regarding a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels 
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project. 

Table IV-8 
Cumulative Project Roadway Traffic Noise Impacts 

Noise Levels in dBA CNEL 

Roadway 
Roadway 
Segment 

Existing 
Traffic 

Volumes 

Future 
without 
Project 
Traffic 

Future Plus 
Project 
Traffic 

Cumulative 
Increase 

Project 
Contributio

n 
Significance 
Threshold 

North of 
Calaveras Street 

56.9 57.0 57.0 0.1 0.0 3.0 

South of 
Calaveras Street 

61.5 61.7 61.7 0.2 0.0 3.0 

North of 
Alameda Street 

61.8 62.0 62.0 0.2 0.0 3.0 

South of 
Alameda Street 

61.8 61.9 62.1 0.3 0.2 3.0 

North of 
Woodbury Road 

63.8 64.0 64.1 0.3 0.1 3.0 

El Molino 
Avenue 

South of 
Woodbury Road 

59.6 59.8 60.0 0.4 0.1 3.0 

North of 
Mendocino 
Street 

68.6 68.8 68.8 0.2 0.0 3.0 

South of 
Mendocino 
Street 

68.9 69.0 69.0 0.1 0.0 3.0 

North of 
Calaveras Street 

68.9 69.1 69.1 0.2 0.0 3.0 

South of 
Calaveras Street 

69.2 69.3 69.4 0.2 0.1 3.0 

North of 
Alameda Street 

69.1 69.3 69.3 0.2 0.0 3.0 

Lake 
Avenue 

South of 
Alameda Street 

69.3 69.5 69.6 0.3 0.1 3.0 
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Table IV-8 
Cumulative Project Roadway Traffic Noise Impacts 

Noise Levels in dBA CNEL 

Roadway 
Roadway 
Segment 

Existing 
Traffic 

Volumes 

Future 
without 
Project 
Traffic 

Future Plus 
Project 
Traffic 

Cumulative 
Increase 

Project 
Contributio

n 
Significance 
Threshold 

North of New 
York Drive 

69.8 70.0 70.1 0.3 0.1 3.0 

South of New 
York Drive 

69.7 69.9 69.9 0.2 0.0 3.0 

North of 
Woodbury Road 

69.7 69.9 70.0 0.3 0.1 3.0 

South of 
Woodbury Road 

70.0 70.1 70.2 0.2 0.1 3.0 

West of Lake 
Avenue 

60.5 60.7 60.7 0.2 0.0 3.0 
Mendocino 
Street East of Lake 

Avenue 
61.8 62.0 62.0 0.2 0.0 3.0 

West of El 
Molino Avenue 

62.1 62.3 62.3 0.2 0.0 3.0 

East of El 
Molino Avenue 

62.3 62.5 62.5 0.2 0.3 3.0 

West of Lake 
Avenue 

62.2 62.4 62.4 0.2 0.0 3.0 

Calaveras 
Street 

East of Lake 
Avenue 

59.1 59.3 59.3 0.2 0.0 3.0 

West of El 
Molino Avenue 

56.3 56.4 56.5 0.2 0.1 3.0 

East of El 
Molino Avenue 

57.4 57.6 57.9 0.5 0.3 3.0 
Alameda 
Street 

West of Lake 
Avenue 

57.7 57.9 59.1 1.4 1.2 3.0 

West of Lake 
Avenue 

63.9 64.0 64.0 0.1 0.0 3.0 
New York 
Drive East of Lake 

Avenue 
67.3 67.5 67.5 0.2 0.0 3.0 

West of El 
Molino Avenue 

67.8 68.0 68.0 0.2 0.0 3.0 

East of El 
Molino Avenue 

66.1 66.3 66.3 0.2 0.0 3.0 

West of Lake 
Avenue 

65.7 65.8 65.8 0.1 0.0 3.0 

Woodbury 
Road 

East of Lake 
Avenue 

57.3 57.5 57.5 0.2 0.0 3.0 

Source: Christopher A. Joseph and Associates, 2008.  
Traffic Information Source: LLG, engineers. 



County of Los Angeles  August 2008 

 
 

 
 

MonteCedro Project   IV.  Initial Study Explanations 
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page IV-36 
 
 

 

5. RESOURCES - 1. Water Quality 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.   Is the project site located in an area having known water quality 
problems and proposing the use of individual water wells? 

 

No Impact.  The proposed project does not propose the use of individual water wells.  The project would 
be served by a municipally operated public water system, the Rubio Canyon Land and Water Association 
(RCLWA).   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.   Will the proposed project require the use of a private sewage 
disposal system? 

 

No Impact.  The proposed project will be served by public sewers and will not require the use of a 
private sewage disposal system.  Sewer lines adjacent to the project site are maintained by Los Angeles 
County Department of Public Works (LACDPW).  However, all LACDPW  lines dump into Los Angeles 
County sanitation District (LACSD) main trunk sewers, which carry sewage to the treatment plants 
operated by LACSD (see Figure IV-8, Sewer Area Study Map).   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  

c.  If the answer is yes, is the project site located in an area having 
known septic tank limitations due to high groundwater or other 
geotechnical limitations or is the project proposed onsite systems 
located in close proximity to a drainage course? 

 

No Impact.  The proposed project would connect to the public sewerage system.   
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YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
c.  Could the project’s associated construction activities significantly 
impact the quality of groundwater and/or storm water runoff to the 
storm water conveyance system and/or receiving water bodies? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact with Project Mitigation.  Three general sources of potential short-term, 
construction-related storm water pollution associated with the proposed project include: (1) the handling, 
storage, and disposal of construction materials containing pollutants; (2) the maintenance and operation of 
construction equipment; and (3) earth moving activities which, when not controlled, may generate soil 
erosion via storm runoff or mechanical equipment. 

As previously discussed in Section 2.2(d), under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES), the project applicant is responsible for preparing a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) to mitigate the effects of erosion and the inherent potential for sedimentation and other 
pollutants entering the storm water system.  The primary objectives of the NPDES storm water program 
requirements are to: (1) effectively prohibit non-storm water discharges; and (2) reduce the discharge of 
pollutants from storm water conveyance systems to the Maximum Extent Practicable (“MEP” statutory 
standard).  The SWPPP would incorporate the required implementation of Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) for erosion control and other measures to meet the NPDES requirements for storm water quality.  
Implementation of the BMPs identified in the SWPPP and compliance with the NPDES and County 
discharge requirements would ensure that the construction of the proposed project would not violate any 
water quality standards or discharge requirements, or otherwise substantially degrade water quality.   

Because the proposed project must comply with the conditions of the NPDES Permit (including the 
implementation of an approved SWPPP and Erosion Control Plan), the BMPs that implement these plans 
are essentially features of the proposed project.  Therefore, the installation and maintenance of these 
BMPs will implement the intent of the NPDES Permit, which is to eliminate or reduce to the extent 
possible construction-related impacts to the quality of groundwater and/or storm water runoff directed to 
the storm water conveyance system and/or receiving water bodies.  As such, the project will not result in 
significant construction-related impacts to groundwater and/or storm water runoff, and further mitigation 
is not required.   

Mitigation Measures 

Notwithstanding the above, the following Mitigation Measures are recommended to ensure that the 
proposed project’s construction-related water quality impacts would be less than significant. 
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5-1 Appropriate erosion control and drainage devices shall be incorporated to the satisfaction of the 
Department of Public Works, such as interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channels, and inlet and 
outlet structures. 

5-2 All waste shall be disposed of properly.  Use appropriately labeled recycling bins to recycle 
construction materials including: solvents, water-based paints, vehicle fluids, broken asphalt and 
concrete, wood, and vegetation.  Non-recyclable materials/wastes shall be taken to an 
appropriate landfill.  Toxic wastes must be discarded at a licensed regulated disposal site. 

5-3 Leaks, drips, and spills shall be cleaned up immediately to prevent contaminated soil on paved 
surfaces that can be washed away into the storm drains. 

5-4 Pavement shall not be hosed down at material spills.  Dry cleanup methods shall be used 
whenever possible. 

5-5 Dumpsters shall be covered and maintained.  Place uncovered dumpsters under a roof or cover 
with tarps or plastic sheeting. 

5-6 Where truck traffic is frequent, gravel approaches shall be used to reduce soil compaction and 
limit the trafficking of sediment into streets. 

5-7 All vehicle/equipment maintenance, repair, and washing shall be conducted away from storm 
drains.  All major repairs shall be conducted off-site.  Drip pans or drop cloths shall be used to 
catch drips and spills.   

5-8 Applicant shall comply with the NPDES requirements of the California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board and the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 

d.  Could the project’s post-development activities potentially degrade 
the quality of storm water runoff and/or could post-development non-
storm water discharges contribute potential pollutants to the storm 
water conveyance system and/or receiving bodies? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project involves the development of 40 units of senior 
apartments and 238 units of senior assisted and independent living facilities with associated subterranean 
parking garage.  Discharges from the project would consist of typical urban runoff from a residential use.  
There would be no industrial discharge to any public sewage or storm drainage system.  Ongoing 
operations of the proposed project would be required to comply with the County’s Standard Urban Storm 
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Water Mitigation Plan (SUSWMP) program and to obtain a water quality permit from the Los Angeles 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB).  The SUSWMP program establishes 
comprehensive storm water quality programs to manage urban storm water and minimize pollution of the 
environment to the maximum extent practicable.  It requires the proposed project to implement Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) to reduce pollutants in urban storm water discharge to the maximum 
extent practicable. 

Because the proposed project must comply with the conditions of the SUSWMP, the BMPs that 
implement this plan are essentially features of the proposed project.  Therefore, the installation and 
maintenance of these BMPs will implement the intent of the County’s SUSWMP, which is to eliminate or 
reduce to the extent possible operational-related impacts to the quality of groundwater and/or storm water 
runoff.  As such, the project will not result in significant operation-related impacts to groundwater and/or 
storm water runoff, and further mitigation is not required.   

However, in the interest of full disclosure, the following summarizes the major elements of the project’s 
SUSWMP implementation.  A complete discussion of the SUSWMP BMPs is provided in Appendix G: 

Peak Storm Water Runoff Discharge Rates – The proposed project will reduce peak stormwater 
discharge rates from 29.8 cfs (existing conditions) to 20.2 cfs (proposed conditions).  

Conservation of Natural Areas - The project site currently has some developed vegetation areas and 
mature trees onsite.  The proposed project will seek to preserve as much of the existing trees as 
reasonable within the constraints of the overall improvement objectives.  The project will include a 
significant amount of landscape including native grasses and other drought tolerant vegetation. 

Minimization of Storm Water Pollutants of Concern - Pollutants of concern from the proposed project 
are trash, and oil and grease (based in part upon the 303(d) listings for the Arroyo Seco).  Portions of the 
project are comprised of grasses and landscaped areas.  These areas will provide infiltration of storm 
water prior to entering an on-site storm drain system.  The water quality flows from the parking lot storm 
drains will flow via a Hydrodynamic Separation system by trapping trash and oil and grease.  All trash 
cans will include lids, and trash pick up will be conducted every five days, approximately.  Trash will be 
placed in a trash storage area utilizing dumpsters with closing lids.  Additionally the project will include 
two food facilities with outdoor eating areas.  These areas will be cleaned up on a daily basis.  There are 
no proposed outdoor storage facilities or activities involving vehicle fueling, or vehicle washing on the 
site. 

Treatment Control BMPs - The majority of the project consists of redevelopment and the surrounding 
areas will be landscaped.  This will provide infiltration opportunities.  The parking lot and concrete areas’ 
water quality flows will drain into a Hydrodynamic Separation System and back into the storm drain 
system.  The infiltration and the separation system will reduce the discharge of sediment, debris, and oil 
and grease.     
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Non-structural BMPs - The following non-structural BMPs will be implemented to reduce or eliminate 
the off-site discharge of pollutants: 

• Routine landscape maintenance (weekly), including proper pick up and disposal of trash 
throughout the site (including parking areas), sediment and green waste. 

• Proper fertilizer and pesticide management (minimizing use, not applying before predicted rain, 
proper disposal of unused/excess product). 

• Automatic irrigation with smart technology will be utilized to minimize excess runoff. 

• Water Conservation Practices & SD-12, Efficient Irrigation for reference. 

• The trash enclosure area will incorporate dumpsters with lids.   

• The concrete plaza area and sidewalks will be swept and not washed on a weekly basis. 

• The parking lot area will be swept and vacuumed on a monthly basis.   

• The various plazas and sidewalks throughout the project will be swept vs. using water for 
cleaning.   

• Dogs will be prohibited from the project site. 

Protect Slopes and Channels - There are no significant slopes in the existing or proposed project 
condition, as the site is essentially flat (slopes no greater than 5%) and site runoff consists of sheet flow 
and pipe flow.   

Provide Storm Drain System Stenciling and Signage - All on-site storm drain inlets/catch basins will 
be labeled with the message “No Dumping – Drains to Ocean” or equivalent message as directed by the 
City.  

Properly Designed Trash Storage Areas - The project includes trash storage areas.  This area is 
designed so the drainage from adjoining areas is diverted, and is walled to prevent trash from being 
transported off-site.   

Provide Proof of Ongoing BMP Maintenance - A combination of treatment control and non-structural 
BMPs will be implemented and maintained where applicable by Episcopal Home Communities or other 
authorized/contract personnel, on behalf of Episcopal Home Communities, to minimize the pollutants of 
concern and to maximize the pollutant reduction. 
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Design Standards for Structural or Treatment Control BMPs - Post construction treatment control 
BMPs have been designed to mitigate storm water runoff per the SUSMP numeric sizing criteria. 
Appendix G provides BMP sizing calculations and shows where the treatment control BMPs will be 
located throughout the project.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  e.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors beyond those discussed above have been identified for the proposed project.  
Thus no additional impacts would be anticipated. 

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  There are 9 related projects in the vicinity of the project site (see Table 
II-7.  Construction of the proposed project in conjunction with the related projects would result in the 
further infilling of uses in an already urbanized area.  Runoff from the project site and adjacent urban uses 
is typically directed into the adjacent streets, where it flows to the nearest drainage improvements.  As 
such, little additional cumulative runoff is expected from the project site and the related project sites, 
since this part of unincorporated Altadena and the City of Pasadena is already fully developed with 
impervious surfaces.  In addition, similar to the proposed project, all of the related projects would be 
required to implement BMPs and to conform to the existing NPDES water quality program.  Therefore, 
cumulative water quality impacts would also be less than significant. 
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6. RESOURCES – 2. AIR QUALITY 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  

a.  Will the proposed project exceed the State’s criteria for regional 
significance (generally (a) 500 dwelling units for residential uses or (b) 
40 gross acres, 650,000 square feet of floor area or 1,000 employees for 
nonresidential uses)? 

 

No Impact.  The proposed project consists of the construction of 40 units of senior apartments and 238 
units of senior assisted and independent living facilities on 8.19 acres.  The Senior Assisted and 
Independent Living Facility portion of this project would be no greater than 367,301 square feet and 
would have a maximum of 92 employees.  Therefore, the project would not exceed any of the State’s 
criteria for regional significance, and no impact would occur. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
b.  Is the proposal considered a sensitive use (schools, hospitals, parks) 
and located near a freeway or heavy industrial use? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As the project includes a senior assisted and independent living facility, 
the project is considered a sensitive use.  The project is located within a residential neighborhood and is 
not near any heavy industrial use.  The project is also not near a freeway.  The nearest freeway is the 
Foothill Freeway (I-210) which is 1.5 miles west of the project site. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
c.  Will the project increase local emissions to a significant extent due 
to increased traffic congestion or use of a parking structure or exceed 
AQMD thresholds of potential significance? 

 

The following analyses incorporate the results of the URBEMIS – Mass Daily Construction Emissions 
computer modeling.  The worksheets for the URBEMIS modeling (dated August 13, 2008) are presented 
in Appendix H. 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation.  A significant impact may occur if a project were to generate 
pollutant concentrations to a degree that would significantly affect sensitive receptors.  The nearest 
sensitive receptors to the project site include the residential development to the south, east, and west of 
the project site.  Due to the proximity of these receptors, pollutant concentrations within 25 meters of the 
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project site are considered.  Pollutant concentrations that exceed the thresholds outlined in Table IV-9 
would have a significant impact on sensitive receptors. 

Table IV-9  
Localized Pollutant Concentrations – Significance Thresholds 

Pollutant – Averaging Time Threshold 
CO – 1 Hour 20.0 ppm 
CO – 8 Hour 9.0 ppm 

NOx – 1 Hour 0.18 ppm 
PM10 – 24 Hour 10.4 µg/m3a 
PM2.5 – 24 Hour 10.4 µg/m3a 

a Thresholds for particulates do not include background concentrations. 
Source:  South Coast Air Quality Management District, Air Quality 
Significance Thresholds, website: http://www.aqmd.gov/CEQA/hdbk.html, 
October 9, 2007. 

 

Construction 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) - approved dispersion model Industrial Source Complex 
(ISC Version 5) was used to determine localized pollutant concentrations from construction activities.  The 
localized pollutant concentrations from construction activities were then added to the existing background 
concentrations as measured by the SCAQMD monitoring station for the West San Gabriel Valley.  

As shown in Table IV-10, none of the SCAQMD recommended thresholds of significance for localized 
pollutant concentrations are exceeded.  Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.  

Table IV-10 
Summary of Dispersion Modeling Results - Construction 

Pollutant – Averaging Time Emissions 
CO - 1 Hour CO - 8 Hour NOX - 1 Hour PM10 - 24 Hour PM2.5 - 24 Hour 

Construction - Maximum 
Concentration 

0.03 ppm 0.01 ppm 0.04 ppm 1.48 µg/m3 0.84 µg/m3 

Background Concentration  4.0 ppm 2.8 ppm 0.12 ppm N/A N/A 
Project plus background 4.03 ppm 2.81 ppm 0.16 ppm 1.48 µg/m3 0.84 µg/m3 
Significance Threshold 20.0 ppm 9.0 ppm 0.18 ppm 10.4 µg/m3 10.4µg/m3 
Significant Impact? No No No No No 
Notes: ppm = parts per million; µg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter. 
Source: Christopher A. Joseph and Associates, November 2007. Modeling output sheets are provided in Appendix H. 
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Operational – Localized Emissions of CO, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5 

The average daily emissions associated with stationary and area sources, and motor vehicles operating 
within the project site have the potential to generate localized emissions of NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5.  
The average daily emissions generated on the project site during operation have been calculated assuming 
that each vehicle would travel a maximum of 0.1 mile within the project site.   

The ISC model described above was also used to determine localized pollutant concentrations based on the 
average daily emissions calculated for onsite emissions during operation of the proposed project.  The 
localized pollutant concentrations from operational activities were then added to the existing background 
concentrations as measured by the air quality monitoring station for the West San Gabriel Valley.  As shown 
in Table IV-11, none of the localized thresholds recommended by SCAQMD would be exceeded during the 
operational phase.  Therefore, impacts from onsite operations on localized pollutant concentrations would be 
less than significant.  

Table IV-11 
Summary of Dispersion Modeling Results - Operations 

Pollutant – Averaging Time Emissions 
CO - 1 Hour CO - 8 Hour NOX - 1 Hour PM10- 24 Hour PM2.5- 24 Hour

Construction - Maximum 
Concentration 

0.04 ppm 0.02 ppm 0.01 ppm 0.28 µg/m3 0.06 µg/m3 

Background Concentration  4.0 ppm 2.8 ppm 0.12 ppm N/A N/A 
Project plus background 4.04 ppm 2.82 ppm 0.13 ppm 0.28 µg/m3 0.06 µg/m3 
Significance Threshold 20.0 ppm 9.0 ppm 0.18 ppm 2.5 µg/m3 2.5 µg/m3 
Significant Impact? No No No No No 
Notes: ppm = parts per million; µg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter. 
Source: Christopher A. Joseph and Associates, November 2007. Modeling output sheets are provided in Appendix H. 

Operational – Localized Emissions of CO from Motor Vehicle Traffic 

The SCAQMD recommends the use of CALINE4, a dispersion model for predicting CO concentrations, 
as the preferred method of estimating localized pollutant concentrations at sensitive receptors near 
congested roadways and intersections.  For each intersection analyzed, CALINE4 adds roadway-specific 
CO emissions calculated from peak-hour turning volumes to ambient CO air concentrations.  For this 
analysis, localized CO concentrations were calculated based on a simplified CALINE4 screening 
procedure developed by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and accepted by the SCAQMD.  
The simplified procedure is intended as a screening analysis, which identifies a potential CO hotspot.  
This methodology assumes worst-case conditions and provides a screening of maximum, worst-case CO 
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concentrations.  However, the emission factors used in the analysis have been updated to EMFAC2007 by 
the EIR consultant.4 

Maximum future 8-hour and 1-hour CO concentrations with the project were calculated for the 
intersections included in the project traffic impact analysis that have sensitive receptors in close proximity 
and would be most affected by the traffic generated by the proposed project and cumulative development.  
The results of these calculations are presented in Table IV-12 for representative receptor locations at the 
roadway edge, and 25 and 50 feet from each roadway. 

Table IV-12 
Future Local Carbon Monoxide Concentrations With Project - 2009 

CO Concentrations in Parts Per Million (ppm) 
Roadway Edge 25 Feet 50 Feet Intersection 

1-Hour 8-Hour 1-Hour 8-Hour 1-Hour 8-Hour 
Lake Avenue & Mendocino Street 4.8 3.3 4.5 3.1 4.4 3.0 
Lake Avenue & Calaveras Street 4.9 3.3 4.5 3.1 4.4 3.0 
Lake Avenue & Alameda Street 4.9 3.3 4.5 3.1 4.4 3.0 
Lake Avenue & New York Drive 5.1 3.5 4.7 3.2 4.5 3.1 
Lake Avenue & Woodbury Road 5.1 3.4 4.6 3.2 4.5 3.1 
El Molino Avenue & Calaveras Street 4.3 3.0 4.1 2.9 4.1 2.9 
El Molino Avenue & Alameda Street 4.2 2.9 4.1 2.9 4.1 2.8 
El Molino Avenue & Woodbury Road 4.9 3.3 4.5 3.1 4.4 3.0 
Notes: National 1-hour standard is 35.0 ppm. 
           State 1-hour standard is 20.0 ppm. 
           National and State standard is 9.0 ppm. 
Source:    Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, November 2007.  Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix H.  Based on year 
2011 EMFAC2007 Winter emission factors. 

 

As shown in Table IV-12, future CO concentrations near these intersections would not exceed the 
national and State ambient air quality standards for CO.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed 
project and cumulative development would not expose any possible sensitive receptors located in close 
proximity to these intersections to substantial localized pollutant concentrations of CO.  Therefore, this 
impact would be less than significant.  

 

Mitigation Measures 

                                                      

4 The emission factors used in the BAAQMD’s localized CO screening procedure are based on EMFAC7G, which 
is out of date by several years and has been superseded by newer emission factor models, the current version of 
which is EMFAC2007. 
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In order to address PM10 emissions, the following is a list of feasible control measures that the SCAQMD 
requires for any construction. The analysis presented above assumes implementation of these measures as 
required under SCAQMD Rule 402 and Rule 403. 

6-1 The construction area and vicinity (500-foot radius) shall be swept (preferably with water 
sweepers) and watered at least three times daily. Site wetting shall occur often enough to 
maintain a 10 percent surface soil moisture content throughout all earth moving activities. 

6-2 All paved roads, parking and staging areas shall be watered at least once every two hours of 
active operations. 

6-3 Site access points shall be swept/washed within thirty minutes of visible dirt deposition. 

6-4 Onsite stockpiles of debris, dirt or rusty material shall be covered or watered at least twice daily. 

6-5 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall either be covered or maintain 
two feet of freeboard. 

6-6 All haul trucks shall have a capacity of no less than twelve and three-quarter (12.75) cubic 
yards. 

6-7 Manage haul road dust by watering at least three times daily. 

6-8 At least 80 percent of all inactive disturbed surface areas shall be watered on a daily basis when 
there is evidence of wind drive fugitive dust. 

6-9 Operations on any unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 mph. 

6-10 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 miles per hour. 

6-11 Operations on any unpaved surfaces shall be suspended during first and second stage smog 
alerts. 

6-12 All haul routes associated with the construction of the proposed project shall be paved. 

6-13 To stabilize soils, during the site grading phase, apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas.  

6-14 To stabilize soils, during the site grading phase, replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly. 

6-15 To stabilize soils, during the site grading phase, water exposed surfaces three times daily. 

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented to reduce the emissions generated during 
construction.  
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6-16 During the site grading phase, all on and off-road diesel engines shall use aqueous diesel fuel. 

6-17 During the application of asphalt surfaces, all on and off-road diesel engines shall use aqueous 
diesel fuel. 

6-18 During the construction phase, all architectural coatings used shall have a VOC rating of 75lbs 
of VOC or less. 

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented to assure that construction-related emissions do 
not exceed those identified in this analysis: 

6-19 Scheduling of construction phases shall be consistent with the following framework: 

• Grading operations shall be spread out over a period of approximately 100 days in the year 
2010; 

• Paving shall be restricted to an area of approximately 3.17 acres and shall occur over a 10 day 
period during 2011; 

• Building construction shall be spread out over a period of at least 170 days ending in 2011; 
and  

• Architectural coatings shall be applied over a period of at least 70 days during 2011.  

6-20 Mass site grading shall be limited as follows: 

• Grading shall be restricted to approximately 100,700 cubic yards of cut and fill including 
approximately 91,300 cubic yards of dirt export; 

• Grading shall be restricted to a maximum daily disturbance area of approximately 2.00 acres 
per day.  

6-21 Usage of construction equipment shall be restricted as follows: 

• Grading equipment in use at any given time shall not exceed: 1 Grader, 1 Rubber Tired 
Dozer, 2 Tractors/loaders/backhoes, 1 Excavator and 1 Water Truck  

• Paving equipment in use at any given time shall not exceed: 4 Cement and Mortar Mixers, 1 
Paver, 2 Pieces of Paving Equipment, 1 Roller and 1 Tractor/Loader/Backhoe 

• Building construction equipment in use at any given time shall not exceed: 2 Cement and 
Mortar Mixers, 1 Crane, 2 Forklifts, 1 Generator Set, 1 Tractor/Loader/Backhoe and 3 
Welders 
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6-22 Grading, paving and building construction equipment shall be operated no more than a total of 8 
hours per day.  

Level of Significance After Mitigation  

As shown below in Table 6-12A, construction-related daily emissions would not exceed SCAQMD 
significance thresholds during site construction.  Therefore, estimated peak regional construction 
emissions would be less than significant.  In addition, the implementation of the mitigation measures MM 
4-1 through MM 4-11 above would ensure compliance with SCAQMD Rule 402 and Rule 403.  

 

Table 6-12A  
Estimated Peak Regional Daily Construction Emissions 

Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Day 
Emissions Source ROG NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5  

Existing Building Demolition 
Fugitive Dust - - - - 1.05 0.22 
Off-Road Diesel 3.25 25.16 14.26 0.00 1.48 1.37 
On-Road Diesel 0.09 1.26 0.49 0.00 0.06 0.05 
Worker Trips 0.04 0.07 1.21 0.00 0.01 0.00 
Total Emissions 3.38 26.50 15.97 0.00 2.60 1.64 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Continued Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO NO 

Site Excavation and Grading Phase 
Fugitive Dust - - - - 21.86 4.57 
Off-Road Diesel 5.02 40.00 21.33 0.00 2.20 2.02 
On-Road Diesel 2.18 28.44 10.92 0.04 1.29 1.11 
Worker Trips 0.05 0.09 1.57 0.00 0.01 0.01 
Total Emissions 7.25 68.53 33.82 0.04 25.38 7.71 
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Table 6-12A  
Estimated Peak Regional Daily Construction Emissions 

Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Day 
Emissions Source ROG NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5  

SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Continued Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO NO 

Construction Phase 
Building Construction Off-Road 
Diesel 7.72 37.95 24.89 0.00 3.11 2.38 
Building Construction Vender 
Trips 1.17 13.46 10.52 0.01 0.53 0.39 
Building Construction Worker 
Trips 1.26 2.37 40.51 0.06 0.38 0.20 
Arch. Coatings Off-Gas 19.73 - - - - - 
Arch. Coatings Worker Trips 0.03 0.05 0.88 0.00 0.01 0.00 
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.09 - - - - - 
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 3.41 20.79 12.34 0.00 1.82 1.68 
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.03 0.36 0.14 0.00 0.02 0.01 
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.07 0.13 2.20 0.00 0.02 0.01 
Total Emissions 33.51 75.11 91.48 0.07 5.89 4.67 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Continued Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO NO 
Source: Urbemis 2002. Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2008. Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix H. 

 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
d.  Will the project generate or is the site in close proximity to sources 
which create obnoxious odors, dust, and/or hazardous emissions? 

 

Odors 

No Impact.  Odors are typically associated with industrial projects involving the use of chemicals, 
solvents, petroleum products, and other strong-smelling elements used in manufacturing processes, as 
well as sewage treatment facilities and landfills.  The proposed project is a residential use that would not 
contain any of the above-listed odor producing uses.  Therefore, no impact associated with objectionable 
odors would occur. 

Dust 

Less Than Significant.  Emissions of PM10 are analyzed above along with a list of feasible control 
measures that the SCAQMD requires for construction emissions of PM10.  In addition, the analysis 
presented above assumes implementation of these measures as required under SCAQMD Rule 402 and 
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403.  As identified above, with implementation of Rule 403, impacts from PM10 would be less then 
significant during construction and operation.  

Hazardous Emissions 

Less Than Significant.  The proposed project consists of residential and institutional developments.  
Other than typical household cleaning items and maintenance items, no hazardous materials would be 
used, stored or disposed at the project site.  Therefore, the project would not be expected to release 
significant hazardous emissions. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
e.  Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan? 

 

No Impact.  A significant air quality impact may occur if a project is not consistent with the applicable 
Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) or would in some way represent a substantial hindrance to 
employing the policies or obtaining the goals of that plan.  In the case of projects proposed within the 
County of Los Angeles or elsewhere in the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), the applicable plan is the Air 
Quality Management Plan (AQMP) that is prepared by the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD).  The SCAQMD is the agency principally responsible for comprehensive air pollution 
control in the Basin.  To that end, the SCAQMD, a regional agency, works directly with the Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG), county transportation commissions, local governments, 
and cooperates actively with all State and federal government agencies.  The SCAQMD develops rules 
and regulations, establishes permitting requirements, inspects emissions sources, and enforces such 
measures though educational programs or fines, when necessary. 

The SCAQMD is directly responsible for reducing emissions from stationary (area and point), mobile, 
and indirect sources.  It has responded to this requirement by preparing a series of AQMPs.  The most 
recent of these was adopted by the Governing Board of the SCAQMD on June 1, 2007.  This AQMP, 
referred to as the 2007 AQMP, was prepared to comply with the federal and State Clean Air Acts and 
amendments, to accommodate growth, to reduce the high levels of pollutants in the Basin, to meet federal 
and State air quality standards, and to minimize the fiscal impact that pollution control measures have on 
the local economy.  It builds on approaches taken from the 2003 AQMP for the attainment of the federal 
ozone air quality standard.  These planning efforts have substantially decreased the population’s exposure 
to unhealthful levels of pollutants, even while substantial population growth has occurred within the 
Basin.   
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Projects that are consistent with the projections of employment and population forecasts identified in the 
Growth Management Chapter of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) are considered 
consistent with the AQMP growth projections, since the Growth Management Chapter forms the basis of 
the land use and transportation control portions of the AQMP. 

SCAG has divided its jurisdiction into 14 subregions.  The project site is located in the San Gabriel 
Valley Association of Cities (SGVAC) subregion, comprised of 30 cities as well as an unincorporated 
portion of Los Angeles County that includes Altadena.  SCAG estimates that the 2005 population for the 
SGVAC subregion was 377,458 persons, and forecasts that it would reach 418,423 by 2010.  That 
represents an increase of approximately 40,965 persons or 10.9 percent over the subregion’s 2005 
population.5  Since the proposed project does not exceed the growth rate anticipated for the area, it would 
be consistent with regional population projections, and no impact would occur. 

Another measurement tool in determining consistency with the AQMP is to determine how a project 
accommodates the expected increase in population or employment.  Generally, if a project is planned in a 
way that results in the minimization of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) both within the project and the 
community in which it is located, and thereby consequently minimizing  air pollutant emissions, that 
aspect of the project is consistent with the AQMP. 

Public transit service in the project study area is currently provided by the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transit Authority (Metro) and the City of Pasadena Area Rapid Transit System (ARTS).  
Metro lines serving the project vicinity include line 180 which travels from Hollywood to Altadena, line 
256 which travels from the City of Commerce to Altadena, line 485 which travels from Downtown Los 
Angeles to Altadena, and the Metro Gold Line which travels from Los Angeles Union Station to 
Pasadena.  Furthermore, ARTS line 20 travels to Pasadena via Lake Avenue.  The availability of public 
transit surrounding the project site will reduce the number of vehicle miles traveled thus reducing air 
pollution emissions.  

Based on this information, no impact would occur as the proposed project would be consistent with the 
2007 AQMP.  

 

 

 

                                                      

5  Southern California Association of Governments, 2004 Regional Transportation Plan/Growth Vision: Socio-
Economic Forecast Report, City Projections, http://www.scag.ca.gov/forecast/downloads/2004GF.xls, accessed 
February 4, 2008.  
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YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
f.  Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation? 

 

The following analyses incorporate the results of the URBEMIS – Mass Daily Construction Emissions 
computer modeling.  The worksheets for the URBEMIS modeling (dated August 13, 2008) are presented 
in Appendix H. 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation.  A project may have a significant impact where project-related 
emissions would exceed federal, State, or regional standards or thresholds, or where project-related 
emissions would substantially contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation.  The proposed 
project is located in the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).  To address potential 
impacts from construction and operational activities, the SCAQMD currently recommends that impacts 
from projects with mass daily emissions that exceed any of the thresholds outlined in Table IV-13 be 
considered significant. 

Greenhouse gas emissions will also be evaluated due to increasing concerns over global climate change. 
California has responded to the issue of global climate change by adopting a series of laws to reduce 
GHG emissions from various sources within the State.  In September 2006, Governor Arnold 
Schwarzenegger signed in to law AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006.  AB 32 
requires the California Air Resources Board (ARB) to adopt regulations to require the reporting and 
verification of statewide greenhouse gas emissions and to monitor and enforce compliance with that 
program.   

Table IV-13 
SCAQMD’s Significant Emissions Thresholds 

Pollutant Construction Threshold 
(lbs/day) 

Operational Threshold 
(lbs/day) 

VOC 75 55 
NOx 100 55 
CO 550 550 
Sox 150 150 
PM10 150 150 
PM2.5 55 55 
Note: lbs = pounds. 
Source:  South Coast Air Quality Management District, Air Quality Significance Thresholds, 
website: http://www.aqmd.gov/CEQA/hdbk.html, October 9, 2007. 

 

In October 2006, Governor Schwarzenegger issued an Executive Order in which he designated the 
Cal/EPA Secretary with the primary responsibility for implementing AB 32.  In response to the Executive 
Order, the Secretary of Cal/EPA created the Climate Action Team (CAT), which, in March 2006, 
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published the Climate Action Team Report to Governor Schwarzenegger and the Legislature (the “2006 
CAT Report”).  The 2006 CAT Report identifies a recommended list of strategies that the State could 
pursue to reduce climate change greenhouse gas emissions.   

At the time that this IS/MND was being prepared, no air agency or municipality had yet established 
project-level significance thresholds for GHGs emissions.  Furthermore, the regulations required to meet 
the goal under AB 32 of reducing emissions to 1990 levels by 2010 are still under development, expected 
to be finalized by January 1, 2008, and implemented no later than January 1, 2010.  The list of discrete 
early action measures that can be adopted and implemented before January 1, 2010, was adopted by the 
ARB in June, 2007.  At this time, there is no single criterion by which the implementation of a project can 
be judged to support or hinder attainment of the State’s goals.  In the absence of any other adopted 
thresholds, this assessment assumes that the project would be considered to generate a substantial increase 
in GHG emissions if it is not consistent with any strategies from the 2006 CAT Report that the Lead 
Agency deems to be applicable and feasible for the proposed land uses.  This would be considered a 
significant impact with regards to global climate change. 

Construction 

Construction of the proposed project is expected to occur over four phases.  The first phase of 
construction, the demolition of the existing 125,000 square feet of buildings, has already taken place.  The 
second phase would involve the grading and excavation of the site to accommodate the subterranean 
garages and building foundation.  The third phase would involve the construction of the proposed 
building.  The final phase would involve the application of architectural coatings and site paving.  

The analysis of daily construction emissions has been prepared utilizing the URBEMIS 2007 computer 
model as recommended by the SCAQMD.  Due to the construction timeframe and the normal day-to-day 
variability in construction activities, it is difficult if not impossible, to precisely quantify the daily 
emissions associated with each phase of the proposed construction activities.  Nonetheless, Table IV-14 
Estimated Mass Daily Construction Emissions, identifies daily emissions that are estimated to occur on 
peak construction days.  These calculations were based on the assumptions described below.  It was also 
assumed that appropriate dust control measures would be implemented during each phase of development 
as required by SCAQMD Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust.   
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Table IV-14 
Estimated Mass Daily Construction Emissions 

Emissions in Pounds per Day Emissions Source 
VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5 

Demolition Phase (2008) 
Fugitive Dust -- -- -- -- 1.05 0.22 
Off-Road Diesel Equipment 3.25 25.16 14.26 0.00 1.48 1.37 
On-Road Diesel Equipment 0.09 1.26 0.49 0.00 0.06 0.05 
Worker Trips 0.04 0.07 1.21 0.00 0.01 0.00 
Total Demolition Emissions 3.38 26.50 15.97 0.00 2.60 1.64 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.00 100.00 550.00 150.00 150.00 55.00 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Site Grading Phase (2010) 
Fugitive Dust -- -- -- -- 3.71 0.77 
Off-Road Diesel Equipment 5.02 40.00 21.33 0.00 2.20 2.02 
On-Road Diesel Equipment 0.48 6.23 2.39 0.01 0.28 0.24 
Worker Trips 0.05 0.09 1.57 0.00 0.01 0.01 
Total Site Grading Emissions 5.54 46.32 25.29 0.01 6.20 3.05 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.00 100.00 550.00 150.00 150.00 55.00 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Building Construction Phase (2010) 
Building Construction Off-Road Diesel Equip. 4.00 19.51 12.65 0.00 1.33 1.22 
Building Construction Vendor Trips 0.61 7.08 5.46 0.01 0.34 0.29 
Building Construction Worker Trips 0.66 1.24 20.98 0.03 0.19 0.10 
Total Building Construction Emissions 5.28 27.83 39.10 0.04 1.85 1.61 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.00 100.00 550.00 150.00 150.00 55.00 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Building Construction Phase (2011) 
Building Construction Off-Road Diesel Equip. 3.72 18.44 12.24 0.00 1.26 1.16 
Building Construction Vendor Trips 0.56 6.38 5.06 0.01 0.31 0.26 
Building Construction Worker Trips 0.60 1.13 19.53 0.03 0.19 0.10 
Total Building Construction Emissions 4.88 25.95 36.83 0.04 1.76 1.52 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.00 100.00 550.00 150.00 150.00 55.00 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Finishing and Paving (2011) 
Paving Off-Gas 0.09 -- -- -- -- -- 
Paving Off-Road Diesel 3.41 20.79 12.34 0.00 1.82 1.68 
Paving On-Road Diesel 0.03 0.36 0.14 0.00 0.02 0.01 
Paving Worker Trips 0.07 0.13 2.20 0.00 0.02 0.01 
Architectural Coatings Off-Gas 19.73 -- -- -- -- -- 
Architectural Coatings Worker Trips 0.03 0.05 0.88 0.00 0.01 0.00 
Total Finishing and Paving Emissions 23.36 21.33 15.56 0.00 1.87 1.71 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.00 100.00 550.00 150.00 150.00 55.00 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Note: Subtotals may not appear to add correctly due to rounding in the URBEMIS2007 model. 
Source:    Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, November 2007.  Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix H. 
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Demolition 

The demolition phase included the demolition and removal of the 125,000 square feet of existing 
buildings.  This phase occurred around July 2008.  The equipment utilized during this phase included the 
following:  one (1) concrete industrial saw, one (1) rubber tired dozer and two (2) tractors, loaders, or 
backhoes.    

Grading 

The site grading phase would include excavation and grading to accommodate the subterranean parking 
garage and building foundation.  The grading phase would begin around April 2010 and last 
approximately 5 months.  The equipment utilized during this phase would include the following:  one (1) 
grader, one (1) rubber tired dozer, two (2) tractors, loaders, or backhoes, one (1) excavator and one (1) 
water truck.  It was assumed that all equipment would run for a maximum of 8 hours per day.  
Approximately 91,300 cubic yards of soil will be exported over this phase.  To assure that construction-
related emissions do not exceed those identified in this analysis, Mitigation Measures 6-19 through 6-22 
limit actual grading activities to those parameters used as inputs to the URBEMIS computer analysis.  
These parameters include the assumption that grading activities will disturb no more than approximately 
two (2) acres per day, although the maximum daily volume of earthwork is not known at this time. 

Building Construction 

The building construction phase would include the construction of the proposed retirement community.  
This phase would begin around August 2010 and would last approximately 12 months.  The equipment 
utilized during this phase would include the following:  two (2) cement and mortar mixers, one (1) crane, 
two (2) forklifts, one (1) generator set, one (1) tractor, loader, or backhoe and three (3) welders.  It was 
assumed that all equipment would run for a maximum of 8 hours per day. 

Finishing and Paving 

The finishing and paving phase would include the application of architectural coatings and site paving.  
This phase would begin around August 2011 and would last approximately 4 months.  The equipment 
utilized during this phase would include the following:  four (4) cement and mortar mixers, one (1) paver, 
two (2) pieces of paving equipment, one (1) roller, and one (1) tractor, loader, or backhoe.  It was 
assumed that all equipment would run for a maximum of 8 hours per day.   

As shown in Table IV-14, mass daily construction emissions would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds of 
significance.  Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 
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Operation 

Operational emissions generated by both stationary and mobile sources would result from normal day-to-
day activities on the project site after occupation.  Stationary area source emissions would be generated 
by the consumption of natural gas, the operation of landscape maintenance equipment, and the use of 
consumer products.  Mobile emissions would be generated by the motor vehicles traveling to and from 
the project site. 

The analysis of daily operational emissions has been prepared utilizing the URBEMIS 2007 computer 
model recommended by the SCAQMD.  The results of these calculations are presented in Table IV-15.  
As shown, the net increase in emissions generated by the proposed project’s operations would not exceed 
the thresholds of significance set by the SCAQMD.  Therefore, impacts associated with regional 
operational emissions from the proposed project would be less than significant. 

Table IV-15 
Estimated Daily Operational Emissions – Proposed Project - 2009 

Emissions in Pounds per Day Emissions Source 
VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5 

Summertime (Smog season) Emissions 
Proposed Land Uses 
Natural Gas 0.35 4.53 1.93 0.00 0.01 0.01 
Landscape Maintenance Equipment 2.46 0.14 14.50 0.00 0.04 0.04 
Consumer Products 14.26 -- -- -- -- -- 
Architectural Coatings 1.00 -- -- -- -- -- 
Motor Vehicles 10.31 8.18 100.28 0.08 13.57 2.59 
Subtotal 28.38 12.85 116.71 0.08 13.62 2.64 
Existing Land Uses 
Natural Gas 0.05 0.61 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Landscape Maintenance Equipment 0.25 0.02 2.25 0.00 0.01 0.01 
Consumer Products 0.72 -- -- -- -- -- 
Architectural Coatings 0.39 -- -- -- -- -- 
Motor Vehicles 3.69 2.93 37.51 0.03 5.11 0.97 
Subtotal 5.10 3.56 40.18 0.03 5.12 0.98 
Total Net Increase (Proposed – Existing) 23.28 9.29 76.53 0.05 8.50 1.66 
SCAQMD Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Wintertime Emissions 
Proposed Land Uses 
Natural Gas 0.35 4.53 1.93 0.00 0.01 0.01 
Hearth 0.13 2.31 0.98 0.01 0.19 0.18 
Consumer Products 14.26 -- -- -- -- -- 
Architectural Coatings 1.00 -- -- -- -- -- 
Motor Vehicles 10.24 10.07 98.08 0.06 13.57 2.59 
Subtotal 25.98 16.91 100.99 0.07 13.77 2.78 
Existing Land Uses 
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Emissions in Pounds per Day Emissions Source 
VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5 

Natural Gas 0.05 0.61 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Hearth 26.01 0.30 28.69 0.05 3.93 3.78 
Consumer Products 0.72 -- -- -- -- -- 
Architectural Coatings 0.39 -- -- -- -- -- 
Motor Vehicles 3.77 3.63 36.73 0.02 5.11 0.97 
Subtotal 30.94 4.54 65.84 0.07 9.04 4.75 
Total Net Increase (Proposed – Existing) (4.96) 12.37 35.15 0.00 4.73 (1.97) 
SCAQMD Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Note:  Subtotals may not appear to add correctly due to rounding in the URBEMIS 2007 model. 
Source:    Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, November 2007.  Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix H.  

 

Mitigation Measures 

Implementation of the above identified Mitigation Measures 6-1 through 6-22 would ensure that project 
construction-related air quality impacts would remain less than significant.  As shown below in Table 6-
12A (above), construction-related daily emissions would not exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds 
during site construction.  Therefore, estimated peak regional construction emissions would be less than 
significant.   

Greenhouse Gases 

The proposed project replaces a former less energy efficient facility with a modern facility designed to 
comply with Title 24 energy conservation standards for insulation, glazing, lighting, shading, and water 
and space heating systems in all new construction.  With modern energy efficient construction materials 
and compliance with Title 24 standards, the proposed project would be consistent with the State’s energy 
conservation standards.  Therefore, the project would not result in an inefficient use of energy resources 
and its impact on energy resources and, consequently, its carbon footprint, would be less than significant. 

The consistency of the proposed project with the strategies from the 2006 CAT Report is evaluated in 
Table IV-16.  As shown, the project would be consistent with all feasible and applicable strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions in California.  Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 
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Table IV-16 
Project Consistency with 2006 CAT Report Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Strategies 

Strategy Project Consistency 
California Air Resources Board 
Vehicle Climate Change Standards.  AB 1493 
(Pavley) required the state to develop and adopt 
regulations that achieve the maximum feasible and cost-
effective reduction of climate change emissions emitted 
by passenger vehicles and light duty trucks.  Regulations 
were adopted by the ARB I September 2004. 

Consistent.  The vehicles that travel to and from the 
project site on public roadways would be in compliance 
with ARB vehicle standards that are in effect at the time 
of vehicle purchase. 

Diesel Anti-Idling.  In July 2004, the ARB adopted a 
measure to limit diesel-fueled commercial motor vehicle 
idling. 

Consistent.  Current State law restricts diesel truck 
idling to five minutes or less.  Diesel trucks making 
deliveries to the project site are subject to this State-wide 
law.   

Hydrofluorocarbon Reduction. 
1) Ban retail sale of HFC in small cans. 
2) Require that only low GWP refrigerants be used in 
new vehicular systems. 
3) Adopt specifications for new commercial 
refrigeration. 
4) Add refrigerant leak-tightness to the pass criteria for 
vehicular inspection and maintenance programs. 
5) Enforce federal ban on releasing HFCs. 

Consistent.  This strategy applies to consumer products.  
All applicable products purchased by residents and 
employees of the proposed project would comply with 
the regulations that are in effect at the time of 
manufacture. 

Transportation Refrigeration Units, Off-Road 
Electrification, Port Electrification (ship to shore).  
Require all new transportation refrigeration units (TRU) 
to be equipped with electric standby.  Require cold 
storage facilities to install electric infrastructure to 
support electric standby TRUs.  Off-road Electrification 
and Port Electrification. 

Not applicable.  There are no large scale shipping 
activities that will be associated with the proposed 
project.  

Manure Management.  Improved management 
practices, manure handling practices, and lagoon/liquid 
waste control options. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project would not 
involve any manure handling. 

Semi Conductor Industry Targets.  Emission 
reduction rules for semiconductor operations. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project would not 
involve any semiconductor operations. 

Alternative Fuels: Biodiesel Blends.  ARB would 
develop regulations to require the use of 1 to 4 percent 
biodiesel displacement of California diesel fuel. 

Consistent.  The diesel vehicles that travel to and from 
the project site on public roadways could utilize this fuel 
once it is commercially available. 

Alternative Fuels: Ethanol.  Increased use of E-85 fuel. Consistent.  Residents and employees of the proposed 
project could purchase flex-fuel vehicles and utilize this 
fuel once it is commercially available in the regional and 
local vicinity. 

Heavy-Duty Vehicle Emission Reduction Measures.  
Increased efficiency in the design of heavy duty vehicles 
and an education program for the heavy duty vehicle 
sector. 

Consistent.  The heavy-duty vehicles that travel to and 
from the project site on public roadways would be 
subject to all applicable ARB efficiency standards that 
are in effect at the time of vehicle manufacture. 

Reduced Venting and Leaks on Oil and Gas Systems.  
Improved management practices in the production, 
processing, transport, and distribution of oil and natural 
gas. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project does not involve 
any production, processing, transport, or distribution of 
oil and natural gas. 
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Strategy Project Consistency 
Hydrogen Highway.  The California Hydrogen 
Highway Network (CA H2 Net) is a State initiative to 
promote the use of hydrogen as a means of diversifying 
the sources of transportation energy. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project would not be 
responsible for promoting the use of hydrogen for 
transportation energy.  However, residents and 
employees of the proposed project could use this fuel 
once it becomes commercially available.  

Achieve 50% Statewide Recycling Goal.  Achieving 
the State’s 50 percent waste diversion mandate as 
established by the Integrated Waste Management Act of 
1989, (AB 939, Sher, Chapter 1095, Statutes of 1989), 
will reduce climate change emissions associated with 
energy intensive material extraction and production as 
well as methane emission from landfills.  A diversion 
rate of 48% has been achieved on a statewide basis.  
Therefore, a 2% additional reduction is needed. 

Consistent.  As with all new developments in Los 
Angeles County, the project would be required to divert 
at least 50 percent of its waste.   

Landfill Methane Capture.  Install direct gas use or 
electricity projects at landfills to capture and use emitted 
methane. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project does not involve 
landfill operations.  

Zero Waste – High Recycling.  Efforts to exceed the 50 
percent goal would allow for additional reductions in 
climate change emissions. 

Consistent.  The project would be required to divert at 
least 50 percent of its waste.   

Department of Forestry 
Forest Management.  Increasing the growth of 
individual forest trees, the overall age of trees prior to 
harvest, or dedicating land to older aged trees. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project is not located 
within or near a forest. 

Forest Conservation.  Provide incentives to maintain an 
undeveloped forest landscape. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project is not located 
within or near a forest.  

Fuels Management/Biomass.  Reduce the risk of 
wildland fire through fuel reduction and biomass 
development. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project is not located 
within or near a forest or an area of open space in which 
fuel accumulation is an issue.  

Urban Forestry.  A new statewide goal of planting 5 
million trees in urban areas by 2020 would be achieved 
through the expansion of local urban forestry programs. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project is not located 
within or near a forest. 

Afforestation/Reforestation.  Reforestation projects 
focus on restoring native tree cover on lands that were 
previously forested and are now covered with other 
vegetative types. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project is not located 
within or near a forest. 

Department of Water Resources 
Water Use Efficiency.  Approximately 19 percent of all 
electricity, 30 percent of all natural gas, and 88 million 
gallons of diesel are used to convey, treat, distribute and 
use water and wastewater.  Increasing the efficiency of 
water transport and reducing water use would reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

Consistent.  The proposed project will be landscaped 
with native drought resistant vegetation and will utilize 
efficient irrigation systems.  All interior water fixtures 
will be equipped with water conserving fixtures, 
including low flow faucets and ultra low flow toilets. 
Automatic sprinkler systems to irrigate landscaping will 
be programmed to operate during the cooler periods of 
the day (evening and early morning) to minimize water 
loss from evaporation.    
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Strategy Project Consistency 
Energy Commission (CEC) 
Building Energy Efficiency Standards in Place and in 
Progress.  Public Resources Code 25402 authorizes the 
CEC to adopt and periodically update its building energy 
efficiency standards (that apply to newly constructed 
buildings and additions to and alterations to existing 
buildings). 

Consistent.  The project would be required to be 
constructed in compliance with the standards of Title 24 
that are in effect at the time of development.  

Appliance Energy Efficiency Standards in Place and 
in Progress.  Public Resources Code 25402 authorizes 
the Energy Commission to adopt and periodically update 
its appliance energy efficiency standards (that apply to 
devices and equipment using energy that are sold or 
offered for sale in California). 

Consistent.  Under State law, appliances that are 
purchased for the project – both pre- and post-
development – would be consistent with energy 
efficiency standards that are in effect at the time of 
manufacture. 

Fuel-Efficient Replacement Tires & Inflation 
Programs.  State legislation established a statewide 
program to encourage the production and use of more 
efficient tires. 

Consistent.  Residents and employees of the proposed 
project could purchase tires for their vehicles that 
comply with State programs for increased fuel 
efficiency.  

Cement Manufacturing.  Cost-effective reductions to 
reduce energy consumption and to lower carbon dioxide 
emissions in the cement industry. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project does not involve 
cement manufacturing. 

Municipal Utility Energy Efficiency 
Programs/Demand Response.  Includes energy 
efficiency programs, renewable portfolio standard, 
combined heat and power, and transitioning away from 
carbon-intensive generation. 

Not applicable.  While this strategy is not applicable, 
the project would not preclude the implementation of 
this strategy by municipal utility providers. 

Municipal Utility Renewable Portfolio Standard.  
California’s Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS), 
established in 2002, requires that all load serving entities 
achieve a goal of 20 percent of retail electricity sales 
from renewable energy sources by 2017, within certain 
cost constraints. 

Not applicable.  While this strategy is not applicable, 
the project would not preclude the implementation of 
this strategy by municipal utility providers. 

Municipal Utility Combined Heat and Power.  Cost 
effective reduction from fossil fuel consumption in the 
commercial and industrial sector through the application 
of on-site power production to meet both heat and 
electricity loads. 

Not applicable.  While this strategy is not applicable, 
the project would not preclude the implementation of 
this strategy by municipal utility providers. 

Municipal Utility Electricity Sector Carbon Policy.  
State agencies to address ways to transition investor-
owned utilities away from carbon-intensive electricity 
sources. 

Not applicable.  While this strategy is not applicable, 
the project would not preclude the implementation of 
this strategy by municipal utility providers. 

Alternative Fuels: Non-Petroleum Fuels.  Increasing 
the use of non-petroleum fuels in California’s 
transportation sector, as recommended in the CEC’s 
2003 and 2005 Integrated Energy Policy Reports. 

Consistent.  Residents and employees of the proposed 
project could purchase alternative fuel vehicles and 
utilize these fuels once they are commercially available 
in the regional and local vicinity. 
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Strategy Project Consistency 
Business, Transportation and Housing 
Measures to Improve Transportation Energy 
Efficiency.  Builds on current efforts to provide a 
framework for expanded and new initiatives including 
incentives, tools and information that advance cleaner 
transportation and reduce climate change emissions. 

Consistent.  The location of the project promotes fuel 
conservation as it is located close to public 
transportation, providing residents and employees of the 
project an alternative to the single occupancy vehicle.  

Smart Land Use and Intelligent Transportation 
Systems (ITS).  Smart land use strategies encourage 
jobs/housing proximity, promote transit-oriented 
development, and encourage high-density 
residential/commercial development along transit 
corridors.  ITS is the application of advanced technology 
systems and management strategies to improve 
operational efficiency of transportation systems and 
movement of people, goods and services.  The Governor 
is finalizing a comprehensive 10-year strategic growth 
plan with the intent of developing ways to promote, 
through state investments, incentives and technical 
assistance, land use, and technology strategies that 
provide for a prosperous economy, social equity and a 
quality environment.  Smart land use, demand 
management, ITS, and value pricing are critical elements 
in this plan for improving mobility and transportation 
efficiency.  Specific strategies include: promoting 
jobs/housing proximity and transit-oriented 
development; encouraging high density 
residential/commercial development along transit/rail 
corridor; valuing and congestion pricing; implementing 
intelligent transportation systems, traveler 
information/traffic control, incident management; 
accelerating the development of broadband 
infrastructure; and comprehensive, integrated, 
multimodal/intermodal transportation planning. 

Consistent.  The project is located near a number of 
public transportation services, thereby reducing the 
number of vehicles miles traveled.  Transit lines serving 
the area include Metro line 180 which travels from 
Hollywood to Altadena, line 256 which travels from the 
City of Commerce to Altadena, line 485 which travels 
from Downtown Los Angeles to Altadena, and the 
Metro Gold Line which travels from Los Angeles Union 
Station to Pasadena.  Furthermore, ARTS line 20 travels 
to Pasadena via Lake Avenue.  

Department of Food and Agriculture 
Conservation Tillage/Cover Crops.  Conservation 
tillage and cover crops practices are used to improve soil 
tilth and water use efficiency, and to reduce tillage 
requirements, labor, fuel, and fertilizer requirements. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project would not 
include any elements of agriculture. 

Enteric Fermentation.  Cattle emit methane from 
digestion processes.  Changes in diet could result in a 
reduction in emissions. 

Not applicable.  The proposed project would not 
include any elements of agriculture. 
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Strategy Project Consistency 
State and Consumer Services Agency 
Green Buildings Initiative.  Green Building Executive 
Order, S-20-04 (CA 2004), sets a goal of reducing 
energy use in public and private buildings by 20 percent 
by the year 2015, as compared with 2003 levels.  The 
Executive Order and related action plan spell out 
specific actions state agencies are to take with state-
owned and –leased buildings.  The order and plan also 
discuss various strategies and incentives to encourage 
private building owners and operators to achieve the 20 
percent target. 

Consistent.  As discussed previously, the project would 
be required to be constructed in compliance with the 
standards of Title 24 that are in effect at the time of 
development.  The current 2005 Title 24 standards are 
approximately 8.5 percent more efficient than those of 
the 2001 standards.   

Public Utilities Commission (PUC) 
Accelerated Renewable Portfolio Standard.  The 
Governor has set a goal of achieving 33 percent 
renewable in the State’s resource mix by 2020.  The 
joint PUC/Energy Commission September 2005 Energy 
Action Plan II (EAP II) adopts the 33 percent goal. 

Not applicable.  While this strategy is not applicable, 
the project would not preclude the implementation of 
this strategy by municipal utility providers. 

California Solar Initiative.  The solar initiative 
includes installation of 1 million solar roofs or an 
equivalent 3,000 MW by 2017 on homes and businesses, 
increased use of solar thermal systems to offset the 
increasing demand for natural gas, use of advanced 
metering in solar applications, and creation of a funding 
source that can provide rebates over 10 years through a 
declining incentive schedule. 

Consistent.  Although solar roofs are not proposed as 
part of the project, the project developer could purchase 
and install them in the future if they become cost 
effective from a purchase and maintenance standpoint.    

Investor-Owned Utility Programs.  These strategies 
include energy efficiency programs, combined heat and 
power initiative, and electricity sector carbon policy for 
investor owned utilities. 

Not applicable.  While this strategy is not applicable, 
the project would not preclude the implementation of 
this strategy by investor owned utility providers. 

Sources:  Climate Action Team, 2006 and Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2007. 

 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 

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

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  A significant impact may occur if a project would add a considerable 
cumulative contribution to federal or state non-attainment pollutant.  Since the Basin is currently in 
nonattainment for ozone, CO, and PM10, related projects could exceed an air quality standard or 
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contribute to an existing or projected air quality exceedance.  With respect to determining the significance 
of the proposed project contribution, the SCAQMD neither recommends quantified analyses of 
construction and/or operational emissions from multiple development projects nor provides 
methodologies or thresholds of significance to be used to assess the cumulative emissions generated by 
multiple cumulative projects.  Instead, the SCAQMD recommends that a project’s potential contribution 
to cumulative impacts should be assessed utilizing the same significance criteria as those for project 
specific impacts.  Furthermore, SCAQMD states that if an individual development project generates a 
less-than-significant construction or operational emissions impact, then the development project would 
not generate a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions for those pollutants for which the Basin is 
in nonattainment. 

As discussed under item 3(b) above, the proposed project would not generate emissions that exceed the 
SCAQMD’s recommended thresholds.  Therefore, the proposed project would not generate a 
cumulatively considerable increase in emissions and for the pollutants for which the Basin is in 
nonattainment and impacts would be less than significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  h.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors beyond those discussed above have been identified for the proposed project.  
Thus no additional impacts would be expected. 
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7. RESOURCES – 3. BIOTA  

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.  Is the project site located within a Significant Ecological Area 
(SEA), SEA Buffer, or coastal Sensitive Environmental Resource 
(ESHA, etc.), or is the site relatively undisturbed and natural? 

 

No Impact.  The project site was previously developed with a senior assisted and independent living 
facility, a skilled nursing facility.  Currently, only Gloria’s Cottage and 14 single family residences 
remain. As such, the project site has experienced prior disturbance and is not in its natural state.  
Furthermore, the project site is not located within an SEA, SEA Buffer, or coastal ESHA.  Therefore, no 
impact would occur.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Will grading, fire clearance, or flood related improvements remove 
substantial natural habitat area? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located in an urbanized and fully developed area of Los Angeles County.  
Furthermore, the entire project site was previously developed with a senior assisted and independent 
living facility and a skilled nursing facility (the 14 single family residences are still present), and 
therefore, no natural habitats exist onsite.  Consequently, any grading, fire clearance or flood related 
improvements, if applicable, associated with the proposed project would not remove substantial natural 
habitat areas.  Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  

c.  Is a drainage course located on the project site that is depicted on 
USGS quad sheets by a dashed blue line or that may contain a bed, 
channel, or bank of any perennial, intermittent or ephemeral river, 
stream or lake? 

 

No Impact.  As discussed in item 2(a), the Mt. Wilson and Pasadena USGS Topographic Quadrangle 
Maps show no major drainage course on or near the project site.  Therefore, no impact with respect to a 
drainage course would occur. 
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
d.  Does the project site contain a major riparian or other sensitive 

habitat (e.g., coastal sage scrub, oak woodland, sycamore riparian 
woodland, wetland, etc.)? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located in an urbanized and fully developed area of Los Angeles County.  
Furthermore, the entire project site was previously developed with senior assisted and independent living 
facility and a skilled nursing facility (the 14 single family residences still remain), and no major riparian 
or other sensitive habitats exist onsite.  Therefore, no impact with respect to a major riparian or other 
sensitive habitat would occur.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

⌧   
e.  Does the project site contain oak or other unique native trees 
(specify kinds of trees)? 

 

Less Than Significant.  The property site is landscaped with a number of trees both exotic and native.  
There are 17 oak trees (11 holly oaks (Quercus ilex) and six (6) coast live oaks (Quercus agrifolia).  Nine 
oak trees are proposed to be removed (five (5) coast live oaks and four (4) holly oaks).  The remaining 
eight (8) oaks will be preserved in place, although they may experience construction encroachments.  The 
project is subject to the requirements of the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance.  In accordance to 
that ordinance, the applicant has prepared an Oak Tree Report which is included in Appendix I of this 
Initial Study. With implementation of the reports recommendations and compliance with the requirements 
of the Oak Tree Permit, impacts to oak trees would be less than significant.  No further mitigation 
measures are required.  However, for clarification purposes the following are the recommendations of the 
Oak Tree Report which the applicant will implement as part of the proposed project. 

• Oak trees that are removed must be replaced with at least a 2:1 mitigation ratio with the same 
species of tree.  Replacement trees must be of at least a 15 gallon size. 

• Any demolition, digging, excavating, or trenching within the Tree Protection Zone of oak trees is 
to be monitored by the Arborist of Record (see Oak Tree Report in Appendix I of this report). 

• A warning sign should be prominently displayed on each protective enclosure.  The sign will be a 
minimum of 8.5 inches x 11 Inches and clearly state, “Tree Protection Zone, This Fence Shall Not 
Be Removed.”  
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  f.  Is the project site habitat for any known sensitive species (federal or 
stated listed endangered, etc.)? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located in a fully urbanized area and was previously developed with a 
senior assisted and independent living facility and a skilled nursing facility.  The 14 single family 
residences still remain.  There is no native habitat on the site or in the immediate vicinity.  As such, the 
project site would not be expected to provide habitat for known sensitive species.  Therefore, no impact 
would occur with respect to any known sensitive species. 

   

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  g.  Other factors (e.g., wildlife corridor, adjacent open space linkage)? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located in a fully urbanized area and is fully developed.  There is no 
native habitat on the project site and there is no native habitat open space in the immediate vicinity of the 
project site.  Consequently, the project site does not serve as part of a wildlife corridor and is not 
connected to natural habitat open space by a wildlife corridor.  Therefore, no impacts to wildlife corridors  
would occur with construction of the proposed project.  

Cumulative Impacts 

No Impact.  There are nine related projects in the general project vicinity, although the closest related 
projects are located along the highly urbanized Lake Avenue corridor (see Table II-7 and Figure II-18).  
Development of the proposed project would not impact a relatively undisturbed and natural habitat, a 
natural drainage course, major riparian or sensitive habitat, sensitive species or wildlife corridor.  
Therefore, the project will not combine with any of the related projects to cumulatively impact any of 
these biological resources.  The project will adversely affect oak trees on the project site and may 
combine with other related projects to cumulatively impact oak trees.  However, the project will mitigate 
its impacts by compliance with the requirements of the County’s Oak Tree Ordinance and 
recommendations of its Oak Tree Report.  Therefore, the project’s contribution to the cumulative loss of 
Oak Trees would not be cumulatively considerable.     
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8. RESOURCES – 4. Archaeological/Historical/Paleontological 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 

a.  Is the project site in or near an area containing known 
archaeological resources or containing features (drainage course, 
spring, knoll, rock outcroppings, or oak trees) that indicate potential 
archaeological sensitivity? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Although the site contains oak trees, which are features that indicate 
potential archaeological sensitivity, the project site is located in a highly urbanized part of Altadena and 
was previously developed with a senior assisted and independent living facility and a skilled nursing 
facility.  The 14 single-family residences still remain.  As such, it has been subject to ground disturbing 
activities such as grading and excavating, which could have damaged, destroyed, or removed 
archaeological resources that may have been present.  Furthermore, according to an archaeological 
records search conducted by the South Central Coastal Information Center, no archaeological sites and no 
isolates have been identified within a ½ mile radius of the project site.6  Therefore, the potential for 
archaeological resources to occur in the project site is low.  However, it is possible that unknown 
archaeological resources could be encountered during the proposed project’s construction phase. 
Consequently, in the event that archaeological resources are encountered during construction activities 
(e.g., demolition, excavation, and grading), implementation of Mitigation Measure 8-1 below, would 
reduce the potential impacts to less a less-than-significant level.     

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
b.  Does the project site contain rock formations indicating potential 
paleontological resources? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact with Project Mitigation.  The project site is located in a highly 
urbanized part of Altadena and was previously developed with a senior assisted and independent living 
facility, and a skilled nursing facility. The 14 single family residences still remain. It does not contain 
rock formations that would indicate the potential presence of paleontological resources.  According to the 
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County, there are no known paleontological localities on the 

                                                      

6  Written correspondence from Thomas David Shackford, Staff Researcher, South Central Coastal 
Information Center, August 14, 2006. 
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project site nor are there any localities nearby that occur in the same or similar sedimentary deposits as 
occur in the project area.7   

The project site is mapped as having surficial exposures composed entirely of soil and younger 
Quaternary alluvium.  Since these types of deposits typically do not contain significant vertebrate fossils, 
grading or shallow excavations in the younger Quaternary alluvium are unlikely to uncover significant 
fossil vertebrate remains.  Deeper excavations that extend into older quaternary deposits, however, may 
possibly encounter significant vertebrate fossil remains.  Since the project would involve deeper 
excavations for the subterranean parking structure, a potentially significant impact could occur. 
Consequently, in the event that paleontological resources are encountered during grading and/or 
excavation, implementation of Mitigation Measure 8-1 below, would reduce the potential impacts to a 
less-than-significant level.     

Mitigation Measure  

8-1 If unknown archaeological, paleontological, and/or cultural materials are discovered during any 
grading or construction activity, work will stop in the immediate area.  Upon such discoveries, the 
contractor shall immediately notify the project applicant and the County of Los Angeles.  A 
paleontologist and/or archaeologist shall be consulted to determine the discovery’s significance 
and, if necessary, formulate a mitigation plan, including avoidance alternatives, to mitigate 
impacts.  Work can only resume in the area with the approval of the County of Los Angeles and 
paleontologist and/or archaeologist.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
⌧   c.  Does the project site contain known historic structures or sites? 

 

The following discussion of Historic Resources summarizes the findings of the Scripps Kensington 
Home, Historic Resource Report, prepared by Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, August, 2007.  The 
Historic Resource Report is hereby incorporated by reference and is provided in Appendix J of this Initial 
Study. 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation. The project site was previously occupied by two distinct land 
uses.  The Scripps Home previously comprised approximately three-quarters of the project site fronting El 
Molino Avenue, while 14 single-family homes still occupy the rest of the project site and front Alameda 

                                                      

7  Written correspondence from Samuel A. McLeod, Vertebrate Paleontology, Natural History Museum of Los 
Angeles County, August 23, 2007.  
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Street and Crawford Avenue.  Due to the disparate land uses, the Scripps Home and the single-family 
residences will be described and analyzed separately.   

Scripps Home 

The Scripps Home had been a residential facility for the elderly since 1913.  In 1911, Florence Scripps 
Kellogg formed an organization called the Emergency League of Pasadena with other Altadena-area 
women to care for the aged.  The League began by renting a building known as the Home for Aged 
Women, but hoped for a more permanent facility.  Scripps Kellogg convinced her father, William A.  
Scripps to donate the house he had recently purchased from a friend to the League.  The house was 
constructed by Professor Thadeus Lowe8 for his son Thad Jr. in 1896.  In 1912, he deeded the house and 
the six acres it sat on to the William A. Scripps Home for the Aged, in accordance with the charter issued 
on January 21, 1913.  The 12-room house on the site functioned as the home in its early years of 
operation.   

In 1914, a two-story annex was constructed next to the house.  Also that year, the building known as 
Gloria’s Cottage was constructed.  It was donated by Mrs. A.F. Gartz and named after her daughter.  It is 
described as a hospital in historical material; however, it appears very much as a single-family residence.  
Indeed, it was later used as the residence of the maintenance superintendent.   

In 1922, the house and annex were demolished and replaced with a long rectangular building with a 
north-south orientation.  That building, which was designed by the distinguished Pasadena architect 
Frederick Roehrig and recently demolished, is referred to in this report as the central wing.  It included a 
reception hall, dinning hall, and kitchen on the ground floor and rooms for 66 people on the upper floors.  
Over the years numerous wings were added, demolished, and remodeled.   

Figure 1 of the Historic Resource Report (Appendix J) illustrates the evolution of the campus from 1926 
to the present day.  The campus was demolished in 2008.  The 1926 Sanborn map depicts the central wing 
as well as various others.  The L-shaped wing extending from the west side of the central wing was 
constructed in 1926.  The other wings on the east side of the central wing as well as some ancillary 
buildings were apparently demolished as they are not depicted on the 1949 Sanborn map.   Instead, the 
1949 Sanborn shows two new larger wings, one on the west and one on the east.    

The name of the home has changed multiple times to reflect each era’s accepted term for older 
individuals.  In 1922, the name was changed to the Pasadena Home for the Aged.  In 1961, the name of 
the home was changed to the Scripps Home.  The following year a separate nursing facility was 
constructed south of the main building, and the main building received another addition as well.  In 1989, 

                                                      

8  Mt. Lowe is named for Thaddeus Lowe who constructed the incline railway in Altadena. 
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both the main building and the nursing facility were expanded again.  A wing for couples living 
independently was added to the main building (replacing an older wing) and the nursing facility was 
expanded from 49 beds to 70 beds.   

The former campus contained multiple buildings including the main building, the nursing facility, 
Gloria’s cottage and accessory structures.  Complete descriptions of these buildings are provided in the 
Historic Resource Report (Appendix J).  

Main Building 

The main building on the campus was a sprawling series of interconnected wings located in the northwest 
corner of the campus.  All of the wings were covered by gabled roofs with overhanging eaves and 
sheathed in stucco.  The oldest portion of the building is was the central wing, which was constructed in 
1922.  It was two stories tall with a partially exposed basement.  Plain in design, it cannot be described as 
representing any particular style of architecture.  A few of the wood-framed multi-paned windows 
remained at the time of the historic survey, but the vast majority had been replaced with aluminum 
sliders.  Even the sizes of the openings were altered to accommodate the new windows.  

The main entrance to the building was located on El Molino Avenue.  It was accessed by a circular 
driveway covered by a porte cochere.  The main entrance was constructed in 1962, and the porte cochere 
was added in 1969.  The street-facing elevation was a two-story swath of decorative concrete blocks 
creating a lacey motif, framed by two structural plain pilasters and a gently gabled roof.  This portion of 
the main building was clearly modern in style, as it was constructed in 1962. It occupied a generally 
rectangular footprint.   

Nursing Facility 

Constructed in 1962, the nursing facility was a large rectangular building located on the south portion of 
the campus.  The low, one- and two-story building was oriented around a center courtyard.  The 
distinguishing characteristics of the building included the gently gabled roof and plain boxy pilasters that 
divided all elevations.  Due to the age and unremarkable architectural character of the building, the 
nursing facility was not considered a potential historic resource and dismissed from further analysis.  

Gloria’s Cottage 

Gloria’s Cottage is a one-story Craftsman style building located on the east side of the campus.  While the 
building is visible from Calaveras Street on the north, it is oriented towards the rest of the campus with 
the south elevation serving as the front façade.  Constructed in 1914, the building has a wood-framed 
structure clad with wood shingles, broad gabled roofs with overhanging eaves and exposed purloins, and 
a brick chimney. 
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Typical of the style, a lower gable covers a wide front porch on the corner of the south elevation.  The 
front porch, which also serves as the main entrance, is raised above ground level and is accessed by a 
short flight of steps.  The front door is located in the inner corner of the porch at the top of the steps.  A 
plain spindle railing runs along the porch, supported by a plain, boxy, pilaster.  A wood-framed, double-
hung sash window overlooks the porch.  A set of three wood-framed, double-hung sash windows are 
arranged on the portion of the front façade opposite the porch.  This area may have once been part of the 
porch, but enclosed at a later date.  The secondary elevations feature similar wood-framed, double-hung 
sash windows of various sizes.  The rear façade includes a wood-framed, eight-paned door.  There are no 
visible alterations.  

Outbuildings 

There were two small utilitarian buildings generally located on the eastern portion of the campus, between 
Gloria’s Cottage and the nursing facility.  One of these outbuildings was a small rectangular vernacular 
building with a corrugated metal roof.  It was the older of the two buildings and was originally built to 
house the boiler.  Although the précised date of construction is unknown, it is assumed to be from the 
1920s.  Due to its unremarkable architecture, it was dismissed from further consideration as a potential 
historic resource. 

The other building was constructed in 1962, and was in the same general style of the nursing facility.  The 
building was modern in construction and style, and due to its unremarkable architecture it was dismissed 
from further consideration as a potential historic resource. 

Alameda Crawford Neighborhood 

Between North Lake Avenue and the Scripps Home campus is Crawford Avenue.  It was developed as 
Tract #6162 by First Trust and Savings Bank of Pasadena in 1923.  The lots were sold to individuals over 
the next few years who mostly constructed one-story single-family residences in period revival styles of 
architecture.  Two one-story duplexes on Alameda Street were developed during the same period of time 
and are part of the same tract.  The buildings described in Table IV-17 are located on the project site; 
these 14 residences have not been demolished. 

Table IV-17 
Alameda Crawford Neighborhood Homes 

Original Address & 
Owner APN Date Description 

850 Calaveras Street 
(now 2233 Crawford) 
Paul W.  Larsonberg 

5845-022-014 1923 
One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style single-
family residence.  Integrity poor: windows have been 
replaced throughout. 

2215 Crawford Avenue 
Joseph Hagerty 

5845-022-013 1924 
One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style single-
family residence.  Integrity poor: windows have been 
replaced throughout.   
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Original Address & 
Owner APN Date Description 

2207 Crawford Avenue 
Frank L.  William 

5845-022-012 1925/27 
One-story English Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity good: no alterations observed. 

2199 Crawford Avenue 
Victor E.  Forsberg 

5845-022-011 1925 

One-story Pueblo Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity poor: non-original stone has been 
added to the base, the red tile coping has been 
removed, the windows and front door have been 
replaced. 

2189 Crawford Avenue 
Ernest P.  Hamm 

5845-022-010 1923 

One-story Colonial Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity poor: entrance appears to be 
altered and windows have been replaced on the north 
elevation. 

2183 Crawford Avenue 
Charles C.  Coliwell 

5845-022-009 1923 
One-story Cape Cod style single-family residence.  
Integrity good: no alterations observed. 

2173 Crawford Avenue 
Elmer Diggins 

5845-022-008 1926 
One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style duplex.  
Integrity good: no alterations observed. 

2167 Crawford Avenue 
Anna Rolin 

5845-022-007 1923 
Two-story Craftsman/Colonial Revival style single-
family residence.  Integrity good: two windows on the 
front elevation have been replaced. 

2157 Crawford Avenue 
Arthur & Florence Green 

5845-022-006 1946 
One-story late English Revival style single-family 
residence with unique stone and brick work.  Integrity 
good: windows have been replaced on front elevation. 

2149 Crawford Avenue 
Walter Brennan 

5845-022-005 1939 
One-story single-family residence.  Integrity fair: new 
bay window next to porch. 

2141 Crawford Avenue 
Alban Davies 

5845-022-001 1928 

One-story English Revival style single-family 
residence.  Connected to the garage of 2131.  
Integrity fair: windows have been replaced on either 
side of the chimney and on the north elevation. 

2131 Crawford Avenue 
Alban Davies 

5845-022-002 1928 

One-story English Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity poor: exterior has been 
restuccoed and all of the windows have been 
replaced. 

813-15 Alameda Street 
Henry T.  Leckman 

5845-022-003 1923 

One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style duplex.  
Integrity fair: all of the windows have been replaced 
on the front elevation; the roof tiles have also been 
replaced. 

805-07 Alameda Street 
Henry T.  Leckman 

5845-022-004 1923 

One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style duplex.  
Integrity fair: three windows have been replaced on 
the front elevation; the roof tiles have also been 
replaced. 

 

Evaluation of Significance - National Register of Historic Places 

The Scripps Home and the Alameda Crawford neighborhood were first evaluated as historic districts.  
This is the typical approach to the evaluation of either large properties with multiple buildings such as the 
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Scripps Home, and the evaluation of multiple properties with a shared use and architectural vocabulary 
such as the Alameda Crawford neighborhood.  Neither the Scripps Home nor the Alameda Crawford 
neighborhood appears to be eligible for listing in the National Register as historic districts.  In the case of 
the Scripps Home there was a lack of contributing buildings that retained their physical integrity.  As 
such, those buildings that retained their physical integrity were evaluated for their potential for individual 
listing.  In the case of the Alameda Crawford neighborhood, there was a lack of significance.  In other 
words, the Alameda Crawford neighborhood did not appear to meet any of the criteria for listing in the 
National Register.  Nor did any of the buildings appear to qualify for individual listing.   

Scripps Home 

Criterion A 

The Scripps Home was significant in the historic context of health related institutions in Altadena.  
However, it was ineligible for listing in the National Register as a historic district under Criterion A due 
to a lack of integrity.  There were not enough buildings from what would be the period of significance 
that retain their physical integrity.    

Historically, Altadena’s pure mountain air has appealed to those patients with respiratory ailments, such 
as tuberculosis.  A number of entrepreneurs and health professionals set up sanatoriums and hospitals in 
the foothills to the west and north of Altadena’s residential or agricultural areas.  The Scripps Home was 
the oldest institution to provide health care and services for the aged in the Altadena and Pasadena areas.  
The institution had been in operation since 1912.  The campus did not qualify as a historic district as there 
were not enough older buildings that retained their physical integrity.  The nursing facility on the south 
end of the campus was constructed in 1962 and enlarged in 1989.  There have been numerous ancillary 
structures on the campus that have been constructed and subsequently demolished, including the original 
boiler room building and the newer boiler room building.  More importantly, the main building did not 
reflect any particular period of time, but rather had evolved with the addition of several wings.  The oldest 
portions of the building were the central wing (1922) and the southwest wing (1926).  Even these portions 
of the building had been altered by the replacement of windows and the loss of architectural details and 
fabric as additional wings were added and modernized. 

The oldest building on the campus that retains its physical integrity is Gloria’s Cottage.  It was donated by 
Mrs. A.F. Gartz and named after her daughter.  According to historical accounts, it was a hospital.  But 
most likely, it was a small infirmary.  Later it was used as the residence of the maintenance 
superintendent.  The exterior of the building appears to be intact.  As such, it is individually eligible for 
listing under Criterion A as it represents all that remains from the early history of the Scripps Home, 
which played an important role in caring for the aged in the Altadena and Pasadena areas.  It is one of the 
oldest such institutions in the area to provide this service.  
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Criterion B 

The two individuals most closely associated with the Scripps Home are William A. Scripps and Florence 
Scripps Kellogg who played integral roles in founding the institution.  Members of the Scripps and 
Kellogg families continued to serve on the board of the institution until recently.  The two families are 
amongst the most notable early Altadena residents.  Frederick W. Kellogg was the first member of the 
family to settle in Altadena, building a prestigious home next to his father-in-law’s on Mariposa Street in 
1907.  It was given the name of Highlawn by his friend John Muir, the naturalist.  Kellogg was a 
successful Midwestern journalist and newspaper publisher.  He married Florence M. Scripps in Detroit, 
Michigan in 1894.  She was the niece of the newspaper publishers, Edward W. and James E. Scripps.  
Kellogg started the Pasadena Post in 1920 and developed a string of newspapers in Southern California.  
His son, William Scripps Kellogg, served as publisher of the Post until it was purchased by the Star News 
in 1932.   

The father of Florence Scripps Kellogg was William A. Scripps, grandson of the publisher of the London 
Gazette.  He moved to Altadena in 1904 and bought a site for his home bounded by Fair Oaks Avenue, 
Mariposa Street, Altadena Drive, and Scripps Place.  He built a mansion called Scripps Hall.   

According to the National Register Bulletin #15, “How to Apply the National Register Criteria”: 

A property is not eligible if its only justification for significance is that it was owned or used 
by a person who is a member of an identifiable profession, class, or social or ethnic group.  It 
must be shown that the person gained importance within his or her profession or group…a 
property is not eligible under Criterion B if it is associated with an individual about whom no 
scholarly judgment can be made because either research has not revealed specific information 
about the person's activities and their impact, or there is insufficient perspective to determine 
whether those activities or contributions were historically important.9 

It is unclear as to whether William A. Scripps or Florence Scripps Kellogg would be considered 
historically significant individuals according to the National Register guidelines.  Born in 1836, William 
A. Scripps didn’t move to Altadena until 1904, after he had retired.  For the sake of argument, if William 
A. Scripps were a person of historic significance, his home would most likely be considered the place that 
best represents his life in Altadena.  It still stands and is now the main building of the Waldorf School.  
The home of Florence Scripps Kellogg, Highlawn, was demolished after her death in 1958.  It could be 
argued that the Scripps Home is significant for its association with Florence Scripps Kellogg, as it is the 
only remaining building in Altadena that reflects her life.  However, the Scripps Home has changed 
dramatically since she was associated with the institution.  Except for Gloria’s Cottage, the original 

                                                      

9  National Register Bulletin #15, p. 15. 
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buildings have been demolished and the main building that replaced them had been added onto several 
times.  Therefore, the subject buildings (except for Gloria’s Cottage) would not be considered eligible 
under Criterion B for its association with Florence Scripps Kellogg due to a lack of physical integrity.  
The significance of Gloria’s Cottage would be more appropriately eligible under Criterion A.  

Criterion C 

Properties can be eligible under Criterion C for one of four reasons.  Properties with multiple buildings 
linked by a common history are typically evaluated as historic districts, which are defined as “a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.”  As previously 
stated the Scripps Home was not significant under Criterion C as a historic district as there were not 
enough older buildings that retained their physical integrity.  Constructed wing by wing over decades, the 
main building did not represent any particular style or period of time.  Although the central wing was 
designed by the noted architect Frederick Roehrig, it was certainly not an important or good example of 
his work.  Gloria’s Cottage would not be considered architecturally significant as it is an ordinary 
example of the Craftsman style, of which there are far better examples in Altadena.  The other buildings 
on the campus were not designed by master architects or distinctive enough to warrant evaluation for 
individual listing.   

Criterion D 

Criterion D was not considered in this report, as it applies to archeological resources. 

Alameda Crawford Neighborhood 

Criterion A 

The Alameda Crawford neighborhood does not appear to be eligible under Criterion A as it is not 
associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history.  The 
neighborhood was subdivided in 1923 and developed with single-family homes and duplexes over the 
next few years.  It is one of several residential tracts developed in Altadena in the 1920s.  It did not play a 
significant role in the history of Altadena.   

Criterion B 

The Alameda Crawford neighborhood does not appear to be eligible under Criterion B as it is not strongly 
associated with any persons of historic significance.  The names of the individuals who built the houses 
on the west side of Crawford Avenue are identified in Table IV-17  No information was found through 
the Los Angeles or Pasadena Public Libraries on any of these individuals that would suggest that they 
were historically significant.   
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Criterion C 

Properties can be eligible under Criterion C for one of four reasons.  Neighborhoods or groups of 
buildings with same uses are typically evaluated as historic districts, which are defined as “a significant 
and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.”  The Alameda Crawford 
neighborhood is not significant under Criterion C as a historic district.  Most of the houses in the 
neighborhood are very modest versions of period revival architecture from the 1920s; however, a few 
houses were constructed in later decades.  Furthermore, the vast majority of the houses are missing their 
original windows and other architectural details, which degrades the overall integrity of the 
neighborhood.  None of the buildings were designed by master architects or distinctive enough to warrant 
evaluation for individual listing. 

Criterion D 

Criterion D was not considered in this report, as it applies to archeological resources. 

Evaluation of Significance - California Register of Historical Resources 

The buildings on the project site do not appear eligible for listing in the California Register for the same 
reasons noted above.    

Conclusions 

None of the buildings previously on the project site were presently designated under any of the landmark 
programs at the national, state, or local levels.  Nor have they been previously evaluated or identified as 
significant in any historic resource surveys.   

None of the buildings associated with the Scripps Home were architecturally significant.  While the home 
is historically significant in the context of health care in Altadena, there were not enough older buildings 
with physical integrity to constitute a historic district.  The main building lacked the physical integrity 
required for individual listing due to multiple additions and alterations.  The nursing facility was not old 
enough to be considered a historic resource.   

The Alameda Crawford neighborhood is a small collection of ordinary period revival style residences of 
which there are far better examples in the immediate area.  Furthermore, most of the houses have been 
altered by the replacement of windows.  As such, neither the neighborhood nor any of the houses there are 
historic resources. 

Gloria’s Cottage is a historic resource subject to CEQA because it appears to be eligible for listing in the 
California Register under Criterion A.  It is the oldest building associated with the Scripps Home and 
retains its physical integrity.  It is located in an area of the project site where a portion of the proposed 
building would be erected. As such, the proposed project has the potential to impact historic resources.  
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The impacts on Gloria’s Cottage could be mitigated to a less than significant level if it were preserved, 
either in its present location or else where on the project site.  Moved buildings can still be listed in the 
California Register provided they are placed in a proper setting and provided they are rehabilitated 
according to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.  Moving 
the building off the project site would result in a significant impact as its connection to the Scripps Home 
would be lost.     

Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures will reduce the potential adverse impacts on the historic resource to a 
less than significant level.  

8-2 Gloria’s Cottage shall be relocated elsewhere on the project site by a qualified house moving 
company.  As the building is now freestanding and surrounded by a large lawn, the new 
location shall feature a similar setting. 

8-3 The south facing orientation of Gloria’s Cottage, with its back to the street, is not a character-
defining feature that needs to be preserved.  Indeed, it would be preferable that the front of the 
building be visible from the public right-of-way where it can be appreciated.  

8-4 Gloria’s Cottage shall not be overshadowed by the new building.  To that end, it shall be set 
back from the new building a minimum of 20 feet. 

8-5 The new use of the building shall require minimal changes to the character-defining features.  

8-6 The rehabilitation of the building shall comply with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 

8-7 The applicant shall hire a qualified historic preservation consultant to monitor the relocation 
and rehabilitation of Gloria’s Cottage to ensure that it complies with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
d.  Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical or archaeological resource as defined in 
15064.5? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.  See Sections 8.4.a and 8.4-c, above.   
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YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ e.  Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.  See Sections 8.4.b, above.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  f.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors have been identified. 

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the nine 
related projects in the project vicinity would result in the continued development, or redevelopment, in 
the general project area.  Impacts to cultural resources tend to be site-specific and are assessed on a site-
by-site basis.  While the extent of cultural resources, if any, that occur at the related projects sites is 
unknown, implementation of the same, or similar mitigation measures as listed above, would also reduce 
potential impacts at the related project sites to less than significant levels.  Consequently, cumulative 
impacts are expected to be less than significant.  
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9. RESOURCES - 5.  Mineral Resources 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.  Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents 
of the state? 

 

No Impact.  The project site has been developed for almost 100 years, and it is located in a highly 
urbanized portion of Altadena.  No oil extraction or mineral extraction activities occur on the project site 
or in the surrounding area.  As such, no impact with respect to the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource would occur with development of the project. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally 
important mineral resource discovery site delineated on a local general 
plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

 

No Impact.  As discussed above, the project site has been developed for almost 100 years.  As such, no 
impact with respect to the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource discovery site would 
occur with development of the proposed project.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  c.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors have been identified. 

Cumulative Impacts 

No Impact.  Development of the proposed project will have no impact with respect to mineral resources. 
Therefore, the project will not combine with any of the related projects to create cumulative impacts to 
mineral resources.   
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10.  RESOURCES - 6.  AGRICULTURE RESOURCES  

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  

a.  Would the project convert Prime 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? 

 

No Impact.  The California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Protection, lists Prime 
Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide Importance under the general category of 
“Important Farmland.”  The Extent of Important Farmland Map Coverage maintained by the Division of 
Land Protection indicates that the project site is not included in the Important Farmland category.10  The 
project site has been developed for almost 100 years and is located in an urbanized and fully developed 
area of Los Angeles County that does not include any State-designated agricultural lands.  Therefore, the 
proposed project would not convert farmland to a non-agricultural use, and as such, no impact would 
occur.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act contract? 

 

No Impact.  Although a portion of the project site is zoned A-1 (Light Agriculture), the project site had 
been developed with non-agricultural uses for almost 100 years.  Additionally the project site is located 
within a highly urbanized portion of Los Angeles County.  Therefore the proposed project would not 
involve the conversion of agricultural land to another use and would not conflict with a Williamson Act 
contract, and no impact would occur. 

                                                      

10 State of California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program, http:www.consrv.ca.gov/dlrp/FMMP/overview/survey_area_map.html, September 20, 
2006.  
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.  Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment 
that due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

 

No Impact.  Neither the project site, nor the nearby properties are currently utilized for agricultural 
activities and, as discussed above, the project site is not classified in a “Farmland” category designated by 
the State.  As such, no impact would occur.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  d.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors were identified. 

Cumulative Impacts 

No Impact.  As discussed in Sections 9.6(a) and 9.6(b) above, the proposed project would have no impact 
on agriculture or agricultural lands.  Therefore, the project will not combine with any other projects to 
create a cumulative impact to agricultural resources.  
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11. RESOURCES – 7.  VISUAL QUALITIES 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 

a.   Is the project site substantially visible from or will it obstruct views 
along a scenic highway (as shown on the Scenic Highway Element), or 
is it located within a scenic corridor, or will it otherwise impact the 
viewshed? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Based upon a review of the following sources, there are no scenic 
highways in the vicinity of the project site:  (1) 1980 LA County General Plan Special Management Areas 
map; (2) Caltrans’ California Scenic Highway Mapping System.  Therefore, the proposed project will not 
be substantially visible from a scenic highway, nor will it obstruct views along a scenic highway nor is it 
located within a scenic corridor.   

The San Gabriel Mountains are a prominent scenic feature in the vicinity of the project site.  The 
mountains rise above Altadena to the north and form a dramatic backdrop for the area.  Due to the fully 
urbanized character of Altadena, there are few unimpeded views of the mountains.  The major public 
views of the mountains in the project vicinity occur along north-south street corridors such as Lake 
Avenue.  In the immediate project vicinity the north-south corridors created by Crawford and El Molino 
Avenues provide partial views of the mountains.  Full views of the mountains are partially blocked by the 
presence of mature street trees and intervening residential and, to a lesser extent, institutional structures.  
Existing northwest-oriented views of the mountains from the Crawford Avenue corridor (i.e., across 
portions of the project site) were largely blocked by the single–family homes and mature landscape trees 
on the west side of Crawford.  Likewise, northeast-oriented views of the mountains from the El Molino 
Avenue corridor (i.e., across portions of the project site) were largely blocked by the previous Scripps 
Home buildings and landscaping.   

Partial views of the mountains are also afforded from the east-west oriented Alameda Street corridor, on 
the south side of the project site.  Northerly views of the mountains from this public corridor were 
previously mostly blocked by Scripps Home buildings and landscaping.  The Scripps Home and 
landscaping did not affect northerly views of the mountains from Calaveras Street, on the north side of the 
project site.  

The changes in views of the project site and the background mountains brought about by the proposed 
project are demonstrated Figures IV-9 to IV-11.  As can be seen in these figures, the proposed project will 
increase building heights on the project site resulting in some additional blocking of the views of the San 
Gabriel Mountains.  This impact to viewshed is considered adverse but less than significant for the 
following reasons:  (1) there are no major public open spaces, public gathering sites or vista points from 
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which the mountains can be viewed in the project vicinity that would be affected by the proposed project.  
(2) There are no major public views of the San Gabriel Mountains from local streets in the immediate 
project vicinity that will be substantially affected by the proposed project; rather, Crawford Avenue, El 
Molino Avenue and Alameda Street provide only brief and intermittent partial views of the mountains.  
Consequently, the proposed project will not substantially affect the scenic viewshed from local streets.  
(3) The project will affect some views of the mountains for some residents in the immediate project 
vicinity; however under CEQA, impacts to private views are not considered significant.  California case 
law has determined that the question is whether a project will affect the environment of persons in 
general, not whether a project will affect particular persons.11  Therefore, given the limited scope of the 
impact the proposed project would have on the private views of nearby residents, the impact is adverse, 
but less than significant.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Is the project substantially visible from or will it obstruct views 
from a regional riding or hiking trail? 

 

No Impact.  The project site and surrounding area is highly developed, and there are no hiking or riding 
trails are in the vicinity of the project site.  Therefore, the proposed project will not be substantially 
visible from nor it obstruct views from a regional riding or hiking trail.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.  Is the project site located in an undeveloped or undisturbed area 
that contains unique aesthetic features? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is fully developed with institutional and residential uses.  There are no 
undeveloped or undisturbed areas on the project site or in the adjacent area, and there are no unique 
aesthetic features on the site.    

                                                      

11  Bowman V. City of Berkelely (2004 122 Cal. App 4th 572) 



Existing View on Alameda

Proposed View on Alameda
Source: Perkins Eastman, May 10, 2007.

Figure IV-9
Project Site Views

Alameda - Existing and Proposed



Existing View on El Molino

Proposed View on El Molino
Source: Perkins Eastman, May 10, 2007.

Figure IV-10
Project Site Views

El Molino - Existing and Proposed



Existing View on Crawford

Proposed View on Crawford
Source: Perkins Eastman, May 10, 2007.

Figure IV-11
Project Site Views

Crawford - Existing and Proposed
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YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
d.  Is the proposed use out-of-character in comparison to adjacent uses 
because of height, bulk, or other features? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project involves the construction of senior apartments and 
an assisted and independent senior living facility.  Such institutional uses as two churches, a senior care 
facility, and an elementary school, are adjacent to the property on its north and west sides.  Single family 
residential houses are adjacent to the site on the east and west, while multiple-family homes are located to 
the north and south of the project site.  In addition, a portion of the project site had been developed with a 
senior assisted and independent living facility for almost 100 years.  Consequently, the proposed project 
would continue an existing pattern of land use that had occurred at the project site for the last century. 
Furthermore, there are similar institutional uses in the immediate area surrounding the project site.  
Therefore, the project would not be out of character with the land uses in the immediate surrounding area.     

The villa buildings on Crawford Avenue would have a maximum height of 34' 11", which is consistent 
with existing zoning which permits a maximum height of 35 feet.  The related villa parking garages will 
have a maximum height of approximately 24 feet, or approximately 11 feet shorter than the 
apartments.  Because of the difference in grades, the north side of the parking structures will be 1-story in 
height.  The south side will appear more like a 2-story building.  There other structures of comparable or 
greater height in the immediate area: there are two churches, two schools, a 2-story commercial shopping 
center and the apartments along Alameda that are in some instances 2-story over tuck-under parking.  
Therefore, the apartments on Crawford Avenue would not be out-of character in comparison to adjacent 
uses because the height, bulk or other features.  

The tallest part of the proposed Senior Assisted and Independent Living Facility will be 65 feet above 
grade, which is the maximum height of the previous Scripps Home.  However, the tallest elements will be 
located toward the center of the project site and the new construction would “step” the buildings so as to 
follow the gentle southern slope of the project site thereby minimizing effects of building height.  Also, 
the proposed project would provide numerous courtyards and gardens on the project site which would 
screen the project site from surrounding uses and soften the effect of the somewhat taller buildings. 
Therefore, the proposed Senior Assisted and Independent Living Facility portion of the project would not 
be out-of-character in comparison to adjacent uses because of its height or bulk.  
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YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
e.  Is the project likely to create substantial sun shadow, light, or glare 
problems? 

 

Shadows 

The issue of shade and shadow pertains to the blockage of direct sunlight by on-site buildings, which 
affect adjacent properties.  Shading is an important environmental issue because the users or occupants of 
certain land uses, such as residential, recreational, churches, schools, outdoor restaurants and pedestrian 
areas have expectations for direct sunlight and warmth from the sun.  These land uses are termed 
“shadow-sensitive”. 

Shadow lengths are dependent on the height and size of the building from which it is cast and the angle of 
the sun.  The angle of the sun varies with respect to the rotation of the earth (i.e. time of day) and 
elliptical orbit (i.e. change in seasons).  The longest shadows are cast during the winter months and the 
shortest shadows are cast during the summer months.   

“Solstice” is defined as either of the two points on the ecliptic that lie midway between the equinoxes.   
At the solstices, the sun’s apparent position on the celestial sphere reaches its greatest distance above or 
below the celestial equator, about 23 ½° of the arc.  At the time of summer solstice, about June 22, the 
sun is directly overhead at noon at the Tropic of Cancer.  In the Northern Hemisphere, the longest day and 
shortest night of the year occur on this date, marking the beginning of summer.  At the winter solstice (the 
shortest day and longest night of the year), which occurs about December 22, the sun is overhead at noon 
at the Tropic of Capricorn; this marks the beginning of winter in the Northern Hemisphere.  Measuring 
shadow lengths for the winter and summer solstices represents the extreme shadow patterns that occur 
throughout the year.  Shadows cast on the summer solstice are the shortest shadows during the year, 
becoming progressively longer until winter solstice when the shadows are the longest they are all year.   

Less Than Significant Impact.  The County of Los Angeles does not have thresholds of significance for 
shadow effect; therefore, for the purposes of this analysis the City of Los Angeles guidelines are used.  
According to the City of Los Angeles, a project-related shading impact would normally be considered 
significant if shadow-sensitive uses would be shaded by project-related structures for more than three 
hours between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. Pacific Standard Time (between late October and 
early April), or for more that four hours between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Pacific Daylight 
Time (between early April and late October).   

To determine whether the proposed project would significantly impact any sensitive uses, a shadow 
analysis was prepared for the proposed project.  The shadow study was based upon the project’s height 
and massing information derived the Project Elevations (Figures II-11 through II-14) and the Detailed 
Site Plan (Figure II-9).  The identification of shadow-sensitive land uses in the surrounding area was 
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derived from site inspections as summarized in the Aerial Photo with Surrounding Uses (Figure II-2).  
The results of the shadow analysis are presented graphically in Figures IV-12 through IV-17. Shadows are 
shown for winter solstice, cast from 9:00 A.M., 12:00 P.M. and 3:00 P.M. and for summer solstice, cast 
from 9:00 A.M., 1:00 P.M. and 5:00 P.M, identifying the maximum extent of winter and summer 
shadows that would be cast off-site by the proposed project.   

A review of Figures IV-12 through and IV-17 confirms that the greatest shadow impact would occur on 
the winter solstice.  All other times of the year the shadow impact would be less.  On the winter solstice 
shadows would be cast over a small area extending from the west to the northeast of the site for short time 
periods of the day.  During the morning and noon hours, none of the project’s shadows would extend 
beyond the streets adjoining the project site. By the afternoon, project shadows extend north beyond 
Calaveras Street and approach, but do not cover, the southern portion of the shopping center at the 
northwest corner of Calaveras Street and Lake Avenue.  Because no sensitive uses would be affected by 
the project’s shadows, the project’s shadow impact would be less than significant and no mitigation 
would be required.     
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Artificial Light 

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.  In general, the proposed project will provide two 
categories of exterior lighting: feature lighting and lighting for security (pedestrian and/or resident).  
Feature lighting is typically used for visual articulation of building exteriors or architectural features, 
whereas security lighting is used to illuminate pathways and parking areas.  The effects of such lighting 
can be annoyance for neighbors and increased light pollution of the night sky.  The Altadena area is 
particularly sensitive to light pollution due to the presence of the Mt. Wilson Observatory, located on top 
of the San Gabriel Mountains to the north.  Therefore, the project may have a significant night lighting 
impact if it were to substantially increase night sky illumination.  The following mitigation measures are 
recommended to ensure the project would not affect night sky illumination.  Implementation of these 
mitigation measures would reduce the project’s impact to a less-than-significant level.   

Mitigation Measures 

11-1 The project applicant shall implement an approved Lighting Mitigation Plan; installed to the 
satisfaction of the Los Angeles County Departments of Public Works and Regional Planning, and 
the Los Angeles County Fire Department. 

11-2 Where driveway, parking area and walkway lighting is installed, only non-glare fixtures directed 
downward onto the project site shall be used. A combination of shielding, screening and directing the 
lighting away from off-site areas shall be utilized to minimize "spill-over" effects onto adjacent 
roadways and properties.   

11-3 For landscape lighting, only fixtures that cut-off light directed to the sky shall be installed.  Exterior 
up-lighting for landscaping and building facades shall be prohibited.  Only down-lighting for 
exterior-building mounted fixtures shall be permitted. 

11-4 Use of "glowing" fixtures shall be prohibited.  A glowing fixture is a lantern style fixture, or any 
fixture that allows light through its vertical components.  

11-5 Outdoor light fixtures used to illuminate landscaping, flags, statues, or any other objects mounted 
on a pole, pedestal, or platform shall use a very narrow cone of light for the purpose of confining 
the light to the object of interest and minimize spill-light and glare. 

11-6 All illuminated signs shall be designed, located, installed and directed in such a manner as to 
prevent objectionable light at (and glare across) the property lines and disability glare at any 
location on or off the property.  No permanently installed lighting shall blink or flash.  



County of Los Angeles  August 2008 

 
 

 
 

MonteCedro Project   IV.  Initial Study Explanations 
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page IV-98 
 
 

11-7 Prior to issuance of grading permit, applicant shall submit a landscape plan to the Department of 
Regional Planning, Department of Public Works, and L.A. County Fire Department for review 
and approval.  Landscaping shall be provided in areas where plantings can reduce visible glare and 
enhance natural surroundings. 

11-8 Exterior lighting fixtures intended for security purposes shall be equipped with motion sensors. 

11-9 Exterior buildings finishes shall be non-reflective and use natural subdued tones. 

11-10 All roofs shall be surfaced with non-reflective materials.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  f.  Other factors (e.g., grading or landform alteration)? 

 

No other factors have been identified 

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  There are nine related projects in the general project vicinity.  However, 
none of the related project is located in immediate area of the project site and there are no direct lines-of-
sight between these developments and the project site.  Therefore, these related projects would not 
combine with the proposed project to create the loss of scenic vistas, damage to scenic resources, and/or 
alteration of exiting visual character.  Therefore, cumulative visual quality impacts would be less than 
significant.  

There is the potential that the proposed project could combine with the related projects to cumulatively 
increase night light pollution.  However, given the existing level of light pollution in the Altadena area 
and the effectiveness of the recommended mitigation measures, the project’s contribution to that 
cumulative impact would be less than cumulatively considerable, and therefore not significant. 
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12. SERVICES – 1.  Traffic/Access 

The following analysis is based upon the Traffic Impact Study the proposed project prepared by Linscott, 
Law & Greenspan, Engineers, dated October 30, 2007.  A copy of this report can be found in Appendix 
K-1.  The Traffic Impact Study was reviewed by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works; 
their approval letter, dated February 11, 2008, is presented in Appendix K-2.  

YES NO MAYBE  

⌧   
a.  Does the project contain 25 dwelling units or more and is it located 
in an area with known congestion problems (roadway or 
intersections)? 

 

 Less than Significant Impact.  The proposed project contains more than 25 dwelling units.  It will 
provide a total of 278 senior housing units, consisting of 200 independent living units, 38 assisted living 
units and 40 senior apartment units.  However, the proposed project is not located in an area with known 
congestion problems.  As indicated above, a traffic impact study has been prepared for the proposed 
project.  The study examined traffic conditions at eight (8) intersections in the project vicinity.  Six of 
those intersections are currently operating at Level of Service (LOS) A and/or LOS B during the morning 
and evening peak hours.  These categories indicate uncongested conditions or very light levels of 
congestion.  The remaining two intersections are currently operating at either LOS B or LOS C during the 
morning and evening peak hours.  LOS C indicates light congestion.  None of the study intersections are 
operating at LOS D or below, indicating significant levels of congestion.  Table IV-18 provides the 
corresponding description for each Level of Service.   

Table IV-18 
Level of Service at Signalized Intersections 

Level of Service Description V/C Ratio 

A 
Uncongested operations; all queues clear in a single signal 
cycle. 

≤ 0.600 

B 
Very light congestion; an occasional approach phase is fully 
utilized. 

> 0.60 < 0.70 

C Light congestion; occasional backups on critical approaches. > 0.70 < 0.80 

D 
Significant congestion on critical approaches, but intersection 
functional.  Cars required to wait through more than one cycle 
during short peaks.  No long-standing queues formed.  

> 0.80 < 0.90 

E 

Severe congestion with some long-standing queues on critical 
approaches.  Blockage of intersection may occur if traffic signal 
does not provide for protected turning movements.  Traffic 
queue may block nearby intersections upstream of critical 
approaches.  

> 0.90 < 1.00 

F Total breakdown; stop and go operation. > 1.00 
Source:  Linscott, Law & Greenspan Engineers 
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YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  b.  Will the project result in any hazardous traffic conditions? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The above referenced traffic analysis was conducted to identify and 
evaluate the potential traffic impacts generated by the proposed project.  The traffic analysis follows Los 
Angeles County Department of Public Works (LACDPW) traffic study guidelines12 and is consistent with 
traffic impact assessment guidelines set forth in the 2004 Congestion Management Program for Los 
Angeles County.13  As previously indicated, the analysis evaluates the project-related impacts at eight key 
intersections in the vicinity of the project site.  The study intersections were determined in consultation 
with the LACDPW Traffic and Lighting Division staff.  The Intersection Capacity Utilization method was 
used to determine Volume-to-Capacity ratios and corresponding Levels of Service at the study 
intersections.  In addition, a review was conducted of Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority intersection and freeway monitoring stations to determine if a Congestion Management 
program transportation impact assessment analysis is required for the proposed project. 

Study Area 

The eight study intersections provide local access to the study area and define the extent of the boundaries 
for this traffic impact analysis.  The traffic analysis study area is generally comprised of those locations 
which have the greatest potential to experience significant traffic impacts due to the proposed project as 
defined by the Lead Agency.  The study area generally includes those intersections that are: 

• Immediately adjacent or in close proximity to the project site; 

• Documented to have current or projected future adverse operational issues; and 

• Forecast to experience a relatively greater percentage of project-related vehicular turning 
movements (e.g., at freeway ramp intersections). 

Further discussion of the existing street system and study area is provided in the Traffic Impact Study, 
Appendix K-1.  

                                                      

12  Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, January 1, 1997. 

13  Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority, July 2004.   
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Existing Traffic Counts 

Manual counts of vehicular turning movements were conducted at each of the eight study intersections 
during the weekday morning (AM) and afternoon (PM) commuter periods to determine the peak hour 
traffic volumes.  The manual counts were conducted at four of the eight study intersections from 7:00 to 
9:00 AM to determine the AM peak commuter hour, and from 4:00 to 6:00 PM to determine the PM peak 
commuter hour.  The AM and PM peak hour traffic counts for the remaining four study intersections were 
obtained from records on file at the County from a previous traffic study conducted in the project area.  
The traffic count data obtained from records on file were increased at a rate of 1.0 percent (1.0%) per year 
to reflect year 2007 conditions based on consultation with LACDPW Traffic and Lighting Division staff. 

The AM and PM peak period manual counts of vehicle movements at the eight study intersections are 
summarized in Table IV-19.  The existing traffic volumes at the study intersections during the AM and 
PM peak hours are shown in Figures 6-1 and 6-2 of the Traffic Impact Study, Appendix K-1.  Summary 
data worksheets of the manual turning movement traffic counts are also included in Appendix K-1. 

Project Traffic Generation 

Traffic volumes expected to be generated by the proposed project during the AM and PM peak hours, as 
well as on a daily basis, were estimated using rates published in the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ 
(ITE) Trip Generation manual, 7th Edition, 2003.  Traffic volumes expected to be generated by the 
proposed project were based upon rates per number of dwelling units for both the independent living and 
assisted living land use components.  Traffic volumes expected to be generated by the existing uses on the 
site were also forecast for the weekday AM and PM peak hours, and over a 24-hour period.   

See Appendix K-1 for a discussion of the traffic forecasting methodology used in this study. 

The trip generation rates and forecast of the vehicular trips anticipated to be generated by the proposed 
project are presented in Table IV-20.  The project trip generation forecast was submitted for review and 
approval by County staff. 
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Table IV-19 
Existing Traffic Volumes 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 
No. Intersection Date Dir Began Volume Began Volume 

NB 128 158 
SB 137 133 
EB 149 150 

1 
El Molino Avenue/ 
Calaveras Street [1]  

06/14/07 

WE 

7:15 

116 

4:00 

167 
NB 112 175 
SB 110 124 
EB 49 41 

2 
El Molino Avenue/ 
Alameda Street [1]  

06/14/07 

WE 

7:15 

32 

5:00 

46 
NB 124 128 
SB 432 223 
EB 522 617 

3 
El Molino Avenue/ 
Woodbury Road [1]  

09/11/07 

WE 

7:15 

371 

5:00 

325 
NB 473 687 
SB 686 660 
EB 76 113 

4 
Lake Avenue/ Mendocino 
Street [2]  

01/25/06 

WE 

7:45 

257 

4:30 

132 
NB 568 784 
SB 818 689 
EB 131 133 

5 
Lake Avenue/ Calaveras 
Street [2]  

01/25/06 

WE 

7:45 

52 

4:00 

73 
NB 588 770 
SB 916 720 
EB 46 56 

6 
Lake Avenue/ Alameda 
Street [1]  

06/14/07 

WE 

7:45 

0 

5:00 

0 
NB 619 924 
SB 957 813 
EB 217 249 

7 
Lake Avenue/ New York 
Drive [2]  

01/25/06 

WE 

7:30 

586 

5:00 

456 
NB 593 924 
SB 936 764 
EB 350 403 

8 
Lake Avenue/ Woodbury 
Road [2]  

01/25/06 

WE 

7:30 

157 

5:00 

41 
[1] Traffic counts conducted by City Traffic Counters. 
[2] Traffic counts conducted by Wiltec. 

 



County of Los Angeles  August 2008 

 
 

 
 

MonteCedro Project   IV.  Initial Study Explanations 
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page IV-103 
 
 

Table IV-20 
Project Trip Generation [1] 

AM Peak Hour 
Volumes [2] 

PM Peak Hour 
Volumes [2] 

Land Use Size 

Daily Trip 
Ends [2] 
Volumes In Out Total In Out Total 

Proposed Project          
Continuing Care  278 DU 781 32 18 50 39 42 81 
Retirement Community [3]          
Subtotal Proposed Project 781 32 18 50 39 42 81 
Less Existing          
Skilled Nursing Facility [4]  (70)Beds (166) (8) (4) (12) (5) (10) (15) 
Single-Family Housing [5]  (l4)DU (134) (3) (8) (11) (9) (5) (14) 
Subtotal Existing to be Removed (300) (11) (12) (23) (14) (15) (29) 
NET INCREASE 481 21 6 27 25 27 52 
[1]  Source: ITE “Trip Generation”, 7th Edition, 2003. 
[2]  Trips are one-way traffic movements, entering or leaving. 
[3]  ITE Land Use Code 255 (Continuing Care Retirement Community) trip generation average rates for number of 
occupied units. 
- Daily Trip Rate: 2.81 trips/Occupied Unit; 50% inbound/50% outbound  
- AM Peak Hour Trip Rate: 0.18 trips/Occupied Unit; 64% inbound/36% outbound  
- PM Peak Hour Trip Rate: 0.29 trips/Occupied Unit; 48% inbound/52% outbound 
The proposed project consists of independent living and assisted living units.  Specifically, the project includes a total of200 
independent living units and 38 assisted living units located on the main campus area and a total of 40 independent living units 
located on the east campus (i.e., access is accommodated via Crawford Avenue). 
[4]  ITE Land Use Code 620 (Nursing Home) trip generation average rates for number of beds. 
- Daily Trip Rate: 2.37 trips/Bed; 50% inbound/50% outbound 
- AM Peak Hour Trip Rate: 0.17 trips/Bed; 69% inbound/31% outbound (based on AM Peak Hour of Generator)  
- PM Peak Hour Trip Rate: 0.22 trips/Bed; 33% inbound/67% outbound 
[5]  ITE Land Use Code 210 (Single-Family Detached Housing) trip generation average rates. 
- Daily Trip Rate: 9.57 trips/Bed; 50% inbound/50% outbound  
- AM Peak Hour Trip Rate: 0.75 trips/DU; 25% inboundl75% outbound  
- PM Peak Hour Trip Rate: 1.01 trips/DU; 63% inbound/37% outbound 

 

As summarized in Table IV-20, the proposed project is expected to generate 27 net new vehicle trips (21 
inbound trips and 6 outbound trips) during the AM peak hour.  During the PM peak hour the proposed 
project is expected to generate 52 net new vehicle trips (25 inbound trips and 27 outbound trips).  Over a 
24-hour period, the proposed project is forecast to generate 481 net new daily trip ends during a typical 
weekday (approximately 241 inbound trips and 241 outbound trips). 

Project Trip Distribution and Assignment 

Project traffic volumes both entering and exiting the site have been distributed and assigned to the 
adjacent street system based on the following considerations: 

• The site’s proximity to major traffic corridors (i.e., Lake Avenue, New York Drive, Woodbury 
Road);  
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• Expected localized traffic flow patterns based on adjacent roadway channelization and presence of 
traffic signals;  

• Existing intersection traffic volumes;  

• Ingress/egress availability at the project site, accounting for the different access schemes planned 
for the El Molino campus and Villas on Crawford campus subareas;  

• The location of existing and proposed parking areas;  

• Assuming all of the El Molino campus trips are distributed/assigned to the El Molino Avenue and 
Alameda Street driveways;  

• Assuming all of the Villas on Crawford campus trips are distributed/assigned to the four 
driveways on Crawford Avenue;  

• Assuming the service and delivery access scheme in which vehicles enter the site at the Alameda 
Street driveway and exit the site via the Calaveras Street driveway; and  

• Input from County staff.   

The general, directional traffic distribution patterns for the proposed MonteCedro project are presented in 
Figures 7-1 and 7-2 of the Traffic Impact Study (see Appendix K-1).  The project trip distribution patterns 
were submitted for review and approval by County staff before finalization. 

The forecast project traffic volumes (i.e., the net new project volumes) at the study intersections for the 
AM and PM peak hours are displayed in Figures 7-3 and 7-4 of the Traffic Impact Study (see Appendix 
K-1).  The traffic volume assignments presented in Figures 7-3 and 7-4 reflect the traffic distribution 
characteristics shown in Figures 7-1 and 7-2 and the net new project traffic generation forecast presented 
in Table IV-20. 

Cumulative Development Projects  

A forecast of on-street traffic conditions prior to the occupancy of the proposed project was prepared by 
incorporating the potential trips associated with other known development projects (related projects) in 
the area.  With this information, the potential impact of the proposed project can be evaluated within the 
context of the cumulative impact of all ongoing development.  The related projects research was based on 
information on file at the County of Los Angeles Regional Planning Department and the City of Pasadena 
Planning Department.  The list of related projects in the area is shown in Table II-7.  The locations of the 
related projects are displayed in Figure II-18.  
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Traffic volumes expected to be generated by the related projects were calculated using rates provided in 
the ITE Trip Generation manual.  The related projects respective traffic generation for the AM and PM 
peak hours, as well as on a daily basis for a typical weekday, are summarized in Table IV-21.  The 
anticipated distribution of the related projects traffic volumes to the study intersections during the AM 
and PM peak hours is displayed in Figures 8-2 and 8-3 of the Traffic Impact Study (see Appendix K-1).   

Ambient Growth Factor 

In order to account for unknown related projects not included in this analysis, the existing traffic volumes 
were increased at an annual rate of one percent (1.0%) per year to the year 2011 (i.e., the anticipated year 
of project build-out).  The ambient growth factor was based on general traffic growth factors provided in 
the 2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County (the “CMP manual”) and determined 
in consultation with County staff.  It is noted that based on review of the general traffic growth factors 
provided in the CMP manual for the San Gabriel Valley area, it is anticipated that the existing traffic 
volumes are expected to increase at an annual rate of less than 1.0% per year between the years 2005 and 
2015.  Thus, application of this annual growth factor allows for a conservative, worst case forecast of 
future traffic volumes in the area.  Further, it is noted that the CMF manual’s traffic growth rate is 
intended to anticipate future traffic generated by development projects in the project vicinity.  Thus, the 
inclusion in this traffic analysis of both a forecast of traffic generated by known related projects plus the 
use of an ambient growth traffic factor based on CMF traffic model data results in a conservative estimate 
of future traffic volumes at the study intersections. 

Traffic Impact Analysis Methodology  

Pursuant to the current County of Los Angeles County traffic study guidelines, the eight study 
intersections were evaluated using the Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method of analysis.  The 
ICU method is intended for signalized intersection analysis and determines the Volume-to-Capacity (v/c) 
ratios on a critical lane basis (i.e., based on the individual v/c ratios for key conflicting traffic 
movements).  The ICU numerical value represents the percent signal (green) time, and thus capacity, 
required by existing and/or future traffic.  It should be noted that the ICU methodology assumes uniform 
traffic distribution per intersection approach lane and optimal signal timing.  The overall intersection v/c 
ratio is subsequently assigned a Level of Service (LOS) value to describe intersection operations.  The 
Levels of Service vary from LOS A (free flow) to LOS F (jammed condition).  A description of the ICU 
method and corresponding Levels of Service is provided in the Traffic Impact Study, see Appendix K-1. 
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Table IV-21 
Related Projects Trip Generation [1] 

AM Peak Hour 
Volumes [2] 

PM Peak Hour 
Volumes [2] Map 

No. Land Use Size 
Daily Trip 
Ends [2] 
Volumes In Out Total In Out Total 

County of Los Angeles 
1 Condominiums [3]  50 DU 400 3 24 27 24 13 37 

Medical Office [4]  33,429 GSF 
2 Pharmacy w/ Drive-Thru 

Window [4]  
17,519 GSF 

2,320 81 31 112 87 136 223 

3 Convenience Market [4], [5]  1,000 GSF 438 15 16 31 17 18 35 
4 Pre-School/Day Care [6]  45 Students 202 19 17 36 17 20 37 
5 Animal Hospital [4], [5]  18,640 GSF 200 8 2 10 5 11 16 

City of Pasadena 

6 
Washington Theater Mixed-Use 
[4], [5]  

 2,775 6 14 20 124 98 222 

7 Private School [7]  16,240 GSF 713 36 21 57 Nom. Nom. Nom. 
8 Condominiums [8]  25 DU 147 2 9 11 9 4 13 
9 Condominiums [8]  12 DU 70 1 4 5 4 2 6 

TOTAL 7264 171 138 309 287 302 589 
[1]  Source: ITE “Trip Generation”, 7th Edition, 2003. 
[2]  Trips are one-way traffic movements, entering or leaving.   
[3]  Source: Traffic Impact Analysis, Altadena Highlands, prepared by LLG Engineers, December 15,2005.   
[4]  Source: Traffic Impact Study, Medical Offices and Drug Store, prepared by Arthur L. Kassan, P.E., February 2006.   
[5]  The PM peak hour traffic volumes represent eight percent of the daily trip generation forecast.   
[6]  ITE Land Use Code 565 (Day Care Center) trip generation average rates.   
[7]  ITE Land Use Code 536 (private School [K-12]) trip generation average rates.   
[8]  ITE Land Use Code 230 (Residential Condominium/Townhome) trip generation average rates. 

 

Impact Criteria and Thresholds 

The relative impact of the added project traffic volumes expected to be generated by the proposed project 
during the AM and PM peak hours was evaluated based on analysis of future operating conditions at the 
eight study intersections, without and with the proposed project.  The previously discussed capacity 
analysis procedures were utilized to evaluate the future v/c relationships and service level characteristics 
at each study intersection. 

The significance of the potential project generated traffic impacts was identified using the traffic impact 
analysis guidelines set forth in the County’s Traffic Impact Analysis Report Guidelines.  According to the 
County’s published guidelines, the impact is considered significant if the project related increase in the 
v/c ratio equals or exceeds the thresholds presented in Table IV-22. 

The County’s sliding scale method requires mitigation of project traffic impacts whenever traffic 
generated by the proposed development causes an increase in the analyzed intersection v/c ratio by an 
amount equal to or greater than the values shown in Table IV-22. 
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Table IV-22 
County Of Los Angeles Intersection Impact threshold Criteria 

Final v/c  Level of Service  Project Related Increase in v/c  
> 0.71- 0.80 C equal to or greater than 0.040 
> 0.81 - 0.90 D equal to or greater than 0.020 

>0.91 E or F equal to or greater than 0.010 
Source:  Linscott Law & Greenspan, Engineers 

 

Traffic Impact Analysis Scenarios 

Pursuant to the County’s traffic study guidelines, the study intersections have been prepared for the 
following analysis scenarios: 

• Existing conditions; 

• Condition (a) with one percent (1.0%) ambient traffic growth up through year 2011; 

• Condition (b) with completion and occupancy of the proposed project; 

• Condition (c) with completion and occupancy of the related projects; and 

• Condition (d) with implementation of cumulative mitigation measures, where necessary. 

The traffic volumes for each new condition were added to the volumes in the prior condition to determine 
the change in capacity utilization at the eight study intersections. 

Summaries of the v/c ratios and LOS values for the study intersections during the AM and PM peak hours 
are shown in Table IV-23.  The ICU data worksheets for the analyzed intersections are contained in 
Appendix K-1. 

Traffic Analysis 

As indicated in Column [1] of Table IV-23, all eight study intersections are presently operating at LOS C 
or better during the AM and PM peak hour existing conditions.  As previously mentioned, the existing 
traffic volumes for the AM and PM peak hours at the study intersections are displayed in Figures 6-1 and 
6-2 of the Traffic Impact Study, Appendix K-1. 
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Table IV-23 
Summary of Volume to Capacity Ratios And Levels of Service - AM And PM Peak Hours 

[1] 
 

Year 2007 
Existing 

[2] 
Year 2011 W/ 

Ambient 
Growth 

[3] 
Year 2011 w/ 

Proposed 
Project 

[4] 
Year 2011 w/ 
Cumulative 

Projects 
No. Intersection 

Peak 
Hour V/C LOS V/C LOS V/C LOS 

Change 
V/C 

[(3)-(2)] 
Signif. 

Impact a V/C LOS 

Change 
V/C 

[(4)-(2)] 
Signif. 

Impact a 
AM 0.325 A 0.334 A 0.333 A -0.001 NO 0.337 A 0.003 NO 1 El Molino Avenue/ 

Calaveras Street  PM 0.345 A 0.355 A 0.354 A -0.001 NO 0.360 A 0.005 NO 
AM 0.215 A 0.220 A 0.222 A 0.002 NO 0.223 A 0.003 NO 

2 
El Molino Avenue/ 

Alameda Street  PM 0.253 A 0.259 A 0.264 A 0.005 NO 0.264 A 0.005 NO 
AM 0.694 B 0.718 C 0.719 C 0.001 NO 0.729 C 0.011 NO 

3 
El Molino Avenue/ 

Woodbury Road  PM 0.626 B 0.647 B 0.652 B 0.005 NO 0.659 B 0.012 NO 
AM 0.486 A 0.501 A 0.501 A 0.000 NO 0.525 A 0.024 NO 

4 
Lake Avenue/ 

Mendocino Street  PM 0.453 A 0.467 A 0.467 A 0.000 NO 0.508 A 0.041 NO 
AM 0.492 A 0.507 A 0.507 A 0.000 NO 0.525 A 0.018 NO 

5 
Lake Avenue/ 

Calaveras Street  PM 0.465 A 0.479 A 0.480 A 0.001 NO 0.526 A 0.047 NO 
AM 0.432 A 0.445 A 0.459 A 0.014 NO 0.470 A 0.025 NO 

6 
Lake Avenue/ 

Alameda Street  PM 0.388 A 0.400 A 0.424 A 0.024 NO 0.453 A 0.053 NO 
AM 0.655 B 0.677 B 0.681 B 0.004 NO 0.696 B 0.019 NO 

7 
Lake Avenue/ New 

York Drive  PM 0.721 C 0.746 C 0.752 C 0.006 NO 0.778 C 0.032 NO 
AM 0.710 C 0.734 C 0.737 C 0.003 NO 0.752 C 0.018 NO 

8 
Lake Avenue/ 

Woodbury Road  PM 0.701 C 0.725 C 0.731 C 0.006 NO 0.758 C 0.033 NO 
a  According to the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works! “Traffic Impact Analysis Report Guidelines, “ January I, 1997, Page 6: “an impact is considered 
significant if the project related increase in the volume-to-capacity ratio (v/c) equals or exceeds the thresholds shown below: 
Level of Service  Pre-Project V/C  Project-Related Increase in V/C 
C   > 0.71 - 0.80  equal to or greater than 0.04  
D   > 0.81 - 0.90  equal to or greater than 0.02  
E/F   > 0.91  equal to or greater than 0.01 
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Existing With Ambient Growth Conditions 

Growth in traffic due to the combined effects of continuing development, intensification of existing 
developments and other factors were assumed to be one percent (1.0%) per year through the year 2011.  
This growth in ambient traffic incrementally increases the v/c ratios at all of the study intersections.  As 
shown in column [2] of Table IV-23, all eight study intersections are expected to continue to operate at 
LOS C or better during the AM and PM peak hours with the addition of ambient growth traffic through 
the year 2011. 

The existing with ambient growth traffic volumes during the AM and PM peak hours at the study 
intersections are displayed in Figure 10-1 and 10-2 of the Traffic Impact Study, see Appendix K-1. 

Future With Proposed Project 

As shown in Column [3] of Table IV-23, application of the County’s threshold criteria to the “With 
Proposed Project” scenario indicates that the proposed project is not expected to create a significant 
impact at any of the study intersections during the AM and PM peak hours.  Incremental, but not 
significant impacts are expected to occur at all of the study intersections.  Therefore, the project would 
not be expected to result in hazardous traffic conditions. 

The future with project (existing, ambient growth and project) traffic volumes at the study intersections 
for the AM and PM peak hours are shown in Figures 10-3 and 10-4 of the Traffic Impact Study, see 
Appendix K-1. 

Future Cumulative Conditions 

The v/c ratio at the eight study intersections is incrementally increased by the addition of traffic generated 
by the related projects listed in Table II-7.  As shown in Column [4] of Table IV-23, application of the 
County’s threshold criteria to the “Future Cumulative Conditions” scenario indicates that the cumulative 
developments in the project vicinity are not expected to create cumulative impacts at any of the eight 
study intersections.  Therefore, the proposed project in combination with the related projects, would not 
be expected to result in cumulative hazardous traffic conditions. 

The future cumulative (existing, ambient growth, project and related projects) traffic volumes at the study 
intersections for the AM and PM peak hours are shown in Figures 10-5 and 10-6 of the Traffic Impact 
Study, see Appendix K-1. 
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.  Will the project result in parking problems with a subsequent 
impact on traffic conditions? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. In accordance with County of Los Angeles Zoning Code parking 
requirements, a total of 247 parking spaces are required for the proposed project.  The County of Los 
Angeles requirements for senior independent living units, senior assisted living units and associated 
employees are set forth in Chapter 22.52 (part 11, Vehicle Parking Space) of the County’s Zoning Code.14  
As indicated in the County’s Zoning Code, the following Code parking requirements are applicable to the 
proposed project land use components: 

• Senior Independent Living and Assisted Living Units: One-half space (0.5) for each unit; 

• Guest Parking:  One-eighth space (0.125) for each unit; 

• Employee Parking:  One space (1.0) for each employee on the largest shift; and 

• Facility Vehicle Parking:  One space (l.0) for each facility vehicle. 

As shown in Table IV-24, a total of 247 spaces are required for the proposed project based on the Code 
parking requirements. 

Table IV-24 
County Code Parking Requirements [1] 

Land Use Size 
County of Los Angeles 

Code Parking Ratio 
Parking 

Requirement 
Parking 
Provided 

El Molino Campus: 
Independent Living Units and 
Assisted Living Units 

238 Units 0.5 per Unit 119 spaces 170 spaces 

Villas on Crawford Campus: 
Independent Living Units  40 Units 0.5 per Unit 20 spaces 48 spaces 
Overall Campus: 
Resident Guest Parking  278 Units 0.125 per Unit 35 spaces 40 spaces 
Employees on Largest Shift  67 Employees 1.0 per Employee 67 spaces 80 spaces 
Facility Vehicle Parking  6 Vehicles 1.0 per Vehicle 6 spaces 6 spaces 
Code Parking Requirement  247 spaces 344 spaces 
[1]  Parking rates based on County of Los Angeles Code parking requirements set forth in Chapter 22.52 (part I, Vehicle 
Parking Space). 

 

                                                      

14  Refer to Sections 22.52.1120 and 22.52.1210. 
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A total of 344 parking spaces are planned to be provided for the proposed project.  Thus, the proposed 
parking supply of 344 spaces satisfies the County of Los Angeles parking requirement of 247 spaces.  As 
part of the parking supply, the project must also provide on-site a minimum of six (6) handicap accessible 
spaces.  This complies with the American With Disabilities Act requirement of a minimum of six (6) 
handicap accessible spaces for parking facilities with 301 to 400 spaces, with one in every eight handicap 
spaces being van accessible. 

Because the project would provide 97 spaces more than required by the County’s Zoning Code, all of the 
project’s parking needs will be accommodated onsite and the necessity for offsite parking would not be 
anticipated.  Therefore, the proposed project would not result in parking problems with a subsequent 
impact on traffic conditions. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
d.  Will inadequate access during an emergency (other than fire 
hazards) result in problems for emergency vehicles or 
residents/employees in the area? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Vehicular access to the existing project site is presently provided via six 
driveways: two driveways on El Molino Avenue, two driveways on Calaveras Street, and two driveways 
on Alameda Street.  The existing El Molino Avenue northerly driveway is located along the westerly 
property frontage approximately mid-way between Calaveras Street to the north and Alameda Street to 
the south and currently provides access to the pick-up/drop-off area for the previous Scripps Home 
facility.  The existing El Molino Avenue southerly driveway is located along the westerly property 
frontage at the southwest comer of the project site and currently provides access to the surface parking lot.  
The existing Calaveras Street westerly driveway is located along the northerly property frontage 
approximately mid-way between El Molino Avenue to the west and Crawford Avenue to the east and is 
currently closed for vehicle access.  The existing Calaveras Street easterly driveway is located along the 
northerly property frontage and previously provided access for service and delivery vehicles.  The two 
existing Alameda Street driveways are located along the southerly property frontage and are currently 
closed for vehicle access. 

Proposed Project Site Access and Circulation 

The proposed project site access scheme is displayed in Figure II-8.  Vehicular access to the project site 
will be provided via a total of seven driveways: one driveway on Calaveras Street, one driveway on 
Alameda Street, one driveway on El Molino Avenue, and four driveways Crawford Avenue.   
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El Molino Campus Site Access and Circulation 

A total of three site driveways will be provided to accommodate access for the El Molino campus subarea 
of the project site: 

El Molino Avenue Driveway:  This driveway will be located approximately mid-way along the westerly 
project frontage on El Molino Avenue.  The El Molino Avenue driveway will provide access to and from 
the main entrance to the proposed MonteCedro facility.  One inbound lane and one outbound lane will be 
provided at this driveway.  It is anticipated that the El Molino Avenue driveway will accommodate full 
access movements (i.e., left-turn and right-turn ingress and egress turning movements).  Based on the 
location and configuration of this driveway, it is expected that adequate storage distance is provided on 
the drive aisle to preclude vehicle queuing onto public roadways (i.e., El Molino Avenue).  The proposed 
project site driveway will be constructed to County of Los Angeles design standards. 

Calaveras Street Driveway:  This driveway will be located along the south side of Calaveras Street, west 
of Crawford Avenue, along the northerly property frontage.  The Calaveras Street driveway will provide 
egress from the project site service court for service and delivery vehicles.  One outbound only lane will 
be provided at this driveway.  It is anticipated that the Calaveras Street driveway will be limited to left-
turn and right-turn egress turning movements only.  The proposed project site driveway will be 
constructed to County of Los Angeles design standards. 

Alameda Street Driveway:  This driveway will be located along the north side of Alameda Street, west of 
Crawford Avenue, along the southerly property frontage.  The Alameda Street driveway will provide 
access to and from the parking garage to be provided at the El Molino campus, as well as service and 
delivery vehicle access to the service court.  One inbound lane and one outbound lane will be provided at 
this driveway.  It is anticipated that the Alameda Street driveway will accommodate full access 
movements (i.e., left-turn and right-turn ingress and egress turning movements).  Based on the location 
and configuration of this driveway, it is expected that adequate storage distance is provided on the drive 
aisle to preclude vehicle queuing onto public roadways (i.e., Alameda Street).  The proposed project site 
driveway will be constructed to County of Los Angeles design standards. 

Villas on Crawford Campus Site Access and Circulation 

A total of four site driveways will be provided to accommodate access for the Villas on Crawford campus 
subarea of the project site.  All four driveways will be located on the west side of Crawford Avenue 
between Calaveras Street and Alameda Street.  The four Villas on Crawford driveways will provide 
access to the independent living units planned to be located on the Villas on Crawford campus.  It is 
anticipated that all four Villas on Crawford campus driveways will accommodate full access movements 
(i.e., left-turn and right-turn ingress and egress turning movements).  Based on the location and 
configuration of these driveways, it is expected that adequate storage distance is provided on the drive 
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aisle to preclude vehicle queuing onto public roadways (i.e., Crawford Avenue).  These proposed project 
site driveways will be constructed to County of Los Angeles design standards. 

Because the proposed project will be served by seven driveways constructed to County of Los Angeles 
design standards with full access movements and adequate storage distance on the drive aisle to preclude 
vehicle queuing onto public roadways, access during an emergency (other than fire hazards) will be 
adequate and will not result in problems for emergency vehicles or residents/employees in the area.  
Therefore, impacts relative to emergency access will be less than significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  

e.  Will the congestion management program (CMP) Transportation 
Impact Analysis thresholds of 50 peak hour vehicles added by project 
traffic to a CMP highway system intersection or 150 peak hour trips 
added by project traffic to a mainline freeway link be exceeded? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Congestion Management Program (CMP) is a state-mandated 
program that was enacted by the State Legislature with the passage of Proposition 111 in 1990.  The 
program is intended to address the impact of local growth on the regional transportation system. 

As required by the 2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County, a Traffic Impact 
Assessment (TIA) has been prepared to determine the potential impacts on designated monitoring 
locations on the CMP highway system.  The analysis has been prepared in accordance with procedures 
outlined in the 2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County, County of Los Angeles 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, July, 2004. 

According to Section B.9.1 (Appendix B, page B-6) of the 2004 CMP manual, the criteria for determining 
a significant impact, is as follows: 

“A significant transportation impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand by 2% of 
capacity (VIC 2: 0.02), causing or worsening LOS F (VIC 2: 1.00).” 

The CMP impact criteria apply for analysis of both intersection and freeway monitoring locations. 

Freeways 

The following CMP freeway monitoring location in the project vicinity has been identified: 

CMP Station Segment 

No. 1060  I-210 Freeway west of Routes 134/710 
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No. 1061   I-210 Freeway at Rosemead Boulevard 

The CMP TIA guidelines require that freeway monitoring locations must be examined if the proposed 
project will add 150 or more trips (in either direction) during either the AM or PM weekday peak periods.  
The proposed project will not add 150 or more trips (in either direction), during either the AM or PM 
weekday peak hours to the CMP freeway monitoring location, which is the threshold for preparing a 
traffic impact assessment, as stated in the CMP manual.  Therefore, no further review of potential impacts 
to freeway monitoring locations that are part of the CMP highway system is required. 

Intersections 

The following CMP intersection monitoring location in the project vicinity has been identified: 

CMP Station Intersection 

No. 121   Intersection Rosemead Boulevard/Foothill Boulevard 

The CMP TIA guidelines require that intersection monitoring locations must be examined if the proposed 
project will add 50 or more trips during either the AM or PM weekday peak periods.  The proposed 
project will not add 50 or more trips during the AM or PM peak hours at the CMP monitoring 
intersections which is the threshold for preparing a traffic impact assessment, as stated in the CMF 
manual.  Therefore, no further review of potential impacts to intersection monitoring locations that are 
part of the CMP highway system is required. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
f.  Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans or program 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus, turnouts, bicycle 
racks)? 

 

No Impact.  Public bus transit service in the project study area is currently provided by the Los Angeles 
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority and the City of Pasadena.  A summary of the existing 
transit routes, including the transit route, destinations and peak hour headways is presented in Table IV-
25.  The existing public transit routes in the proposed project site vicinity are illustrated in Figure 5-2 of 
the Traffic Impact Study, see Appendix K-1. 

Transit Impact Review 

The project trip generation, as shown in Table IV-20, was adjusted by values set forth in the CMP (i.e., 
person trips equal 1.4 times vehicle trips, and transit trips equal 3.5 percent of the total person trips) to 
estimate transit trip generation.  Pursuant to the CMP guidelines, the proposed project is forecast to 
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generate demand for 2 net new transit trips (one inbound trip and one outbound trip) during the weekday 
AM peak hour.  During the weekday PM peak hour, the proposed project is anticipated to generate 
demand for 3 transit trips (one inbound trip and two inbound trips).  Over a 24-hour period, the proposed 
project is forecast to generate demand for 24 daily transit trips.  The calculations are as follows: 

• AM Peak Hour Trips = 27 x 1.4 x 0.035 = 2 Transit Trips. 

• PM Peak Hour Trips = 52 x 1.4 x 0.035 = 3 Transit Trips. 

• Daily Trips: = 481 x 1.4 x 0.035 = 24 Transit Trips. 

 

It is anticipated that the existing transit service in the project area will adequately accommodate the 
project generated transit trips.  Thus, given the relatively few number of generated transit trips, no project 
impacts on existing or future transit services in the project area are expected to occur as a result of the 
proposed project. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
  ⌧ g.  Other factors?  Student Pedestrian Safety 

 

Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated.  The project site is one-half block south of Altadena 
Elementary School and one block northwest of Eliot Middle School.  Construction of the Proposed 
Project would have the potential to impact student pedestrian movement in the immediate vicinity of the 
construction site.  Construction activities could result in temporary closure of sidewalks and disruption of 
existing pedestrian flow patterns from movement and parking of construction vehicles.   

Mitigation Measures 

The following mitigation measures are recommended in order to maximize pedestrian safety during the 
construction phase. 

12-1 School pedestrian routes as identified in consultation with the Pasadena Unified School District 
for District schools in the vicinity of the project site shall be maintained in a safe and convenient 
condition.  The Applicant shall coordinate scheduling with the Pasadena Unified School District 
to provide sufficient notice to forewarn children and parents when currently existing school 
pedestrian routes will be impacted by project construction activities. 

12-2 Adequate existing pedestrian routes shall be maintained along at least one side of all roadways. 
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12-3 If it is necessary to close a sidewalk, adequate warning and guide signs shall be provided to 
direct pedestrians along a detour route.  The signage and any other traffic controls will conform 
to the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works requirements, both for regulating 
pedestrians and for warning and regulating motorists. 

12-4 Whenever necessary to protect public safety, the Applicant shall coordinate with the Pasadena 
Unified School District to provide crossing guards or other appropriate personnel along 
identified pedestrian routes in the vicinity of the construction site during project construction 
activities when school is in session. 

12-5 During construction, fencing and/or barriers shall be installed to secure the project site and 
construction equipment to minimize trespassing, vandalism and short-cut attractions.   

12-6 No soil hauling truck traffic shall be allowed on Calaveras Street near Altadena Elementary 
School and on Lake Avenue near Elliot Middle School during typical school peak drop-off and 
pickup periods (e.g., 7:45 to 8:30 AM and 2:15 to 3:00 PM).   

12-7 Trucks and construction equipment shall not be staged in adjacent residential areas during the 
construction periods. 

12-8 Temporary “Truck Crossing” warning signs shall be placed 300 feet in advance of the site exits 
in each direction during times of construction.  One flag person will be required at the project 
site to assist the truck operators in and out of the project area, as well as minimize conflicts with 
motorists.   

 

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  See Section 12 (b) for a discussion of cumulative impacts. 
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Table IV-25 
Existing Transit Routes [1] 

No. Of Buses/Trains 
During Peak Hour 

Route Destinations Roadway Near Site Dir AM PM 
EB 3 3 Metro 180  Hollywood to Altadena (via Pasadena, Eagle Rock, 

Glendale) 
Lake Avenue  

WB 2 3 
NB 2 2 Metro 256  City of Commerce to Altadena (via Pasadena, Highland 

Park, El Sereno, CSULA, East Los Angeles) 
Mendocino Street, Lake Avenue  

SB 2 2 
NB 4 2 Metro 485  Downtown Los Angeles to Altadena (via Alhambra, South 

Pasadena, San Marino, Pasadena)  
Lake Avenue  

SB 3 2 
NB 6 8 Metro Gold Line  Los Angeles Union Station to Pasadena (via Chinatown, 

Highland Park, South Pasadena)  
I-210 Freeway at Lake Avenue  

SB 8 6 
NB 3 3 ARTS 20 [2]  Pasadena (via Lake Avenue, Woodbury Road, Fair Oaks 

Avenue, California Boulevard) 
Lake Avenue, Woodbury Road 

SB 2 2 
[1] Source: Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority. 
[2] Source: City of Pasadena, Area Rapid Transit System (ARTS). 
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13. SERVICES – 2.  SEWAGE DISPOSAL 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.  If served by a community sewage system, could the project 
create capacity problems at the treatment plant? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of District 
No. 17 of the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts), which provides sewage 
treatment for the project site vicinity and the surrounding area.  Previously, the project site generated 
approximately 31,578 gallons of sewage per day.15  Wastewater for the project site and surrounding area 
is treated at the San Jose Creek Water Reclamation Plant (SJCWRP), located adjacent to the City of 
Industry or the Whittier Narrows WRP, located at 301 N. Rosemead Blvd., El Monte.  The San Jose 
Creek WRP has a design capacity of 100 million gallons per day (mgd) and currently processes an 
average flow of 86.7 mgd.  The Whittier Narrows WNWRP’s design capacity is 15 mgd and currently 
processes an average flow of 8.5 mgd. As such, the remaining wastewater treatment capacity is 
approximately 13.3 mgd at the SJCWRP and 6.5 mgd at the WNWRP.16 

According to the Districts, the average wastewater flow that would be generated by the proposed project 
is estimated at 44,772 gallons per day, or a net increase of 13,194 gallons per day.17  As shown above, the 
WRP has sufficient remaining capacity to treat this additional wastewater flow from the project.  The 
additional flow from the project site would constitute approximately 0.0006 percent of the remaining 
combined treatment capacity at the SJCWRP and WNWRP.  Therefore, the project’s impact on 
wastewater treatment facilities would be less than significant. 

  

 

 

                                                      

15  Source:  County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County Website: www.lacsd.org (14 single-family homes @ 
260 gallons per home =  3,640 gpd, + 70-bed skilled nursing facility @ 125 gpd per bed = 8,750 gpd, + 123 
independent living units @ 156 gpd per unit = 19,188 gpd; total = 31,578 gpd. 

16 Written correspondence from Ruth Frazen Engineering Technician, Facilities Planning Department, County 
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, July 10, 2007. 

17 Written correspondence from Ruth Frazen Engineering Technician, Facilities Planning Department, County 
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, July 10, 2007. 
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YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
b.  Could the project create capacity problems in the sewer lines 
serving the project site? 

 

The following discussion incorporates the Sewer Area Study (August 2, 2007) prepared for the proposed 
project by RBF Consulting.  The report is included in its entirety in Appendix L. 

Less than Significant With Mitigation.  The project site discharges to a local 8-inch Los Angeles 
County Private Contract Sewer located in the adjacent streets.  This local sewer line is not maintained by 
the Districts.  The 8-inch sewer conveys sewage to the District No. 17 Main Trunk Sewer, located in 
Sacramento Street at El Molino Avenue.  This 25-inch diameter trunk sewer has a design capacity of 3.8 
mgd and conveyed a peak flow if 2.2 mgd when last measured in 2006.  As such, the trunk sewer has 
approximately 1.6 mgd of remaining wastewater flow capacity.  As such, project impacts to the trunk 
sewer would be less than significant.  

The Sewer Area Study conducted for the proposed project (see Appendix L) found that one segment of 
the existing 8-inch sewer network serving the project site (El Molino MH 434 to LACSD point of 
connections) exceeds 150 percent capacity based on the Los Angeles County design criteria.  Because the 
project would add sewage to a sewer line that is already operating over capacity, this is a potentially 
significant impact and flow monitoring is recommended.  According to the Sewer Area Study, the flow 
monitoring is expected to reveal that the tributary area flows are actually less than calculated in the Study, 
due to the study’s conservative site generation rates.  However, if the monitoring shows the need for 
mitigation, implementation of Mitigation Measures 13-1, which requires the replacement of the 8-inch 
pipe segment in question with a new 12-inch pipe, will borderline-meet LACDPW design criteria for the 
flow generation calculations, and thus, would reduce the project’s impact to a less-than-significant level.  

In addition, the Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the 
privilege of connecting to the Districts’ sewerage system (either directly or indirectly), or increasing the 
existing strength or quantity of wastewater attributable to a particular parcel or operation already 
connected.  Prior to the issuance of a sewer connection permit, the project applicant would be required to 
pay a Sewer Connection Fee to the Districts.  According to the Districts, this fee is required to construct 
the incremental expansion of the sewerage system to accommodate the proposed project and will mitigate 
the impact of this project on the present sewerage system. 

Mitigation Measure 

13-1 The existing 8-inch sewer located between manhole 434 and the LASC manhole in the 
intersection of El Molino and Sacramento Street shall be replaced entirely with a new 12-inch 
pipe, maintaining the existing slope of the 8-inch pipe.   
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YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  c.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors were identified.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Implementation of the proposed project, in combination with the nine 
related projects, would generate  81,602 gpd of wastewater (see Table IV-26).  As discussed above, the 
San Jose Creek WRP has a remaining available treatment capacity of 13.3 mgd, while the Whittier 
Narrows WRP has a remaining available treatment capacity of 13.3 mgd  As such, there is adequate 
capacity at both plants to accommodate the additional 81,602 gpd of wastewater generated by the 
proposed project and the related projects.  Therefore, cumulative impacts on sewer services would be less 
than significant.  

Table IV-26 
Cumulative Wastewater Generation 

No. Land Use Size Generation Rate a Total Wastewater 
Generation (gpd) 

County of Los Angeles (b) 
1 Condominiums 50 du 156 gal./du 7,800 

2 
Medical Office 
Pharmacy w/Drive-Through Window 

33,429  sq. ft. 
17,519 sq. ft. 

0.25 gal./sq.ft./day 
0.08 gal./sq.ft./day 

8,357 
1,402 

3 
Convenience Market 
Replace Existing Car Wash 

1,000 sq. ft. 0.08 gal.sq.ft./day 80 

4 Pre-School/Day Care 45 Students 8 gal./student/day 360 
5 Animal Hospital 18,640 sq. ft. 0.28 gal./sq.ft./day 5,219 

City of Pasadena(c)  

6 
Apartmentsd 
Retail 
Theater 

30 du 
5,000 sq. ft. 
510 Seats 

160 gal./sq.ft./day 
0.08 gal./sq.ft./day 

4 gal./seat/day 

4,800 
400 

2,040 
7 School Expansion 46,240 sq. ft. Unknown Unknown 
8 Townhomesd 25 du 180 gal./sq.ft./day 4.500 
9 Condominiums 12 du 156 gallons/du 1,872 

Subtotal Related Projects 36,830 
Subtotal Proposed Project 44,772 

Cumulative Total 81,602 
Notes: 
du=dwelling unit; sq. ft. = square feet. 
a  Source: Written correspondence from Ruth Frazen, Engineering Technician, County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, 
July 10, 2007.  In the absence of generation rates provided by Los Angeles County, generation rates were used from City of Los 
Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, Sewer Generation Rates Table, March 20, 2002. 
b Sources: 
-County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning 
-Traffic Impact Study, Medical Offices and Drug Store, prepared by Arthur L. Kassan, P.E., February 2006 
c Sources: 
-City of Pasadena Community Development Department 
-Traffic Impact Analysis, Altadena Highlands, prepared by LLG Engineers, December 15, 2005. 
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d Assumes 2 bedrooms for all units. 

 

14. SERVICES – 3. Education 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  a.  Could the project create capacity problems at the district level? 

 

No Impact.  As the proposed project consists of a senior assisted and independent living facility and 
senior apartments, no impacts on schools are anticipated. 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Could the project create capacity problems at individual schools 
that will serve the project site? 

 

No Impact.  See response to 3(a) above. 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.  Could the project create substantial student transportation 
problems? 

 

No Impact.  See response to 3(a) above. 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
d.  Could the project create substantial library impacts due to 
increased population and demand? 

 

Library services for the proposed project are provided by the Altadena Library District.  The District is an 
independent special district that was formed in December 1926 under the provision of Sections 19600-
19734 of the California Education Code.  It encompasses the approximate 8 square miles of Altadena, 
which is an unincorporated area of Los Angeles County.  Currently, the District provides library services 
to a population of approximately 55,230 people.18 

The nearest library to the project site is the Altadena Main Library, located approximately one-half mile 
away at 600 E. Mariposa Street, Altadena.  The main library is 25,000 square feet with a  total library 
district collection of 173,254. This collection is comprised of 105,371 book volumes; 4,974 audio 

                                                      

18  Altadena Library District website: http://library.altadena.ca.us/about, January 29, 2008. 
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materials; 3,036 video materials; and 41,957 children’s materials.19  The library holdings also include 
magazines and newspaper subscriptions; large print books; environmental impact reports; and other 
special materials such as telephone directories and microforms as well as public internet access.  The 
Altadena Library District also has a 2,750 square foot branch library,  the Bob Lucas Library, located at 
2659 N. Lincoln Avenue, Altadena, which holds approximately 12,000 volumes of the library’s total 
collection.20 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project would generate approximately 173 net new 
residents.  These additional residents would increase the demand for library services in Altadena; 
however, the Altadena Main Library is currently meeting the project area’s library demands and is 
expected to be able to meet those of the proposed project.21  The Altadena Library District has identified 
an existing problem with Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) access to the main library and the 
branch. As a result, the District has developed plans for immediate or future renovations of library 
facilities in the project area for ADA remediation purposes. In addition, the County of Los Angeles Public 
Library has a large repository of library resources among its community libraries and bookmobile services 
and would be able to accommodate additional demand at the regional level through intra-library book 
loans and other mechanisms.  As such, the planned ADA remediation work and the fact that the Altadena 
Main Library expects to meet the proposed project’s demands results in a less than significant impact on 
library services.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  e.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors were identified. 

 

                                                      

19  Altadena Library District Annual Report to the Public Fiscal Year 2006-2007, p. 1, website: 
http://library.altadena.ca.us/sites/__LIVE__.altadenalibrary.org/files/Annual_Report_2006-07.doc, January 
30, 200. 

20  Written correspondence from Robert Housley, Director of Finance/HR, Altadena Library District, August 10, 
2007. 

21  Written correspondence from Barbara Pearson, Director, Altadena Library District, July 24, 2007. 
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Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the nine 
related projects would result in the continued development, or redevelopment, of the project area.  As 
previously noted, the Altadena Library District is currently meeting the demands of the project area and is 
expected to be able to meet the demands of the proposed project.  Cumulative impacts are not expected to 
be significant because the proposed project would provide seniors’ housing, a land use which would not 
generate substantial user demand on the libraries. In Altadena, library fees for residential related projects 
are collected as a tax, the payment of which would reduce the cumulative library impacts to less than 
significant levels.  In addition, the introduction of the proposed project, along with the related projects, 
would not be expected to impact Altadena’s library system to such an extent that new construction would 
be required.  Furthermore, as previously noted, the County of Los Angeles Library system has a large 
repository of library resources among its community libraries and bookmobile services, and would be 
able to accommodate additional demand at the regional level through intra-library book loans and other 
mechanisms.  Therefore, cumulative impacts are expected to be less than significant. 
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15.  SERVICES – 4. FIRE/SHERIFF SERVICES  

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
a.  Could the project create staffing or response time problems at the 
fire station or sheriff’s substation serving the project site? 

 

Fire 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACOFD) provides fire 
prevention, fire suppression, and life safety services for the project site.  The closest Fire Station is No. 
11, located at 2521 N. El Molino Avenue, Altadena, which is approximately one-half mile line-of-sight 
distance north of the project site and would be the primary fire station to serve the project site.  It has a 3-
person engine company and a 2–person paramedic squad.  Given the distance and resources of Station 11, 
the five-minute response time national standard guidelines would be easily met for this project.22 

Additional fire protection services would be provided by the closest available fire response units, the next 
closest being fire station is Station 12, located at 2760 West Lincoln Avenue, Altadena.  Fire Station 12 
has a 4-person engine company.  The closest truck (ladder) company, essential for fighting fires in large 
or high-rise buildings, is in Station 82, located at 352 West Foothill Boulevard, La Canada.23  Should a 
significant incident occur, the proposed project would be served by all available resources of the 
LACOFD, in addition to the fire station closest to the project site.  Overall, the proposed project would 
not generate the need for, or cause the construction of new or expanded fire protection facilities, resulting 
in a less than significant impact.  

Sheriff 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department provides law 
enforcement services to the project site area.  The Sheriff’s Department is also responsible for emergency 
evacuation of the project area, if needed.  The project site is located in the Los Angeles County Sheriff 
Region I and receives its primary services from the Altadena Sheriff’s Station located at 780 E. Altadena 
Drive, Altadena. The station is located approximately one mile north of the project site.  Further 
assistance can be provided by sworn officers from other areas of the County, as well as the City of Los 

                                                      

22  Written correspondence from John R. Todd, Chief, Forestry Division, Prevention Services Bureau, County of 
Los Angeles Fire Department, November 14, 2007. 

23  Written correspondence from John R. Todd, Chief, Forestry Division, Prevention Services Bureau, County of 
Los Angeles Fire Department, November 14, 2007. 
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Angeles and the California Highway Patrol (CHP) through the “mutual aid” program, if needed.  The 
CHP is responsible for the enforcement of traffic related laws and regulations.   

As a senior assisted living and independent living facility, the proposed project would be expected to have 
a negligible impact on Sheriff’s response times in the Altadena area. 

   

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Are there any special fire or law enforcement problems associated 
with the project or the general area? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project area is served by the Los Angeles County Fire Department 
and the County of Los Angeles Sheriff’s Department.  As discussed above, the LACOFD and LASD 
would be able to serve the proposed project.  Other than the possible necessity for special assistance in the 
case of emergency evacuation, no special fire or law enforcement problems from the proposed project 
would be expected. 

   

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  c.  Other factors? 

 

No Impacts.  No other factors were identified.  

 

Cumulative Impacts  

Fire  

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project, in combination with the nine related projects, 
would result in continued redevelopment of an already urbanized portion of Los Angeles County, 
increasing the demand for fire protection services.  Specifically, there would be increased demands for 
additional LACOFD staffing, equipment, and facilities over time.  This need would be funded by existing 
mechanisms such as property taxes and government funding, and developer fees to which the proposed 
project and related projects would contribute.  At present, there are no known specific plans to build a 
new fire station, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts.  Nevertheless, 
similar to the proposed project, each of the related projects would be individually subject to the review of 
their local jurisdiction and would be required to comply with all applicable fire safety requirements in 
order to adequate mitigate fire protection impacts.  Therefore, it is expected that cumulative impacts on 
fire protection would be less than significant. 
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Sheriff 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project, in combination with the nine related projects, 
would increase the demand for sheriff’s protection services in the project area.  Specifically, there would 
be an increased demand for additional LASD staffing, equipment, and facilities over time.  This need 
would be funded via existing mechanisms such as property taxes and government funding to which the 
proposed project and related projects would contribute.  In addition, each of the related projects served by 
LASD would be individually subject to LASD review, and would be required to comply with all 
applicable safety requirements of the LASD in order to adequately address sheriff’s protection service 
demands.  Furthermore, each of the related projects would likely install and/or incorporate crime 
prevention design features in consultation with LASD, as necessary, to further decrease the demand for 
sheriff’s protection services.  Therefore, a less than significant cumulative impact on sheriff’s protection 
services would occur.  
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16. SERVICES – 5. UTILITIES/OTHER SERVICES 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.  Is the project site in an area known to have an inadequate public 
water supply to meet domestic needs or to have an inadequate ground 
water supply and proposes water wells. 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Water service supply to the proposed project site is provided by Rubio 
Cañon Land and Water Association (RCLWA). There are no known water service problems or 
deficiencies in the project area and project implementation would not result in service disruption to 
existing customers.24  Water supply infrastructure is present in the adjacent streets, consisting of 12-inch 
pipe in El Molino Avenue to the east, and six-inch pipe in Calavaras Street to the north.   

The proposed project would consume a net increase of approximately 15,833 gpd of potable water.25  The 
RCLWA has provided a will-serve letter and is prepared to provide potable water service to the project 
site in accordance with the rates, rules, tarrifs and regulations in effect and on file with the California 
Public Utilities Commission.26 Therefore, it is anticipated that impacts to public water supply for 
domestic needs  would be less than significant.  Lastly, the project is not large enough (greater than or 
equal to 500 residential units) to require a water supply assessment under SB 221 or SB 610.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  b.  Is the project site in an area known to have an inadequate water 
supply and/or pressure to meet fire fighting needs? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  See Page IV-17, Section 3 (d), above. 

                                                      

24  Written correspondence from Pete Vicario, Superintendent, RCLWA, dated October 7, 2007. 

25  Written correspondence from Ruth Frazen Engineering Technician, Facilities Planning Department, County 
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, July 10, 2007, March 20, 2002, water consumption rates are 120% 
of wastewater generation rates.  

26  Written correspondence from Lillian Woods, Director of Operations, RCLWA, dated July 23, 2008 (see 
Appendix D) and Pete Vicario, Superintendent, RCLWA, dated June 27, 20078 
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Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the nine 
related projects would generate a cumulative demand for approximately 59,205 gpd of water, further 
increasing the demands for water supplies in the RCLWA service area (see Table IV-27 below).  
Furthermore, for projects that meet the requirements established in Sections 10910-10915 of the State 
Water Code, a Water supply Assessment demonstrating sufficient water availability is required on a 
project-by-project basis.  Additionally, similar to the proposed project, each related project would be 
required to comply with the County and State water conservation programs.  Therefore, cumulative 
impacts to water supply would be less than significant.  

 

Table IV-27 
Cumulative Water Consumption 

No. Land Use Size Consumption Rate a 
Total Water 

Consumption (gpd) 
County of Los Angeles(b) 

1 Condominiums 50 du 187 gal./du 9,350 

2 
Medical Office 
Pharmacy w/Drive-Through Window 

33,429  sq. ft. 
17,519 sq. ft. 

0.3 gal./sq.ft./day 
0.09 gal./sq.ft./day 

10,029 
1,577 

3 
Convenience Market 
Replace Existing Car Wash 

1,000 sq. ft. 0.09 gal.sq.ft./day 90 

4 Pre-School/Day Care 45 Students 9.6 gal./student/day 432 
5 Animal Hospital 18,640 sq. ft. 0.3 gal./sq.ft./day 5,592 

City of Pasadena(c) 

6 
Apartmentsd 
Retail 
Theater 

30 du 
5,000 sq. ft. 
510 Seats 

192 gal./sq.ft./day 
0.09 gal./sq.ft./day 
4.8 gal./seat/day 

5,760 
450 

2,448 
7 School Expansion 46,240 sq. ft. Unknown Unknown 
8 Townhomesd 25 du 216 gal./sq.ft./day 5,400 
9 Condominiums 12 du 187 gallons/du 2,244 

Subtotal Related Projects 43,372 
Net Subtotal Proposed Project 15,833 

Cumulative Total 59,205 
 Notes: 
du=dwelling unit; sq. ft. = square feet. 
a  Source: Written correspondence from Ruth Frazen, Engineering Technician, County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles 
County, July 10, 2007.  In the absence of generation rates provided by Los Angeles County, generation rates were used from 
City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, Sewer Generation Rates Table, March 20, 2002. 
b Sources:  County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning; Traffic Impact Study, Medical Offices and Drug Store, 
prepared by Arthur L. Kassan, P.E., February 2006 
c Sources:  City of Pasadena Community Development Department; Traffic Impact Analysis, Altadena Highlands, prepared by 
LLG Engineers, December 15, 2005. 
d Assumes 2 bedrooms for all units. 
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.  Could the project create problems with providing utility services, 
such as electricity, gas or propane? 

 

Electricity 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Southern California Edison Company (SCE) Provides electricity service 
to unincorporated portions of Los Angeles County, including the project site.  SCE obtains power from 
numerous sources, including (1) the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station (SONGS), (2) the Mohave 
Generating Station in Laughlin, Nevada, and (3) the Big Creek hydroelectric system. 

Energy consumption by new buildings in California is regulated by the State Building Energy Efficiency 
Standards, embodied in Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR).  The efficiency standards 
apply to new construction of both residential and non-residential buildings, and regulate energy consumed 
for hearing, cooling, ventilation, water heating, and lighting.  The building efficiency standards are 
enforced through the local building permit process.  Local government agencies may adopt and enforce 
energy standards for new buildings, provided that these standards meet or exceed those provided in Title 
24 guidelines.   

Development of the proposed project would result in a demand for electricity at the project site. The 
project developer will be responsible for paying connection costs.  As existing electrical lines connect to 
the proposed project site, no outage should be required to provide electrical service to the project site.  
Electrical connection of the proposed project would not include expansion of distribution infrastructure 
nor capacity-enhancing alterations to existing facilities.  Furthermore, the proposed project would be 
required to comply with Title 24 energy conservation standards for insulation, glazing, lighting, shading, 
and water and space heating systems in all new construction.  With modern energy efficient construction 
materials and compliance with Title 24 standards, the proposed project would be consistent with the 
State’s energy conservation standards and, therefore, would not conflict with adopted energy conservation 
plans.  As such, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact on electrical supply 
systems. 

Natural Gas 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The Southern California Gas Company (SCG) provides natural gas to 
the project area through existing gas mains located within public rights-of-way.  Natural gas service is 
provided in accordance with the SCG’s policies and extension rules on file with the California Public 
Utilities Commission (PUC) at the time contractual agreements are made. 
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SCG states that currently, there are no existing or anticipated service problems or deficiencies in the 
project area.27  According to SCG the proposed project’s demand for gas supply could be accommodated 
within existing supplies.28  SCG has designed the distribution pipeline system to meet the demand of total 
buildout in the project vicinity, including the project site, per SCAQMD and the CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook, 1993.   

Gas supply infrastructure is present in the adjacent streets and available to connect gas supply to the 
proposed project. Gas service can be provided from an existing 2-inch medium pressure main in Alameda 
Street, and existing four-inch medium pressure mains in El Molino Avenue, Crawford Avenue, and 
Calaveras Street.29  

Development of the proposed senior assisted and independent living facility and senior apartments would 
result in an increased demand for natural gas at the project site.  The gas service supplier, SCG, has 
indicated that it can supply the proposed project from existing gas supplies.  Gas mains and service 
extensions are generally installed in a joint trench (i.e., in a public right-of-way) with other dry utilities 
(e.g., electric, telephone, and cable TV).  Because the project site already has natural gas service, only 
minor connection work within public right-of-way is anticipated.  The project developer would be 
responsible for paying connection costs.  Impacts would be less than significant. 

Cumulative Impact 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations establishes energy 
conservation standards for new construction.  These standards relate to increased energy conservation 
standards for insulation, glazing, lighting, shading, and water and space heating systems in new homes.  
The proposed project and related projects would be required to comply with these standards in Title 24 as 
they relate to the conservation of natural gas.  Furthermore, the proposed project and related projects 
would use modern energy efficient construction materials and otherwise comply with the State’s energy 
conservation standards.  Therefore, the proposed project and related projects would not conflict with 
adopted energy conservation plans and as such, cumulative impacts on energy resources would be less 
than significant.   

 

                                                      

27  Written correspondence from Schott Chestnutt, Planning Associate, Northern Region Technical Services, July 
18, 2007. 

28  Written correspondence from Schott Chestnutt, Planning Associate, Northern Region Technical Services, July 
18, 2007. 

29  Written correspondence from Schott Chestnutt, Planning Associate, Northern Region Technical Services, July 
18, 2007. 
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YES NO MAYBE 

 

  ⌧ 
d.  Are there any other known service problems areas (e.g., solid 
waste)? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Solid waste management in Los Angeles County involves public and 
private refuse and recycling services, as well as public and private solid waste transfer, recovery, and 
disposal facilities.  In the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County, residential, commercial and 
industrial customers contract with private haulers for solid waste collection, processing, and disposal.  
The project applicant will contract with a private refuse collection company to serve the project site. 

Solid waste from the project site is disposed of in landfills operated and maintained by the County 
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts).  However, private operators have their choice of 
which landfills in the County to use.  The closest landfill to the project site is the Scholl Canyon Landfill 
(SCLF), which is located at 7721 Figueroa Street in Glendale.  As shown in Table IV-28, the SCLF has a 
maximum permitted daily capacity of 3,400 tons and a daily in-take of approximately 1,500 tons.  
Operations at this landfill are projected to continue until for another 13 years.30 

Other solid waste management facilities operated by the Districts that are available to the proposed 
project and offer recycling options include the Puente Hills Landfill (PHLF), the Commerce Refuse-to-
Energy Facility (CREF), the Downey Area Recycling and Transfer Facility (DART), the South Gate 
Transfer Station , and the Puente Hills Materials Recovery Facility (PHMRF). 

Table IV-28 
Available Landfill Capacity 

Landfill Facility 
Permitted 

Daily Intake 
(tons per day) 

Average Daily 
Intake  

(tons per day) 

Remaining Permitted 
Daily Intake  

(tons per day) 
Scholl Canyon Landfill 3,400 1,500 1,900 
Puente Hills Landfill 13,200 13,200 0 

Commerce Refuse-to-Energy Landfill 1,000 420 580 
Downey Area Recycling and Transfer Facility 5,000 1,200 3,800 

South Gate Transfer Station 1,000 500 500 
Puente Hills Materials Recovery Facility 4,400 200 4,200 

Total 10,980 
Source: Written correspondence from Christopher R. Salomon, Supervising Engineer, Planning Section, County Sanitation 
Districts of Los Angeles County, July 31, 2007. 

 

                                                      

30  Written correspondence from Christopher R. Salomon, Supervising Engineer, Planning Section, County 
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, July 31, 2007. 
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As shown above, five of the six major landfills that serve the project area could potentially meet the 
refuse disposal needs of the project site: the Puente Hills Landfill is currently operating at full capacity.  
These landfills serve large geographic areas that are not necessarily limited to those areas in the 
immediate existing vicinity.  The total remaining permitted daily intake at the six landfills is 10,980 tons 
per day. 

Based on a generation rate of 4lbs/du/day31, the proposed project would generate approximately 1,112 lbs 
(0.6 tons) of solid waste per day.  However, like all new development in Los Angeles County, the 
proposed project will be required to comply with the California Integrated Solid Waste Management 
(ISWM) Act, frequently referred to as AB 939.  AB 939 requires local jurisdictions to divert at least 50 
percent of their waste stream to recycling.  As required by the ISWM, Los Angeles County has prepared a 
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which describes the County’s programs to reach this 
goal.  The SRRE must be updated annually to account for changing market and infrastructure conditions.  
As projects and programs are implemented, the characteristics of the waste stream, the capacities of the 
current solid waste disposal facilities, and the operational status of those facilities are upgraded, as 
appropriate.  California cities and counties are required to submit annual reports to the CIWMB to update 
it on their progress toward the AB 939 goals.  For residential developments in unincorporated portions of 
Los Angeles County, curbside recycling has been the major program for waste reduction.  With the 
required 50 percent waste stream diversion, the proposed project would only direct 556 lbs (0.30 tons) of 
solid waste per day to landfills. 

As shown above, this would be well within the remaining daily permitted intake at the six landfills 
combined.  Therefore, impacts to solid waste facilities would be less than significant. 

Cumulative Impact 

Less Than Significant Impact.  There is insufficient permitted disposal capacity within the existing 
system serving Los Angeles County to provide for its long-term disposal needs.  There are no plans for 
expansion at three of the public landfills currently operated by the Districts.  However, there is additional 
capacity potentially available within Los Angeles County through the expansion of local landfills, and 
outside of Los Angeles County through the use of waste-by-rail at the proposed Eagle Mountain Landfill 
in Riverside County and the Mesquite Regional Landfill in Imperial County.   

In addition, all related projects would be subject to the requirements of the ISWM Act/AB 939, through 
the SRRE.  As projects and programs are implemented, the characteristics of the waste stream, the 
capacities of the current solid waste disposal facilities, and the operational status of those facilities are 
upgraded, as appropriate.  California cities and counties are required to submit annual reports to the 
CIWMB to update it on their progress toward the AB 939 goals.  For residential developments in 

                                                      

31  Source: City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, “Solid Waste Generation,” 1981.  Used in the absence of any 
alternate generation rate provided by the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County. 
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unincorporated portions of Los Angeles County, curbside recycling has been the major program for waste 
reduction.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  

e.  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of 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 or facilities (e.g., fire protection, police 
protection, schools, parks, roads)? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in other sections, the development of the proposed project 
would not result in the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, including fire stations, 
police stations (see Section 13(a) and 13(b), above; schools (see Sections 12(a) through 12(c) above; 
libraries (see Section 12(c) above; and parks (see Section 18(e), below. As such, the project would not 
result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of 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 or facilities (e.g., fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, roads).  Therefore impacts 
with respect to governmental facilities would be less than significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  f.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors were identified. 
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17. OTHER FACTORS – 1. General 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  a.  Will the project result in an inefficient use of energy resources? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Energy consumption by new buildings in California, including 
electricity, is regulated by the State Building Energy Efficiency Standards that are embodied in Title 24 of 
the California Code of Regulations (CCR).  The efficiency standards apply to new construction of both 
residential and non-residential buildings, and regulate energy consumed for heating, cooling, ventilation, 
water heating, and lighting.  The proposed project would comply with Title 24 energy conservation 
standards for insulation, glazing, lighting, shading, and water and space heating systems in all new 
construction.  With modern energy efficient construction materials and compliance with Title 24 
standards, the proposed project would be consistent with the State’s energy conservation standards.  
Therefore, the project would not result in an inefficient use of energy resources and its impact on energy 
resources would be less than significant. 

  

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Will the project result in a major change in the patterns, scale, or 
character of the general area or community? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located within an urbanized area of the County of Los Angeles and has 
been developed with similar uses for almost 100 years. The proposed project would be consistent with the 
existing physical arrangement of the properties within the vicinity of the project site.  No separation of 
uses or disruption of access between land use types would occur as a result of the proposed project.  
Accordingly, implementation of the proposed project would not result in a major change in the patterns, 
scale, or character of the general area or community. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.  Will the project result in a significant reduction in the amount of 
agricultural land? 

 

No Impact.  As discussed in Sections 9(a) through 9(c), above, neither the project site nor the 
surrounding areas are used for agricultural purposes.  Therefore, the proposed project would not result in 
a significant reduction in the amount of agricultural land, and no impact would occur. 

 



County of Los Angeles  August 2008 

 
 

 
 

MonteCedro Project   IV.  Initial Study Explanations 
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page IV-135 
 
 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  d.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors have been identified. 
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18. OTHER FACTORS – 2. Environmental Safety 

The following discussion of Environmental Safety is based on the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
(ESA), prepared by RBF Consulting, dated April 2008. The ESA only addresses the 6.14 acre Scripps 
Home portion of the project site.  The Phase I Environmental Site Assessment is provided in Appendix M 
of this Initial Study. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
a.  Are any hazardous materials used, transported, produced, handled, 
or stored onsite? 

 

Less Than Significant With Mitigation.  The project site has been vacated and on-site buildings have 
been demolished; no hazardous materials are currently being used, transported, produced, handled or 
stored onsite.  The Phase I Site Assessment noted the presence of an above ground diesel storage tank 
(AST) associated with the on-site back-up generator and secondary concrete containment on the Scripps 
Home portion of the project site.  Also, based on an interview conducted with the on-site maintenance 
manager, the Scripps Home portion of the project site had undergone Asbestos and lead-based paint 
(LBP) remediation. Therefore, the potential for asbestos containing materials (ACMs) and LBP to be 
found on this portion of the project site is considered unlikely.  Also, the presence of hazardous materials 
on the subject site that may have been generated from adjacent properties was not observed during the 
March 11, 2008 site inspection. 

Based upon the review of available historical aerial photographs, the northern portion of the Scripps 
Home property was probably used for agricultural uses from the 1930’s through the 1960’s.  Therefore, 
the potential exists that adverse environmental conditions were created by historic agricultural activities 
within the northern portion of the project site. A combination of several commonly used pesticides (i.e., 
DDD, DDT, DDE) that are now banned may have been used throughout the subject site. It should be 
noted that the historical use of agricultural pesticides may have resulted in pesticide residues of certain 
persistence in soil at concentrations that are considered to be hazardous according to established federal 
regulatory levels. The primary concern with historical pesticide residues is human health risk from 
inadvertent ingestion of contaminated soil, particularly by children. The presence of moderately elevated 
pesticide residuals in soil present potential health and marketplace concerns. 

However, the on-site soils were heavily disturbed when the portion of the project site in question was 
converted from agricultural to institutional uses between 1956 and 1968.  Therefore, according to the 
Phase I ESA, there is a low potential for moderately elevated pesticide residuals to be present in on-site 
soils. 
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Mitigation Measures 

18-1 Any on-site stained concrete shall be removed and disposed of at an appropriate permitted facility. 
Once removed, exposed soils shall be visually observed to confirm the presence/absence of 
staining (an indication of contamination migration into the subsurface). If observed, stained soils 
shall be segregated and tested to identify appropriate remedial activities (if necessary). 

18-2 If unknown wastes or suspect materials are discovered during construction by the contractor which 
he/she believes may involve hazardous waste/materials, the contractor shall: 

• Immediately stop work in the vicinity of the suspected contaminant, removing workers 
and the public from the area;  

• Notify the Project Engineer of the implementing agency; 

• Secure the areas as directed by the Project Engineer; and  

 

YES NO MAYBE  
  ⌧ b.  Are any pressurized tanks to be used onsite? 

 

Less Than significant.  The proposed project includes the development of 40 senior apartments and a 
facility with 238 units of senior assisted-level and independent living.  As such, oxygen tanks may be 
stored onsite for medical use.  However these tanks would be low in volume and would not contain 
hazardous gasses. Therefore, impacts regarding hazards from onsite pressurized tanks would be less than 
significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
c.  Are any residential units, schools, or hospitals located within 500 
feet and potentially adversely affected? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  There is an elementary school approximately 105 feet from the project 
site and a middle school approximately 466 feet away. The project site is surrounded by residential 
development to the south, east and west.  The project is a mix of residential and institutional uses, both of 
which have already existed on this site for about 100 years.   As such, the proposed project uses would be 
consistent with any sensitive uses located within 500 feet.  Therefore, the surrounding sensitive uses 
would not be adversely affected by the proposed project and impact would be less than significant.  
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YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
d.  Have there been previous uses which indicate residual soil toxicity 
of the site or is the site located within two miles downstream of a 
known groundwater contamination source within the same watershed? 

 

No Impact.  According to the Phase I ESA, no evidence of the presence of hazardous materials on the 
subject site that may have been generated from adjacent properties was observed visible during the March 
11, 2008 site inspection.  The Phase I ESA examined whether the project site may have been affected by 
upstream sources of groundwater contamination.  No such sources have been identified (see Appendix 
M).  With respect to the potential for residual pesticides to remain on the project site, see Section 16(a), 
above.   

According to the files maintained at the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (LACPW) for 
the project site, two (2) USTs containing diesel (6,000 and 8,000 gallon capacities) have been removed 
from the project site. The USTs were steel/iron single walled suction tanks. The closure application, 
submitted November 13, 1989, stated that no unauthorized discharge ever occurred at this site and no new 
USTs were installed following closure. According to the Final Report, dated August 30, 1989, the tanks 
were excavated on July 12, 1989 and removed on July 14, 1989 under the observation of James Jordan of 
the Los Angeles County Fire Department. The tanks were observed to be structurally sound, and no soil 
contamination was apparent. Both tanks were triple rinsed on site by Applied Remedial Technology and 
declared clean by a Certified Industrial Hygienist. The rinse water was manifested and transported to the 
Gibson Oil and Refining Co. facility in Bakersfield, California. Soil samples from the bottom of the tank 
excavation were obtained by a Registered Geologist. Analysis detected no hydrocarbons to be present. 
The empty tanks were transported to American Metal Recycling, Inc. in Ontario, California for disposal. 
Backfill and compaction was achieved in each excavation by replacing the tank void with three quarter 
inch crushed rock covered by a geotextile membrane and native soil compacted to at least 90 percent 
density under observation of a soils engineer. Based on a letter dated February 28, 2007, the LACPW 
found that all closure requirements have been completed and no further action is required (see Appendix 
D, Relevant Correspondence).   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
e.  Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment involving the accidental release of hazardous materials 
into the environment? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Other than typical materials used for cleaning and maintenance, no 
hazardous materials would be used in conjunction with the routine day-to-day operations and project 
maintenance.  As such, the project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
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involving the accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment.  Therefore, the impact 
would be less than significant.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
f.  Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing 
or proposed school? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As previously noted, other than typical materials used with routine daily 
cleaning operations and project maintenance, no hazardous materials would be used or stored at the 
project site.  As such, although the project site is approximately 0.02 miles south of the Altadena 
Elementary School and about 0.08 miles west of the Eliot Middle School, the project would not pose any 
substantial potential for hazardous emissions or handling hazardous materials, substances, or waste.   

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  

g.  Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would create a significant hazard to 
the public or environment? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is not included on any list compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section   65962.5.  Therefore, the project would not create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment as a result of being listed on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65952.5. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
h.  Would the project result in a safety hazard for people in a project 
area located within an airport land use plan, within two miles of a 
public or public use airport, or within the vicinity of a private airstrip? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is not located within an airport land use plan.  Furthermore, this project site 
is not located within two miles of a public or public use airport, or within the vicinity of a private airstrip.  
As such, the proposed project would not result in a safety hazard for people located within an airport land 
use plan, within two miles of a public or public use airport, or within the vicinity of a private airstrip.  
Therefore, no impact would occur.    
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
i.  Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

 

No Impact.  The proposed project is not located on or near an adopted emergency response or evacuation 
plan. Development of the project site may temporarily block a traffic lane but would not require street 
closures, and flagmen would be used when necessary to ensure vehicle safety during construction.    
While such closures may cause temporary inconvenience, they would not be expected to substantially 
interfere with emergency response or evacuation plans.  The proposed project would not cause permanent 
alterations to vehicular circulation routes and patterns, impede public access, or travel upon public rights-
of-way.  In addition, as previously noted, site access would be improved as a result of project 
development (see section IV.12-1.(d)).  Therefore, it is not expected that the proposed project would 
interfere with any adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan, and no project impact 
would occur.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  j.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors have been identified. 

 

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Development of the proposed project in combination with the nine 
related projects has the potential to increase the release of hazardous materials into the environment.  
With respect to the presence of hazardous substances associated with the related projects, each related 
project would be evaluated for potential threats to public safety.  This would occur for each individual 
project affected, in conjunction with development proposals on these properties.  Furthermore, local 
municipalities are required to follow local, State, and federal laws regarding hazardous materials.  
Therefore, assuming compliance with local, State, and federal laws pertaining to hazardous materials, 
cumulative impacts would be considered less than significant. 
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19.  OTHER FACTORS – 3. LAND USE  

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
a.  Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the plan 
designation(s) of the subject property? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The original 6.15 acres of the project site, previously developed with a 
senior care facility, is designated for Institutional (I) land uses in the General Plan.  Under the Altadena 
Community Plan, the Institutional land use designation is defined as “… all public and private schools, 
private institutions, churches, temples, hospitals and governmental facilities (Public Works Department 
and Flood Control District sites, Sheriff Station, Fire Station, Water, Reservoirs, etc.).”32  The land use 
designation for this property was chosen by Los Angeles County because the private facility existed and 
the land use designation reflected the use in place at that time. Therefore, as a continuation of the existing 
institutional use of the project site, the proposed MonteCedro Senior Assisted and Independent Living 
Facility is consistent with the Institutional land use designation.   

The Altadena Community Plan currently designates the 2.04 acres proposed for the 40-unit senior 
apartments (i.e., The Villa Buildings) as Low Medium Density Residential.  This category only permits 
densities ranging between 6 to 12 dwelling units per acre, or a maximum of 24 units.  Therefore, the 
project applicant is requesting an Amendment to the Altadena Community Plan to change the Land Use 
designation for the 2.04 acres to Medium Density Residential (4), which permits 12-22 dwelling units per 
acre.  According to the Altadena Community Plan, the Medium Density Residential designation is 
applicable to apartment, condominiums and moderate density townhomes.  With the approval of the 
requested Plan Amendment, the project would be consistent with the Altadena Community Plan’s 
designation(s) of the project site.   

In addition to being consistent with Community Plan’s land use designations (with approval of the 
proposed Plan Amendment, the proposed project would also conform to many of the land use policies put 
forth in the Altadena Community Plan (see Table IV-29).  Policies with which the proposed project would 
conform include, but are not limited to, the following: Preserve existing residential neighborhoods; allow 
for intensification of land uses if it does not adversely impact existing uses; provide for the strengthening 
of existing corridors and clusters of commercial, industrial, and public uses (library, parks, senior citizens 
facilities, etc.) as principal activity centers of the Altadena Community.  Conformance is demonstrated by 
the proposed project’s redevelopment of an existing senior citizens facility with an attractive and heavily 
landscaped new senior citizens home and senior apartments.     

                                                      

32  Los Angeles County Altadena Community Plan, adopted July 10, 1986. 
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Table IV-29 

Altadena Community Plan Goals and Policies Compatibility 

Applicable Community Plan Goals/Policies Project Compatibility 
The major land use goals for the Community Plan are: 
Maintain and enhance the quality and distribution of land 
uses which characterize the Altadena community and 
make it an attractive environment in which to live, work 
and enjoy leisure hours. 

Compatible.  By replacing an outdated senior 
housing facility with a new modern senior housing 
facility, the proposed project maintains the existing 
land use on the project site and enhances the quality 
of the Altadena community by making the site more 
attractive. 

Maintain and enhance a living environment for Altadena 
residents which provides for their needs: health, physical 
safety, and a high quality of life. 

Compatible.  The proposed project maintains and 
enhances the living environment for residents by 
being situated adjacent to and accessible to retail, 
restaurant and other commercial businesses located 
along the Lake Avenue corridor.  Regional and local 
public bus stops are provided adjacent to the project 
site as well as nearby on Lake Avenue, Medocino 
Street and Woodbury Road.  The project’s 
pedestrian walkways within the campus will be 
appropriately landscaped and adorned to provide a 
friendly walking environmental.  Additionally, the 
walkways will be well lit and include a way-finding 
signage program. 

Establish an economically viable commercial 
environment for the Altadena community which meets 
the needs of the residents and is compatible with the 
community character 

Not applicable. However, the project site is situated 
adjacent to and accessible to retail, restaurant and 
other commercial businesses located along the Lake 
Avenue corridor.  Also, Regional and local public 
bus stops are provided adjacent to the project site 

Land Use Mix Policies 
Preserve existing residential neighborhoods, commercial 
districts, community facilities, institutions, and 
environmental amenities. 

Compatible.  The proposed project preserves the 
existing residential neighborhood, because it does 
not change the existing land use.  

Provide for new development which is compatible with 
and complements existing uses. 

Compatible.  The proposed project is the 
redevelopment of the project site with the same land 
use as previously existed 

Allow the intensification of land uses only as it does not 
adversely impact existing uses, neighborhoods, and the 
prevailing low density character of the Altadena 
community. 

Substantially Compatible.  The proposed project is 
qualified for a density bonus under the County’s SB 
1818 ordinance, which would intensify the land use 
on the R-2 portion of the site.  The combination of 
the proposed Plan Amendment from Low Medium 
Density to Medium Density Residential along with 
the Density Bonus would ensure that the 
intensification of land uses would not adversely 
impact existing uses, neighborhoods, and the 
prevailing low density character of the Altadena 
community. 

Preserve and enhance existing land uses and areas of 
historical and/or unique importance (e.g. Pacific Electric 
Substation No. 8 and Keys Bungalow, etc.). 

Compatible.  The historic analysis conducted for 
the proposed project indicates the only potentially 
significant historic feature on the project site is 
Gloria’s Cottage, which will be preserved on-site.   

Provide for the strengthening of existing corridors and This policy is directed to governmental decision-
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Applicable Community Plan Goals/Policies Project Compatibility 
clusters of commercial, industrial, and public uses 
(library, parks, senior citizens facilities, etc.) as principal 
activity centers of the Altadena community. 

makers and is not applicable to the proposed project.  
However, the project does not interfere with 
implementation of this policy. 

Provide for the evolution of Lake Avenue, between 
Calaveras Street and Altadena Drive, as the principal core 
of the Altadena community, containing retail and office 
commercial, restaurants, entertainment, moderate density 
residential, and community facilities.   

This policy is directed to governmental decision-
makers and is not applicable to the proposed project.  
However, the project does not interfere with 
implementation of this policy.  

Preservation of Single Family Character 
Preserve and maintain existing residential units which are 
structurally sound. 

Partially Compatible.  The project would replace 
14 single family homes with 40 senior apartment 
units.  The 14 homes are zoned R-2, a designation 
established by the County to promote higher 
densities. 

Rehabilitate and renovate structurally sound residential 
units which exhibit non-structural deterioration.   

Partially Compatible.  The project would replace 
14 single family homes with 40 senior apartment 
units.  The 14 homes are zoned R-2, a designation 
established by the County to promote higher 
densities. 

Rehabilitate residential units which are structurally 
deteriorated, unless economically infeasible. 

Partially Compatible.  The project would replace 
14 single family homes with 40 senior apartment 
units.  The 14 homes are zoned R-2, a designation 
established by the County to promote higher 
densities. 

Replace residential units which cannot be economically 
rehabilitated with those of a size and density which are 
consistent with those of the surrounding residential 
neighborhood. 

Partially Compatible.  The project would replace 
14 single family homes with 40 senior apartment 
units.  The 14 homes are zoned R-2, a designation 
established by the County to promote higher 
densities. 

Continue and/or initiate programs to provide financial 
assistance, as funding is available, to owners and tenants 
for the renovation and rehabilitation of residential units 

This policy is directed to governmental decision-
makers and is not applicable to the proposed project.  
However, the project does not interfere with 
implementation of this policy. 

Promote accessibility to housing opportunities by all 
households, regardless of income, race, color, religion, 
sex, marital status, age, household size, or physical 
disability.   

Substantially Compatible.  As an independent and 
assisted living facility, plus senior apartment units, 
the project promotes accessibility to housing 
opportunities for the elderly. 

 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
b.  Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the zoning 
designation of the subject property? 
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Less Than Significant.  The original Scripps Home portion of the project site (6.15 acres) is zoned A-1.  
Institutional uses, such as the previous Scripps Home and the proposed MonteCedro project, are 
permitted uses in the A-1 zone if a Condition Use Permit is approved.  The additional 2.04 acres portion 
of the project site, currently occupied by 14 single-family homes, are zoned R-2.   Based upon a 
maximum intensity of one unit per 2,500 square feet of site area, the 2.04 acres of R-2 can currently be 
developed with a maximum of 35.63 units, or 4-5 less than are proposed by the MonteCedro project.  
Therefore, a density bonus equal to approximately 14% is being requested to permit 40 senior residential 
units on the R-2 portion of the property. 

The Episcopal Home Communities proposes to construct new Assisted Living and Independent Living 
facilities for seniors. This facility will be in operation indefinitely. According to the Sections 51.2 and 
51.3 of the Civil Code, in order to qualify for a density bonus for senior housing 50% of the proposed 
units must be set aside for senior housing.  This project, however, would provide 100 percent of the 
dwelling units for qualifying senior citizens.  “Qualified” is defined as meaning that at least one person 
aged 62 or older must be a resident of every unit.  

With the approval of the requested Housing Permit for a 14% Density Bonus for that portion of the senior 
residential development on the R-2 zoned portion of the project site, the proposed project would be 
consistent with the current zone designations for the project site.    
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YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
c.  Can the project be found to be inconsistent with the following 
applicable land use criteria: Hillside Management Criteria? SEA 
Conformance Criteria? Other? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located in generally flat terrain and, therefore, is not located near any 
hillside areas.  As such, the Hillside Management Criteria would not be applicable to the proposed 
project.  In addition, as discussed above, the project site is not located within an SEA.  As such, the SEA 
Conformance Criteria would also not apply to the proposed project. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  d.  Would the project physically divide an established community? 

 

No Impact.  The project site is located within an urbanized area of the County of Los Angeles and is 
consistent with the existing physical arrangement of the properties within the vicinity of the project site.  
No separation of uses or disruption of access between land use types would occur as a result of the 
proposed project.  Accordingly, implementation of the proposed project would not disrupt or divide the 
physical arrangement of the established community, and no impact is anticipated from project 
implementation. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  e.  Other factors? 

 

No Impact.  No other factors have been identified. 

Cumulative Impacts 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Development of the proposed project in conjunction with any related 
projects would result in further infilling of existing urban land uses in the County of Los Angeles. It is 
reasonable to assume that development of the related projects would implement and support local and 
regional planning goals and policies.  Land use impacts are generally site-specific, and it is expected that 
most of the related projects would be compatible with the zoning and land use designations for each of the 
related project sites and their surrounding properties.  Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
contribute to a cumulative land use impact and cumulative land use impacts would be less than 
significant.  
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20. POPULATION/HOUSING/EMPLOYMENT/RECREATION 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
a.  Could the project cumulatively exceed official regional or local 
population projections? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As part of its planning process for the Southern California region, the 
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) has divided its jurisdiction into 14 subregions.  
The project site is located in the San Gabriel Valley Association of Cities (SGVAC) subregion, comprised 
of 30 cities as well as an unincorporated portion of Los Angeles County that includes Altadena.  SCAG 
estimates that the 2005 population for the SGVAC subregion was 377,458 persons, and forecasts that it 
would reach 418,423 by 2010.  That represents an increase of approximately 40,965 persons or 10.9 
percent over the subregion’s 2005 population.33   

The project site is located within U.S. Census Tract No. 4611, which has an average household size of 
2.88 persons per dwelling unit.34  However, as a senior assisted and independent living facility, the 
proposed project is expected to have a substantially smaller average household size.  For the purposes of 
this analysis, it is assumed at full occupancy of the proposed MonteCedro project, there would be 
approximately one person in each studio unit of the assisted and independent living facility (16 units), 
approximately one person in each one-bedroom unit of the assisted and independent living facility (134 
units), 2 persons in each two-bedroom unit of the assisted and independent living facility (88 units) and 
two persons in each two-bedroom unit of Villas (40 units).  In total, the proposed MonteCedro facility is 
expected to house a resident population of 406.  The previous Scripps Home at full capacity, and 
including the adjacent 14 single family homes, had a total resident population of approximately 233 
persons.35  Therefore, the proposed project’s resident population would represent a net increase of 173 
residents. 

 

                                                      

33  Southern California Association of Governments, 2004 Regional Transportation Plan/Growth Vision: Socio-
Economic Forecast Report, City Projections, http://www.scag.ca.gov/forecast/downloads/2004GF.xls, accessed 
February 4, 2008.  

34  Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data for Census Tract 4611, Los Angeles County, California, 
http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/CTFilter?_ts=220210075415, accessed February 4, 2008, 

35  Assumes one person per bed in the skilled nursing facility (70-bed), one person per independent living unit (123 
units) and 2.88 persons per single-family residence (14 units).    
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As such, the proposed project would contribute approximately 0.4 percent of the overall population 
growth expected to occur in the SGVAC subregion between 2005 and 2010.  Therefore, it is reasonable to 
assume that the population growth associated with the proposed project has already been planned for 
within the SGVAC subregion and its impact would be less than significant. 

  

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
b.  Could the project induce substantial direct or indirect growth in an 
area (e.g., through projects in an undeveloped area or extension of 
major infrastructure? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site is located in an urbanized, fully developed area of 
unincorporated Los Angeles County.  As previously noted, development of the proposed project would 
generate a net increase of approximately 173 residents and would contribute approximately 0.4 percent of 
the overall population growth expected to occur in the SCAG subregion between 2005 and 2010.  As 
such, it is reasonable to conclude that the population growth associated with the proposed project has 
already been anticipated and planned for within the SGVAC subregion.  Therefore, project development 
would not induce substantial direct or indirect growth in the area.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
c.  Could the project displace existing housing, especially affordable 
housing? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site was previously developed with a senior care facility and 
14 single-family houses.  The proposed project would construct a larger senior care facility, while 40 new 
senior apartments (Villas) would replace the 14 single-family houses.   As such, the project would 
increase the housing stock for seniors.  While the project would displace existing housing, their 
replacement with additional housing units would ensure the impact would be less than significant.  

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
d.  Could the project result in substantial job/housing imbalance or 
substantial increase in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  As discussed in Section II, Project Description, the proposed project is 
expected to utilize the same number of employees as the existing Scripps Home facility.  Also, as the 
proposed project is solely for senior citizens, it is not expected that the new residents would be seeking 
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employment.  Therefore, development of the proposed project is unlikely to result in substantial/job 
housing imbalance or substantial increase in vehicle miles traveled.  As such, impacts would be less than 
significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
e.  Could the project require new or expanded recreational facilities for 
future residents? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The proposed project would consist of the development of a 238-unit 
assisted and independent senior living facility and 40 senior apartments.  This would increase the number 
of residents living on the project site by 173 persons.  However, the increase in residents would not be 
expected to substantially impact recreational facilities because all the new residents would be senior 
citizens and it is reasonable to assume they would tend to use on-site recreational amenities rather than 
off-site ones. Table IV-30 provides a summary of the project’s proposed amenities. In addition, project 
employees would be unlikely to patronize local recreational facilities during working hours as they are 
more likely to use recreational facilities near their homes during non-work hours.  As such, the project 
would not require new or expanded recreational facilities for future residents, therefore no impact would 
occur. 

Table IV-30 
Summary of Project Recreational Amenities 

Project Component Recreational Amenity Net Area  
Assisted Living 

 Activities Area 550 Square Feet

 Activities Office 212 Square Feet 

 Spa 820 Square Feet

 Library/Game Room 1,448

 Subtotal 3,030 Square Feet
Independent Living 

 Pool/Fitness 8,456 Square Feet

 Reading 2,428 Square Feet

 Theatre 1,598 Square Feet

 Gallery 969 Square Feet

 Classroom 753 Square Feet

 Billiards 444 Square Feet

 Conference 374 Square Feet

 Arts and Crafts 934 Square Feet

 Living Room 1,128 Square Feet
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 Subtotal 17,084 Square Feet
 Total 20,114 Square Feet

 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

 ⌧  
f.  Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  The project site was previously occupied by a seniors’ facility and 14 
single-family homes.  All of the seniors’ facility residents have already been relocated to other facilities.  
The removal of 14 single-family homes would displace residents and decrease the stock of single-family 
homes in the neighborhood.  However, the project’s construction of 40 seniors’ apartments would 
increase the total available housing inventory in the area.  In addition, the apartments would offer 
important residential opportunities for senior citizens, which is consistent with goals identified in the 
Altadena Community Plan.  Therefore the project would not displace substantial numbers of people, and 
impacts would be less than significant. 

 

YES NO MAYBE  
 ⌧  g.  Other factors? 

 

No impact.  No other factors were identified.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Population and housing growth, in and of themselves, are not considered as direct effects on the 
environment.  However, secondary or indirect impacts, such as traffic or noise, may result in physical 
changes caused by population and housing growth.  Of the nine related projects, four have a residential 
component and five have non-residential components.  Implementation of the proposed project in 
combination with the nine related projects would contribute to population and employment growth in the 
project vicinity.   

It is estimated that the related projects would generate a total of 396 new employees in the project vicinity 
(see Table IV-31).  However, this is not an estimate of the number of new permanent residents and 
households, as new employment positions are often filled from the existing community and extended 
population and typically do not result in employee relocation into the area to be closer to the place of 
work.  The proposed project would not contribute to this increase in total employees, since the 
MonteCedro project would employee the same number of people as were employed by the Scripps 
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Homes.  Therefore, the proposed project would not contribute to a cumulative increase in Areawide 
employment.   

   

Table IV-31 
Cumulative Employment Increase 

No. Land Use Size Generation Factor a Employees 
Generated 

2 
Medical Office 

Pharmacy w/Drive-
Through Window 

33,429  sq. ft. 
17,519 sq. ft. 

0.0034965 employees/sq.ft. 
0.0022371 employees/sq.ft. 

117 
39 

3 
Convenience Market 
Replace Existing Car 

Wash 
1,000 sq. ft. 0.0022371 employees/sq. ft. 2 

4 Pre-School/Day Care 45 students Unknown Unknown 
5 Animal Hospitalb 18,640 sq. ft.  0.0034965 employees/sq.ft. 65 

6 
Apartments 

Retail 
Theater 

30 du 
5,000 sq. ft. 
510 Seats 

N/A 
0.0022371 employees/sq.ft. 

Unknown 

N/A 
11 

Unknown 
7 School Expansionb 46,240 sq. ft. 0.0034965 employees/sq.ft. 162 

Cumulative Total 396 
Note:  sq. ft.=square feet 
a Source: Los Angeles Unified School District, School Facilities Needs Analysis, September 9, 2005. 
b Assumes office employee generation rate. 

 

The housing units that would be developed with the implementation of the proposed project, in 
combination with the related projects, would cumulatively increase the resident population in the area.  
The 117 dwelling units that would be developed with the related projects, in combination with the 
proposed project, would yield a combined population increase of 510 persons (see Table IV-32).  This 
cumulative addition of 510 new residents would be within the SGVAC subregion’s forecasted increase of 
40,965 people between 2005 and 2010.  This cumulative increase would represent approximately 1.2 
percent of the forecasted population increase between 2005 and 2010 with the SGVAC subregion. Based 
on the foregoing, the proposed project in combination with the related projects would not result in a 
significant impact on population or housing. 
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Table IV-32 
Cumulative Population Increase 

No. Land Use Size Generation Factor a Residents 
Generated 

County of Los Angeles (b) 
1 Condominium 50 du 2.88 persons/du 144 

City of Pasadena  (c) 

6 
Apartments 

Retail 
Theater 

30 du 
5,000 sq. ft. 
510 Seats 

2.88 persons/du 
86 

N/A 
N/A 

8 Townhomes 25 du 2.88 persons/du 72 
9 Condominium 12 du 2.88 persons/du 35 

Subtotal Related Projects 337 
Subtotal Proposed Project  (net) 173 

Cumulative Total 510 
Note:  du=dwelling unit 
a Source: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data for Census Tract 4611, Los Angeles County, 
California, http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/CTFilter?_ts=220210075415, accessed February 4, 2008, 
b Source: County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning. 
c Source: City of Pasadena Community Development Department.  
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21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 

Does the project have the potential to substantially 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? 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 

Does the project have possible environmental effects which are 
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?  (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the incremental effects of an individual 
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)? 

 

YES NO MAYBE  

  ⌧ 
Will the environmental effects of the project cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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V.  PREPARERS OF INITIAL STUDY AND PERSONS 
CONSULTED 

 
A.  PREPARERS OF THE INITIAL STUDY 
 
Environmental Consultants 
 
 Christopher A. Joseph & Associates 

30851 Agoura Road, Suite 210 
Agoura Hills, California, 91301 
(818) 735-8838 
   

Technical Subconsultants 

Project Architect 
 
Perkins Eastman 
The Pennsylvanian 
1100 Liberty Avenue 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222 
 
Civil Engineer 
 
RBF Consulting 
5051 Verdugo Way, Suite 300 
Camarillo, CA 93012 
 
Traffic Engineer 
 
Linscott, Law & Greenspan, Engineers 
236 N. Chester Ave., Suite 200 
Pasadena, CA 91106 
 
Geotechnical Engineer 
 
GeoSoils Consultants Inc. 
6634 Valjean Avenue 
Van Nuys, CA 91406 
 
Consulting Arborist 
 
Cy Carlberg 
387 North Baldwin Ave. 
Sierra Madre, CA 91024  
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4.  HAZARDS – 4.  NOISE 
4-1 The proposed project shall comply 

with the Noise Insulation 
Standards of Title 24 of the 
California Code of Regulations, 
which ensures an acceptable 
interior noise environment.  
Specifically, the project sponsor 
shall submit an acoustical report 
prior to the issuance of building 
permits that demonstrates that the 
proposed building materials would 
ensure that interior noise levels 
attributable to exterior sources are 
no greater than 45 dBA CNEL. 

Submittal and approval of 
acoustical report;  and  
regular plan check 

Prior to issuance of building permit Project Applicant/Developer Public Health  

4-2 All construction and general 
maintenance activities, except in 
an emergency, shall be limited to 
the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. 
on Monday through Saturday and 
prohibited on Sundays and all 
federal holidays as stipulated in 
Section 12.08.440(A) of the Los 
Angeles County Noise Ordinance. 

Compliance with noise 
control ordinance 

Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Health  

4-3 Staging and delivery areas shall be 
located as far as feasible from 
existing residences. 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Health  

4-4 To the extent feasible, deliveries 
shall be staged to occur from mid-
morning to mid-afternoon, to take 
advantage of times when 
residential zones are less 
susceptible to annoyance from 
outside noise.  Deliveries shall be 
coordinated by the construction 
contractor to reduce the potential 
of trucks waiting to unload for 
protracted periods of time. 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works 
Public Health 

4-5 All construction equipment shall 
be equipped with the 
manufacturers’ recommended 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works and Public 
Health  
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noise muffling devices, such as 
mufflers and engine covers.  These 
devices shall be kept in good 
working condition throughout the 
construction process. 

4-6 To the extent feasible, hydraulic 
equipment instead of pneumatic 
impact tools and electric powered 
equipment instead of diesel 
powered equipment shall be used 
for exterior construction work. 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works 
SCAQMD 
Public Health 

4-7 Maintaining equipment in an idling 
mode shall be minimized.  All 
equipment not in use longer than 
five minutes shall be turned off. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 
Public Health 

4-8 For smaller equipment (such as, 
air-compressors and small 
pumps), line-powered (electric) 
equipment shall be used to the 
extent feasible. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works  
 SCAQMD 
Public Health 

4-9 If construction of pilings are 
required for structural building 
support, they shall either be drilled 
and cast-in-place or sonically 
driven. 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works 
Publlic Health 

4-10 Prior to the commencement of any 
grading or excavation operations, 
construction noise barriers shall be 
erected between the construction 
site and the nearest homes to the 
south and west of the project site. 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works and Public  
Health  

4-11 Any semi-stationary piece of 
equipment that operates under full 
power for more than sixty (60) 
minutes per day shall have a 
temporary ¾-inch plywood screen 
if there is a direct line-of-sight to 
any residential bedroom window 
from the equipment to homes 
along the eastern site perimeter. 

 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works and Public 
Health  
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5.  RESOURCES - 1. WATER QUALITY 
5-1 Appropriate erosion control and 

drainage devices shall be 
incorporated to the satisfaction of 
the Building and Safety 
Department, such as interceptor 
terraces, berms, vee-channels, and 
inlet and outlet structures. 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Building and Safety and 
Public Works 

5-2 All waste shall be disposed of 
properly.  Use appropriately 
labeled recycling bins to recycle 
construction materials including: 
solvents, water-based paints, 
vehicle fluids, broken asphalt and 
concrete, wood, and vegetation.  
Non-recyclable materials/wastes 
shall be taken to an appropriate 
landfill.  Toxic wastes must be 
discarded at a licensed regulated 
disposal site. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works 

5-3 Leaks, drips, and spills shall be 
cleaned up immediately to prevent 
contaminated soil on paved 
surfaces that can be washed away 
into the storm drains. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works and Fire Dept. 

5-4 Pavement shall not be hosed down 
at material spills.  Dry cleanup 
methods shall be used whenever 
possible. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works and Fire Dept. 

5-5 Dumpsters shall be covered and 
maintained.  Place uncovered 
dumpsters under a roof or cover 
with tarps or plastic sheeting. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works 

5-6 Where truck traffic is frequent, 
gravel approaches shall be used to 
reduce soil compaction and limit 
the trafficking of sediment into 
streets. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works 

5-7 All vehicle/equipment 
maintenance, repair, and washing 
shall be conducted away from 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Public Works 
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storm drains.  All major repairs 
shall be conducted off-site.  Drip 
pans or drop cloths shall be used to 
catch drips and spills. 

5-8 Applicant shall comply with the 
NPDES requirements of the 
California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board and the Los Angeles 
County Department of Public 
Works. 

Acquire NPDES permit Prior to issuance of grading permit Developer/Construction 
Manager 

RWQCB 
Public Works 

6.  RESOURCES – 2. AIR QUALITY 
6-1 The construction area and vicinity 

(500-foot radius) shall be swept 
(preferably with water sweepers) 
and watered at least three times 
daily. Site wetting shall occur often 
enough to maintain a 10 percent 
surface soil moisture content 
throughout all earth moving 
activities. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-2 All paved roads, parking and 
staging areas shall be watered at 
least once every two hours of 
active operations. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-3 Site access points shall be 
swept/washed within thirty 
minutes of visible dirt deposition. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-4 Onsite stockpiles of debris, dirt or 
rusty material shall be covered or 
watered at least twice daily. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-5 All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, 
and other loose materials shall 
either be covered or maintain two 
feet of freeboard. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-6 All haul trucks shall have a 
capacity of no less than twelve and 
three-quarter (12.75) cubic yards. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-7 Manage haul road dust by watering 
at least three times daily. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-8 At least 80 percent of all inactive 
disturbed surface areas shall be 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 
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watered on a daily basis when 
there is evidence of wind drive 
fugitive dust. 

6-9 Operations on any unpaved 
surfaces shall be suspended when 
winds exceed 25 mph. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-10 Traffic speeds on unpaved roads 
shall be limited to 15 miles per 
hour. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-11 Operations on any unpaved 
surfaces shall be suspended during 
first and second stage smog alerts. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-12 All haul routes associated with the 
construction of the proposed 
project shall be paved. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-13 To stabilize soils, during the site 
grading phase, apply soil 
stabilizers to inactive areas. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-14 To stabilize soils, during the site 
grading phase, replace ground 
cover in disturbed areas quickly. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-15 To stabilize soils, during the site 
grading phase, water exposed 
surfaces three times daily. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-16 During the site grading phase, all 
on and off-road diesel engines 
shall use aqueous diesel fuel. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-17 During the application of asphalt 
surfaces, all on and off-road diesel 
engines shall use aqueous diesel 
fuel. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-18 During the construction phase, all 
architectural coatings used shall 
have a VOC rating of 75lbs of 
VOC or less. 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-19 Scheduling of construction phases 
shall be consistent with the 
following framework: 
• Grading operations shall be 

spread out over a period of 
approximately 100 days in the 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 
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year 2010; 
• Paving shall be restricted to an 

area of approximately 3.17 
acres and shall occur over a 10 
day period during 2011; 

• Building construction shall be 
spread out over a period of at 
least 170 days ending in 2011; 
and  

• Architectural coatings shall be 
applied over a period of at 
least 70 days during 2011.  

 
6-20 Mass site grading shall be limited as 

follows: 
• Grading shall be restricted to 

approximately 100,700 cubic 
yards of cut and fill including 
approximately 91,300 cubic 
yards of dirt export; 

• Grading shall be restricted to a 
maximum daily disturbance 
area of approximately 2.00 
acres per day.  

 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

6-21 Usage of construction equipment 
shall be restricted as follows: 
• Grading equipment in use at 

any given time shall not 
exceed: 1 Grader, 1 Rubber 
Tired Dozer, 2 Tractors/ 
loaders/backhoes, 1 Excavator 
and 1 Water Truck  

• Paving equipment in use at 
any given time shall not 
exceed: 4 Cement and Mortar 
Mixers, 1 Paver, 2 Pieces of 
Paving Equipment, 1 Roller 
and 1 Tractor/Loader/Backhoe 

• Building construction 
equipment in use at any given 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 
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time shall not exceed: 2 
Cement and Mortar Mixers, 1 
Crane, 2 Forklifts, 1 Generator 
Set, 1 Tractor/ Loader/ 
Backhoe and 3 Welders 

 
6-22 Grading, paving and building 

construction equipment shall be 
operated no more than a total of 8 
hours per day.  

 

Site inspection Throughout construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

SCAQMD 

VIII.  RESOURCES – 4. ARCHAEOLOGICAL/HISTORICAL/PALEONTOLOGICAL 
8-1 If unknown archaeological, 

paleontological, and/or cultural 
materials are discovered during 
any grading or construction 
activity, work will stop in the 
immediate area.  Upon such 
discoveries, the contractor shall 
immediately notify the project 
applicant and the County of Los 
Angeles.  A paleontologist and/or 
archaeologist shall be consulted to 
determine the discovery’s 
significance and, if necessary, 
formulate a mitigation plan, 
including avoidance alternatives, to 
mitigate impacts.  Work can only 
resume in the area with the 
approval of the County of Los 
Angeles and paleontologist and/or 
archaeologist 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

8-2 Gloria’s Cottage shall be 
relocated elsewhere on the project 
site by a qualified house moving 
company.  As the building is now 
freestanding and surrounded by a 
large lawn, the new location shall 
feature a similar setting. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

8-3 The south facing orientation of 
Gloria’s Cottage, with its back to 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 
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the street, is not a character-
defining feature that needs to be 
preserved.  Indeed, it would be 
preferable that the front of the 
building be visible from the public 
right-of-way where it can be 
appreciated.  

 
8-4 Gloria’s Cottage shall not be 

overshadowed by the new 
building.  To that end, it shall be 
set back from the new building a 
minimum of 20 feet. 

 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

8-5 The new use of the building shall 
require minimal changes to the 
character-defining features. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

8-6 The rehabilitation of the building 
shall comply with the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

8-7 The applicant shall hire a 
qualified historic preservation 
consultant to monitor the 
relocation and rehabilitation of 
Gloria’s Cottage to ensure that it 
complies with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

XI.  RESOURCES – 7.  VISUAL QUALITIES 
11-1 The project applicant shall 

implement an approved Lighting 
Mitigation Plan; installed to the 
satisfaction of the Los Angeles 
County Departments of Public 
Works and Regional Planning, and 
the Los Angeles County Fire 
Department. 

Submittal of lighting 
mitigation plan  

Prior to the issuance of building 
permits 

Project applicant/developer Regional Planning 
Public Works  
Fire Department 

11-2 Where driveway, parking area and 
walkway lighting is installed, only 
non-glare fixtures directed 
downward onto the project site 
shall be used. A combination of 

Site inspection  During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 
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shielding, screening and directing 
the lighting away from off-site areas 
shall be utilized to minimize "spill-
over" effects onto adjacent 
roadways and properties. 

11-3 For landscape lighting, only 
fixtures that cut-off light directed 
to the sky shall be installed.  
Exterior up-lighting for 
landscaping and building facades 
shall be prohibited.  Only down-
lighting for exterior-building 
mounted fixtures shall be 
permitted. 

Site inspection During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

11-4 Use of "glowing" fixtures shall be 
prohibited.  A glowing fixture is a 
lantern style fixture, or any fixture 
that allows light through its 
vertical components. 

Site inspection 
 

During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

11-5 Outdoor light fixtures used to 
illuminate landscaping, flags, 
statues, or any other objects 
mounted on a pole, pedestal, or 
platform shall use a very narrow 
cone of light for the purpose of 
confining the light to the object of 
interest and minimize spill-light and 
glare. 

 

Site inspection During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

11-6 All illuminated signs shall be 
designed, located, installed and 
directed in such a manner as to 
prevent objectionable light at (and 
glare across) the property lines and 
disability glare at any location on 
or off the property.  No 
permanently installed lighting shall 
blink or flash. 

Site inspection During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

11-7 Prior to issuance of grading permit, 
applicant shall submit a landscape plan 
to the Department of Regional 

Submittal and approval of 
landscape plan;  Site 
inspection 

During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
MONTECEDRO PROJECT 

Mitigation Action Required When Monitoring to Occur Responsible Agency or Party Monitoring Agency or Party 
 

MMP For MonteCedro Project 10 

Planning, Department of Public Works, 
and L.A. County Fire Department for 
review and approval.  Landscaping 
shall be provided in areas where 
plantings can reduce visible glare 
and enhance natural surroundings. 

 
11-8 Exterior lighting fixtures intended 

for security purposes shall be 
equipped with motion sensors. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

11-9 Exterior buildings finishes shall be 
non-reflective and use natural 
subdued tones 

Site inspection During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

11-10 All roofs shall be surfaced with 
non-reflective materials. 

Site inspection During construction and project 
lifetime 

Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Regional Planning 

X11.  Traffic 
12-1 School pedestrian routes as 

identified in consultation with the 
Pasadena Unified School District for 
District schools in the vicinity of the 
project site shall be maintained in a 
safe and convenient condition.  The 
Applicant shall coordinate 
scheduling with the Pasadena 
Unified School District to provide 
sufficient notice to forewarn 
children and parents when currently 
existing school pedestrian routes 
will be impacted by project 
construction activities. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Pasadena Unified School 
District 

12-2 Adequate existing pedestrian routes 
shall be maintained along at least 
one side of all roadways. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Pasadena Unified School 
District/ Los Angeles 
County Department of 
Public Works 

12-3 If it is necessary to close a sidewalk, 
adequate warning and guide signs 
shall be provided to direct 
pedestrians along a detour route.  
The signage and any other traffic 
controls will conform to the Los 
Angeles County Department of 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Public 
Works 
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Public Works requirements, both for 
regulating pedestrians and for 
warning and regulating motorists. 

 
12-4 Whenever necessary to protect 

public safety, the Applicant shall 
coordinate with the Pasadena 
Unified School District to provide 
crossing guards or other appropriate 
personnel along identified 
pedestrian routes in the vicinity of 
the construction site during project 
construction activities when school 
is in session. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Pasadena Unified School 
District 

12-5 During construction, fencing and/or 
barriers shall be installed to secure 
the project site and construction 
equipment to minimize trespassing, 
vandalism and short-cut attractions. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Public 
Works 

12-6 No soil hauling truck traffic shall be 
allowed on Calaveras Street near 
Altadena Elementary School and on 
Lake Avenue near Elliot Middle 
School during typical school peak 
drop-off and pickup periods (e.g., 
7:45 to 8:30 AM and 2:15 to 3:00 
PM). 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Public 
Works 

12-7 Trucks and construction equipment 
shall not be staged in adjacent 
residential areas during the 
construction periods. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Public 
Works 

12-8 Temporary “Truck Crossing” 
warning signs shall be placed 300 
feet in advance of the site exits in 
each direction during times of 
construction.  One flag person will 
be required at the project site to 
assist the truck operators in and out 
of the project area, as well as 
minimize conflicts with motorists. 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Public 
Works 

XIII.  SERVICES – 2.  SEWAGE DISPOSAL  
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13-1 The existing 8-inch sewer located 
between manhole 434 and the 
LASC manhole in the intersection 
of El Molino and Sacramento Street 
shall be replaced entirely with a 
new 12-inch pipe, maintaining the 
existing slope of the 8-inch pipe.   

 

Regular plan check;  site 
inspection 

During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Dept. of Public Works 

XVIII. Other Factors – 2. ENVIRONMENTAL SAFETY 
18-1      Any on-site stained concrete shall be 

removed and disposed of at an 
appropriate permitted facility. Once 
removed, exposed soils shall be visually 
observed to confirm the 
presence/absence of staining (an 
indication of contamination migration 
into the subsurface). If observed, stained 
soils shall be segregated and tested to 
identify appropriate remedial activities 

(if necessary). 

 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Fire Dept. 

 18-2    If unknown wastes or suspect 
materials are discovered during 
construction by the contractor which 
he/she believes may involve 
hazardous waste/materials, the 
contractor shall: 

• Immediately stop work in 
the vicinity of the 
suspected contaminant, 
removing workers and the 
public from the area;  

• Notify the Project 
Engineer of the 
implementing agency; 

• Secure the areas as 
directed by the Project 

Site inspection During construction Developer//Construction 
Manager 

Fire Dept. 
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Engineer; and  
• Notify the implementing 

agency’s Hazardous 
Waste/Materials 
Coordinator. 
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Geotechnical Report 
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Hydrology Report 
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Relevant Correspondence 
 



 





































 

October 1, 2007 

Dear Evan Sharp: 

This letter is in response to the questionnaire that was e-mailed to me on September 26, 2007. I have 
answered the questions to the best of my knowledge. I have attached several maps of the area as well as 
other information that you my need.  

#1 See attached maps 

#2 N/A 

#3 N/A  (Treatment Plant not in area) 

#4 See attachment 

#5 N/A 

#6 No 

#7 Ability to keep up with demand. Using pumped and purchased water sources. 

#8 Yes 

#9 N/A 

#10 Yes, information enclosed 

#11 No 

#12 N/A 

In reference to question #10, the fire flow @ 20 PSI are as follows: 

FH# Page Static Residual Pitot Flow@20

182 8 101 93  66 4753 

16 67 92 90  75 10069 

93 68 107 105  84 11743 

38 69 24 22  18 1083 (fire hydrant on different system) 

90 75 116 108  80 5647 

  

Regards, 

Pete Vicario III 
Superintendent 
RCLWA 
Office: (626) 797-0509 
Fax: (626) 797-7248 
E-mail: petevicario@hotmail.com

mailto:Flow@20
mailto:petevicario@hotmail.com
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Noise WorkSheets 
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Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
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Air Quality 
 



 































Construction Assumptions 

Demolition 

• 125,000 square feet of building to be demolished  

• According to equation 2‐13 from USEPA, Fugitive Dust Background Document and Technical 
Information Document for Best Available Control Measures, pg 2‐28, the debris weight to area 
ratio for building demolition is about 0.046 tons/sq ft. Therefore 5,750 tons of debris would be 
created: 

o 125,000 sq ft * 0.046 tons/sq ft = 5750 tons of debris 

• Assuming building debris density is 1,620 lbs per cubic yard, there will be 7098.765 cubic yards 
of debris  generated during demolition: 

o 5750 tons of debris * 2000 lb/ton * cubic yard/1,620 lbs = 7098.765 cubic yards 

• Roughly 190,000 cubic feet of debris will be removed: 
o 7098.765 cubic yards * 27 cubic feet/cubic yard = approximately 190,000 cubic feet 

• Building dimensions inputted into URBEMIS as 190 x 100 x 10 so that correct building volume is 
accounted for. Assumes that no more than 45,000 cubic feet of building will be demolished 
concurrently. 

• Uses equipment mix: 
o 1 concrete industrial saw 
o 1 rubber tired dozer 
o 2 tractors/loaders/backhoes 
o (Assumes all equipment is run for 8 hours a day) 

• Assumes demolition occurs over a 20 day period during the end of 2008 

Mass Site Grading 

• Assumes 100,700 cubic yards of cut and fill including 91,300 cubic yards of dirt exported to 
accommodate subterranean garages. 

• Assumes that the maximum daily acreage disturbed is 2.00 acres.  

• Uses equipment mix: 
o 1 Grader 
o 1 Rubber Tired Dozer 
o 2 Tractors/loaders/backhoes 
o 1 Excavator 
o 1 Water Truck  
o (Assumes all equipment is run for 8 hours a day) 

• Assumes that grading occurs over a 100 day period in 2010 

Paving 

• Assumes that 3.17 acres will be paved  

• Uses the following equipment mix: 



o 4 Cement and Mortar Mixers 
o 1 Paver 
o 2 Pieces of Paving Equipment 
o 1 Roller 
o 1 Tractor/Loader/Backhoe 
o (Assumes all equipment is run for 8 hours per day) 

• Assumes that paving occurs over a 10 day period during 2011. 

Building Construction 

• Assumes that the following equipment mix is used 
o 2 Cement and Mortar Mixers 
o 1 Crane 
o 2 Forklifts 
o 1 Generator Set 
o 1 Tractor/Loader/Backhoe 
o 3 Welders 
o (Assumes all equipment is run for 8 hours per day) 

• Assumes that building construction occurs over a 170 day period ending in 2011.  

Architectural Coating 

• Assumes Architectural Coating Phase lasts 70 days during 2011.  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Construction of Scripps Kensington, a new senior residential facility in Altadena, will require 
the removal of nine oak trees. Eight oak trees will be preserved in place. No significant 
above-ground pruning or root loss is foreseen on trees to remain. Construction as it pertains 
to protected trees will be monitored by a professional consulting arborist. There is adequate 
space in the final design to plant required mitigation trees.  
 

BACKGROUND AND ASSIGNMENT 

Episcopal Home Communities is in the design phase of a new senior residential facility 
consisting of independent living and assisted living residential units. The site is located at 
2212 El Molino Avenue and comprises about 8.2 acres. It is bound to the north by Calaveras 
Street, to the east by Crawford Avenue, to the south by Alameda Street, and to the west by El 
Molino Avenue.  

The project involves the demolition of the existing structures and the removal of many exotic 
trees and shrubs. There are 17 oak trees (11 holly oaks and six coast live oaks), nine of which 
are proposed to be removed. The eight oaks to be preserved are located on the perimeter 
edges of the site and are for the most part outside of the areas subject to site grading.  
 
I was retained to prepare an oak tree report in accordance with guidelines set forth by the Los 
Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance and to act as the applicant’s Arborist of Record. This 
report is based on my site visits in May, 2007 and coordination with Perkins Eastman, 
Architects, and RBF Consulting. Tree driplines1 and location of protective fencing are 
graphically represented on the Oak Tree Protection Plan (see the reduced copy on page 9). 
Photographs accompanying this report illustrate site context, branch architecture, and tree 
vigor.  

 

OBSERVATIONS 
 

TABLE 1—OAK TREES ON THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 

TREE 
# 

COMMON 
NAME 

BOTANICAL 
NAME 

DBH2  PHYSIOLOGICAL 
CONDITION 

STRUCTURAL 
CONDITION 

DISPOSITION LOCATION 

1 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 21” Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

El Molino 
Avenue 

2 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 15.5” Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

El Molino 
Avenue 

                                                 
1 The dripline is the outermost edge of the tree’s canopy. When depicted on a map, the dripline will appear as 
an irregular shape that follows the contour of the tree’s branches as seen from overhead. 
2 Dbh – a forestry term used to describe trunk diameter measured at 4.5 feet above natural grade. Typically used 
as a representation of tree size.  
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3 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 17.5” Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

El Molino 
Avenue 

4 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 13” Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

El Molino 
Avenue 

5 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 22” Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

El Molino 
Avenue 

6 Holly Oak k Quercus ilex 16” Good Good Remove El Molino 
Avenue 

7 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 17” Good Good Remove El Molino 
Avenue 

10 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 16” Good Good Remove El Molino 
Avenue 

150 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 11” & 
13” 

Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

Alameda 
Avenue 

151 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 17.5” Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

Alameda 
Avenue 

152 Holly Oak Quercus ilex 12” Good Good Remove Alameda 
Avenue 

211 Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 9” Good Good Remove Crawford 
Avenue 

212 Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 7” Good Good Remove Crawford 
Avenue 

218 Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 9” Good Good Remove Crawford 
Avenue 

220 Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 24” Good Good Remove Crawford 
Avenue 

224 Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 24” Good Good Preserve and 
protect 

Crawford 
Avenue 

225 Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 24” Good Good Remove Crawford 
Avenue 

    TOTAL TREES 17   

 
DISCUSSION 

 

There are several potential consequences related to construction that may affect trees during 
and after a typical construction process. They are as follows:  
 

 EXCAVATION/TRENCHING—ROOT SEVERANCE 
 SOIL COMPACTION (DURING AND POST-CONSTRUCTION) 
 GRADING (CUT AND/OR FILL) 
 ALTERATION OF THE WATER TABLE/SITE DRAINAGE 
 SUBSTANTIAL TRIMMING OF CANOPY OR ROOTS  
 MECHANICAL DAMAGE  
 IRRIGATION 

 
Trees 6-7, 10, 152, 211-212, 218, 220, and 225 are proposed to be removed. The following 
discussion pertains to trees 1-5, 150-151, and 224.  

 
A. EXCAVATION/TRENCHING—ROOT SEVERANCE  
Trenching can include excavation for foundations and trenching for irrigation, utility, 
or drainage lines.  

CY CARLBERG, REGISTERED CONSULTING ARBORIST  JUNE 19, 2007 



EPISCOPAL HOME COMMUNITIES—OAK TREE REPORT  3   

 Hand trenching should be done close to the trunk to expose the location of major 
roots—perhaps those two inches in diameter or greater. 

 When root cutting is permitted, exposed major roots should not be ripped by 
construction equipment. Instead, they should be cut cleanly behind torn ends, if 
possible back to a lateral branching root.  

 Trenching pathways should avoid the Tree Protection Zone. Tunneling and 
bridging should be used to preserve roots two inches in diameter or greater, and 
wherever possible underground lines should occupy common trenches. 

 Absorbent tarp or heavy cloth fabric should cover new grade cuts and be overlain 
by compost or woodchip mulch.  

 
TREE 

# 
CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS CONSTRUCTION PRECAUTIONS 

1-4 The existing slope may be modified slightly to 
accommodate new landscaping and reconcile grade 

with the new interior walkway. Grading is not 
expected to exceed +/- four inches.  

Chain link construction fencing will protect 
most of the Tree Protection Zone.   

5 A retaining wall is proposed approximately seven feet 
from the trunk. The footing will be designed so as to 

protect as much of the Tree Protection Zone3 as 
possible.   

Chain link construction fencing will protect 
most of the Tree Protection Zone.  Construction 
monitoring will be essential when the retaining 

wall is constructed.  
150-
151 

The existing slope may be modified slightly. The new 
sidewalk wraps around the trees to the south and 

respects a large portion of the tree protection zone.  

Chain link construction fencing will protect 
most of the Tree Protection Zone.   

224 The new roadway is farther away from the tree than 
the existing, and as such will result in a net increase of 

landscaped area.  

Chain link construction fencing will protect 
most of the Tree Protection Zone.   

 
B. SOIL COMPACTION  
  Soil compaction is a complex set of physical, chemical, and biological  
  constraints on tree growth. Principal components leading to limited growth  
  are the loss of aeration and pore space, poor gas exchange with the atmosphere, 

lack of available water, and mechanical impedance of root growth. Soil  
  compaction is considered to be the largest single factor responsible for the  
  decline of trees on construction sites. 
 
All trees: 
Soil compaction is not expected to be an issue during or after construction.  

 
C. CHANGES IN GRADE 
  Changes in grade, by the addition or removal of soil (filling or cutting), can be 
  injurious. Lowering the grade around trees can have immediate and  
  long-term effects on trees. Typically, the vast majority of the root mass exists within 

the top 3 feet of soil, and most of the fine roots active in water and nutrient 
absorption are in the top 12 inches. 

 
All Trees:  

                                                 
3 The Tree Protection Zone is a specifically defined area within the dripline of an oak tree and extending to a 
point at least 5 feet outside the dripline or 15 feet from the trunk, whichever distance is greater. 
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No more than four inches +/- (cut or fill) is expected within the Tree Protection Zones of 
trees to remain.  

 
D. ALTERATION OF THE WATER TABLE/SITE DRAINAGE 
  The water table is the upper surface of the zone in which soil macropores are 

saturated with water; water tables may vary seasonally. Rather than a flat, static 
surface, the water moves down a gradient. Its depth varies, depending on the 
structure of the soil and rocks through which it flows. A perched water table may 
form in soils that have impermeable strata. Swamps are created where the water 
table intersects level ground.  

 
  Structures such as footings, basements, subterranean buildings, and retaining 

walls may intercept impermeable layers in the soil on which water perches. If 
adequate drainage is not provided, the water table uphill may gradually rise and 
interfere with tree roots. This type of damage usually takes a period of time to be 
recognized and diagnosed.4

 
  Oaks are particularly susceptible to root infections, such as Armillaria and 

Phytophthora. Both of these fungal diseases can progressively weaken a root 
system, resulting in dead branches in the canopy of the tree, loss of stability of the 
entire tree because of decaying roots, and premature death of the tree. 

 Trees form roots in accordance with existing soil composition and water 
availability. Minor drainage changes in the winter and spring months are 
insignificant to the health of the trees.  

 
All trees: 
Based on the sloping topography of the project site, drainage conditions are not  
anticipated to become an issue during and subsequent to construction. Rainfall  
from roof and hardscape areas will be collected via surface drainage and sloping  
conditions.  
 
E. CANOPY AND ROOT PRUNING 
 

 All trees:  
No significant above-ground or root pruning is expected.    

 
F. PROTECTION AGAINST MECHANICAL DAMAGE/FENCING 
  Fencing is a temporary enclosure erected around a tree to enclose as much of its 

protection zone as possible. Fences are critical to (1) prevent direct contact and 
damage to the canopy, branches, and trunk, (2) preserve roots and soil in an intact 
and non-compacted state, and (3) identify the Tree Protection Zone. Fencing must 
be in place before demolition or the initiation of construction, and remain until 
adjacent construction activity no longer threatens tree health.  

 
 All trees:  

                                                 
4 Nelda Matheny and James R. Clark, Trees and Development: A Technical Guide to Preservation of Trees 
During Land Development, (Champaign, Illinois: International Society of Arboriculture, 1998), pp. 88-89. 
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The location of protective fencing is graphically represented on the Tree Protection Plan.    
 

G. IRRIGATION 
Trees that have suffered root loss may not be able to exploit as large a soil volume 
as before injury. Also, changed patterns of drainage may divert water away from 
trees. In either case, trees may benefit from supplemental irrigation. The following 
are general guidelines: 
 The amount of water applied must be appropriate to the species. 
 Light, infrequent irrigations should be avoided. 
 Excess irrigation from new landscaping should be avoided. Runoff from 

plantings should be minimized and/or directed away from trees. 
 Wetting the trunk should be avoided.5  

 
The Arborist of Record will review the landscape and irrigation plans.   
 
H. MITIGATION 
 
Scripps Kensington is committed to planting indigenous trees as part of their landscape  
design. There is adequate room to plant the required 2:1 mitigation ratio, and  
it is likely that many oaks will be incorporated into the design.  

 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

In my professional opinion the project may proceed if the following conditions are met: 
 

 Any demolition, digging, excavating, or trenching within the Tree Protection Zones 
of trees 1-5, 150-151, and 224 is monitored by the Arborist of Record. 

 
 The attached Arborist of Record Agreement is signed and adhered to. 

 

 A ‘Warning’ sign is prominently displayed on each protective enclosure.  The sign 
will be a minimum of 8.5 inches x 11 inches and clearly state the following: 

 

TREE PROTECTION ZONE 

This Fence Shall Not be Removed 
 

 

                                                 
5 See Matheny and Clark, p. 125. 
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A 

B 

C 

Photograph ‘A’: Facing north, 
showing the holly oaks (#s 1-7) 
along El Molino Avenue. Trees #6 
and 7 are proposed to be removed.  
 

Photograph ‘B’: Facing 
northwest, showing the same trees 
from a different aspect.  
 

Photograph ‘C’: Facing 
northwest, showing the holly oaks 
(#s 150-152) along Alameda 
Avenue. Trees #150-151 will be 
preserved and tree #152 is 
proposed to be removed.  
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220 

224 

E 

D 

 
Photograph ‘D’: Facing north, showing trees # 
211 and 212. They are proposed to be removed.  
 
Photograph ‘E’: Facing north, showing tree # 
220. It is proposed to be removed.  
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G 

H 

F 

 
Photograph ‘F’: Facing southeast, showing tree #224 
along Calaveras Street. It will be preserved.  
 

Photographs ‘G’ and ‘H’: Facing southeast, showing tree 
#225. It is proposed to be removed.  
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ARBORIST OF RECORD AGREEMENT 
 

 
I, ________________________________, agree to retain Cy Carlberg, Registered Consulting 

Arborist, as their arborist of record (AOR) for their project, Scripps Kensington Homes, in Altadena, 

California.   

In signing this agreement, it is understood that: 

1. The applicant must abide by all requirements set forth by the Los Angeles County Oak Tree 

Ordinance. 

2. The AOR will be notified when the protective fence is installed and at least forty-eight hours 

before:  

 any demolition, digging, excavating, trenching, or building within the Tree Protection Zone6 
(TPZ) of the protected trees commences; 

 
 any pruning of any protected trees’ canopies or roots; 

 
 commencing of any other potentially injurious activity within the TPZ of any protected tree; 

 
This is based on the County’s wishes that all work within the TPZ be directed by the AOR and is 
intended to allow for advanced scheduling.  
 
3. It is the AOR’s responsibility to notify the County of any unsatisfactory conditions or of any non-
compliance with the Ordinance. The applicant agrees that the AOR’s responsibilities may also 
include periodic unannounced site visits to monitor compliance. The applicant understands that if the 
AOR finds items that are in non-compliance, the County may stop their project until such conditions 
are corrected. 
  
4. A visit by the AOR will be triggered by each of the following activities:   
 
 completion of protective fencing (AOR must approve) 

 
 demolition of structures 

 
 grading 

 
 excavation within the Tree Protection Zone of any protected tree 

 
 canopy pruning or limb removal 

 
 root pruning 

                                                 
6 The Tree Protection Zone is the circular area surrounding the trunk with a radius fifteen times the trunk diameter (at 4.5 
feet above grade) or the area between the dripline and the trunk, whichever is greater.  
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5. The client agrees to the following landscape conditions: 
 

 That no lawn or new groundcover requiring frequent irrigation is planted within the Tree 
Protection Zone of any protected tree. 

 
 That irrigation adjacent to native oaks is deep and infrequent. 

 
 That no wetting of the trunk or root crown area of any oak tree occurs during irrigation.  

 
The signature below by the client/applicant indicates that they fully understand and agree to full 
comply with all conditions and requirements of this agreement.  
 
 
 
_______________________________________         ______________________________ 

Client’s signature                            Date 
 
 

_______________________________________        _________________________________      
    Name (printed)                      Representing 
 
 
 
 
Please sign one copy and return to Cy Carlberg. 
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TREE PROTECTION 

1.00 GENERAL 

1.01 SUMMARY 

A. Work included:  Protect trees that are within the Limits of Construction, Permanent 
Drainage Easements, Permanent Needs Line, and Temporary Construction Easement 
Lines.  

B. Requirements:  Tree protection must comply with the Los Angeles County Oak Tree 
Ordinance. The Root Protection Zone is a specifically defined area within the 
dripline7 of an oak tree and extending to a point at least 5 feet outside the dripline or 
15 feet from the trunk, whichever distance is greater. 

C. The Contractor shall recognize the value and significance of existing specimen trees, 
and exercise special care during demolition, excavation, and construction operations 
to ensure that trees are not damaged by the work being performed.  

1.02 CONSULTING ARBORIST 

A. All tree protection, including (1) grading, trenching, and excavation, and (2) 
maintenance, including watering, root and above-ground pruning shall be performed 
under the direction of the Project Arborist.  

1.04 GUARANTEE 

A. Trees protected in place shall be protected as specified herein. Any tree which is 
irreparably damaged or destroyed during the course of construction shall be 
compensated for by the appraised value set forth by the Council of Tree Appraisers’ 
Guide for Plant Appraisal, 9th Edition, using the Trunk Formula Method.  

2.02 FENCING MATERIALS 

A. Provide 5’ high chain-link fencing as delineated on the Tree Protection Plan. Fencing 
shall be in place prior to demolition and remain until adjacent construction activity no 
longer threatens tree health.  

B. Fences are to be mounted on 2-inch diameter steel posts, driven into ground to a 
depth of at least two feet at no more than ten foot spacing. One three-foot wide access 
gate capable of being locked and one source of clean, potable water shall be provided 
for each enclosure. 

C. A warning sign shall be prominently displayed on each panel of each protective 
fence. It shall be a minimum of 8.5 x 11 inches and clearly state the following:  
“WARNING: Tree Protection Zone.  This fence shall not be removed.” 

D. Fences will be placed around individual trees or groups of trees.  Access shall be 
permitted for maintenance as approved by Owner’s Authorized Representative or 

                                                 
7 The dripline is the outermost edge of the tree’s canopy. When depicted on a map, the dripline will appear as an irregular shape that 
follows the contour of the tree’s branches as seen from overhead. 
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Project Arborist. Areas within fence enclosures shall not be used for staging or 
material storage. 

E. During the course of construction, temporary relocation of the fence may be required 
to accommodate construction.  Contractor may do so at no additional expense to the 
Owner with the approval of the Owner’s Authorized Representative or Project 
Arborist. 

2.06 TREE ROOT PROTECTION 

A. Before permanent backfill is placed, temporary earth cover, wet burlap, or other 
protection shall be used and maintained in a moist condition as long as necessary for 
temporary protection. Exposed roots shall not be allowed to dry.  Use of gravel 
and/or broken stone for protecting roots of existing trees and shrubs is not allowed. 

2.07 MULCH 

A. A four- to six-inch layer of untreated organic mulch shall be installed within each 
fence enclosure and maintained by the Contractor throughout the duration of the 
project.   

2.08 CHANGES IN GRADE 

A. “Natural” or pre-construction grade should be maintained in the root protection zone. 
At no time during or after construction should soil be in contact with the trunk flare.  

3.00 EXECUTION 

3.01 PROHIBIT - traffic and storage of materials within the driplines of trees and shrubs which 
are indicated to be preserved. 

3.02 ERECT FENCES 

A. Prior to installation, the location of protective fencing shall be reviewed by the 
Project Arborist.  

3.03 PROVIDE TREE ROOT PROTECTION as follows: 

A. All work conducted within the root protection zone (dripline) of any tree to be 
preserved shall be accomplished with hand tools or handheld power tools unless an 
airspade is utilized.  

B. Protect roots from flooding, erosion, and excessive wetting resulting from dewatering 
operations, run-off and spillage, or drainage of solutions containing materials which 
would be injurious to tree roots.  The area of tree root protection is set forth by the 
Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance. 

C. Where more than 50% of the Root Protection Zone is impacted or roots greater than 
three inches in diameter are to be removed within four feet of the trunk, an 
appropriate design alternative shall be submitted by the Project Arborist.  

D. If utility trenches are proposed within the driplines of trees, hand digging shall be 
used and roots two inches and greater in diameter preserved. Radial trenching (radial 
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to the tree trunk) is preferred because it is less harmful than tangential trenching. 
Wherever possible and in applicable code requirements, the same trench should be 
used for multiple utilities. Any exceptions to this guideline will require the approval 
of the Project Arborist.  

E. If necessary, strong water pressure can be used to “tunnel” beneath roots. Roots less 
than two inches in diameter shall be cut with sharp pruning instruments and protected 
as described above until backfilled. 

F. If existing grade around trees differs from finish grade, excavation or fill within tree 
driplines shall be performed using hand tools only unless otherwise approved by the 
Project Arborist.  

G. No construction staging or disposal of construction materials or byproducts 
including, but not limited to, paint, plaster, or chemical solutions is allowed in the 
root protection zone. 

H. When removing existing pavement in the root protection zone, the use of heavy 
equipment, which will compact and damage root system, shall only be permitted if 
approved by the Owner’s Authorized Representative or Project Arborist. 

I. No water shall be placed on or near the crown of existing oak trees at any time. 

3.04 ROOT PRUNING 

A. Initial root cuts at known points of excavation are best accomplished using 
equipment specifically designed for root cutting. One method to obtain clean root 
cuts is to use a Vermeer 50TX root pruning machine, making final cuts (if necessary) 
using a chain saw with carbide blades or pruning loppers if roots are small. Roots 
shall be cut at a 90-degree angle to expose the least amount of surface area as 
possible. Exposed roots shall be protected as outlined above.  Pruning of roots 
exceeding 2 inches in diameter shall be monitored by the Project Arborist.   

B. INSPECTIONS 

1. Inspections of protective fencing:  The Project Arborist or Owner’s 
Authorized Representative will inspect the location of protective fencing to 
verify placement and approval of materials prior to the commencement of 
demolition or construction.   

C.         PRUNING 

1. Pruning for equipment clearance and to accommodate building construction 
shall be performed by Owner prior to demolition. No pruning shall be 
performed by the contractor. 

2. Contractor shall advise the owner if additional pruning is necessary, 
providing 72 hours’ notice. 

D. Pre-construction meeting:  The Owner, Project Arborist, and Contractor will attend 
an on-site pre-construction meeting to discuss tree protection with the site 
superintendent, grading equipment contractors, and demolition crew. 
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F. Special activity in the root protection zone:  Any unauthorized work within the root 
protection zone shall be approved by the Project Arborist. 

G. Periodic inspections:  The Project Arborist will perform frequent inspections during 
the construction process to assure adherence to tree protection measures.  

END OF SECTION 
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CERTIFICATION OF PERFORMANCE 
 
 
I, Cy Carlberg, certify: 
 

 That I have personally inspected the tree(s) and/or the property referred to in this 
report, and have stated my findings accurately. The extent of the evaluation and 
appraisal is stated in the attached report and the Terms of Assignment; 

 
 That I have no current or prospective interest in the vegetation or the property that is 

the subject of this report and have no personal interest or bias with respect to the 
parties involved; 

 
 That the analysis, opinions, and conclusions stated herein are my own;  

 
 That my analysis, opinions, and conclusions were developed and this report has been 

prepared according to commonly accepted arboricultural practices;  
 

 That no one provided significant professional assistance to the consultant, except as 
indicated within the report; 

 
 That my compensation is not contingent upon the reporting of a predetermined 

conclusion that favors the cause of the client or any other party. 
 
I further certify that I am a member of the American Society of Consulting Arborists, and 
that I acknowledge, accept, and adhere to the ASCA Standards of Professional Practice. I am 
an International Society of Arboriculture Certified Arborist, and have been involved in the 
practice of arboriculture and the study of trees for over twenty-five years. 

 
 

 
       Signed: 

 
      
Date:________June 19, 2007_____________ 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 Purpose and Qualifications 
 
The purpose of this report is to determine whether or not a proposed development project in the 
unincorporated Altadena area of Los Angeles County will impact historic resources.  The project site 
encompasses one entire city block which is bounded by Calaveras Street to the north, Crawford Avenue 
to the east, Alameda Street to the south, and El Molino Avenue to the west.  The project site consists of 
15 parcels totaling approximately eight acres.  Six of the eight acres that comprise the project site are 
currently occupied by a senior assisted living facility and skilled nursing facility operated by the Scripps 
Kensington Home.  The remaining two acres are occupied by 14 single-family residences mostly on the 
west side of Crawford Avenue.  The proposed project would involve the demolition of all existing 
structures on the project site and the construction of 40 senior apartment units and 247 units of senior 
assisted and independent living facilities.    

Teresa Grimes and Jessica Mackenzie were responsible for the preparation of this report.  Ms. Grimes, 
Senior Architectural Historian for Christopher A.  Joseph & Associates has over 15 years of experience in 
the field of historic preservation and a M.A. in Architecture.  She more than fulfills the qualifications for 
historic preservation professionals outlined in 36 CFR, Part 61.  Jessica Mackenzie is an Associate 
Planner for Christopher A. Joseph & Associates. 
 
1.2 Methodology 
 
In conducting the analysis of potential historic resources and impacts, the following tasks were 
performed: 
 

1. Conducted a field inspection of the project site to determine the study area and to identify 
potential historic resources.  It was decided that the study area would include the project 
site as well as the buildings across the street.    

 
Photographs were taken during the site visit.  The project site is comprised of two distinct 
areas.  The single-family neighborhood along Crawford Avenue and Alameda Street was 
identified as a potential historic district due to a continuity of style and period of 
construction.  The buildings associated with the Scripps Kensington Home were not 
related in style or era to the Alameda Crawford neighborhood, and was therefore 
evaluated as separate historic district. 

 
2. Reviewed the California Historical Resources Inventory System (CHRIS), which 

includes properties listed and determined eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places, listed and determined eligible for listing in the California Register of 
Historical Resources, California Registered Historical Landmarks, Points of Historical 
Interest, as well as properties that have been evaluated in historic resource surveys and 
other planning activities.  No addresses associated with the project site were listed in the 
database.   

 
3. Potential historic resources in the vicinity of the project site were identified. Historic 

resources in the vicinity include: 
•  The Calaveras Senior Project, located at 815 Calaveras Street, across from the 

project site, was listed in the CHRIS as a 6Y in 1987.  This code indicates the 
building was determined ineligible for listing in the National Register through a 
consensus determination of a federal agency and the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO); as such the building was not analyzed in this report.   
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• Charles W Eliot Middle School, located one block east of the project site at 2184 
North Lake Avenue.  The school was evaluated in the 2000 Pasadena Unified 
School District historic survey.  The campus was found ineligible as a district, 
but the main building was evaluated as individually eligible for listing in the 
California Register. 

• Altadena Elementary School, catty corner from the project site at 743 East 
Calaveras Street. The school was evaluated in the 2000 Pasadena Unified School 
District historic survey.  The campus was found ineligible as a district, but the 
main building was evaluated as individually eligible for listing in the California 
Register. 

• Santa Rosa Avenue, located two blocks northwest of the project site.  Listed in 
the National Register, and is designated as California Historical Landmark No.  
990. 

4. Reviewed the building permit records obtained from Los Angeles County Department of 
Building and Safety to determine the dates of original construction, subsequent 
alterations, uses, and architects.   

 
5. Researched the history and context of the buildings at the Pasadena and Los Angeles 

Public Libraries including a review of historic maps of the project site, historic 
photographs, books, and articles.   

 
6. Researched the history of the persons associated with the buildings at the Los Angeles 

Public Library including a review of relevant databases, books, and articles.   
 

7. Reviewed and analyzed ordinances, statutes, regulations, bulletins, and technical 
materials relating to federal, state, and local historic preservation designations, and 
assessment processes and programs. 

 
 
2. REGULATORY ENVIRONMENT 

 
2.1 Regulatory Environment 

 
Generally, a lead agency must consider a property a historic resource under the California Environmental 
Quality Act if it is eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (California 
Register).  The California Register is modeled after the National Register of Historic Places (National 
Register).  Furthermore, a property is presumed to be historically significant if it is listed in a local 
register of historic resources or has been identified as historically significant in a historic resources survey 
(provided certain criteria and requirements are satisfied) unless a preponderance of evidence demonstrates 
that the property is not historically or culturally significant.1  The National and California Register 
designation programs are discussed below. 
 

                                                 
1 Public Resource Code Section 5024.1 and 14 CCR Section 4850. 
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National Register of Historic Places 
 
The National Register is "an authoritative guide to be used by federal, state, and local governments, 
private groups and citizens to identify the nation's cultural resources and to indicate what properties 
should be considered for protection from destruction or impairment." 2 
 
Criteria 
 
To be eligible for listing in the National Register, a property must be at least 50 years of age and possess 
significance in American history and culture, architecture, or archaeology.  A property of potential 
significance must meet one or more of four established criteria: 3 
 

A. Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history; or 

 
B. Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

 
C. Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that 

represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; 
or 

 
D. Yield, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

 
Physical Integrity 
 
According to National Register Bulletin 15, “to be eligible for listing in the National Register, a property 
must not only be shown to be significant under National Register criteria, but it also must have integrity.”  
Integrity is defined in National Register Bulletin 15 as "the ability of a property to convey its 
significance.”4  Within the concept of integrity, the National Register recognizes seven aspects or 
qualities that in various combinations define integrity.  They are feeling, association, workmanship, 
location, design, setting, and materials. 
 
Context 
 
To be eligible for listing in the National Register, a property must also be significant with a historic 
context.  National Register Bulletin 15 states that the significance of a historic property can be judged 
only when it is evaluated within its historic context.  Historic contexts are “those patterns, themes, or 
trends in history by which a specific...property or site is understood and its meaning...is made clear.”5 A 
property must represent an important aspect of the area’s history or prehistory and possess the requisite 
integrity to qualify for the National Register.  
 
Historic Districts 
 
The National Register includes significant properties, which are classified as buildings, sites, districts, 
structures, or objects.  A historic district “derives its importance from being a unified entity, even though 

                                                 
2 36 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60.2. 
3 36 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60.4. 
4 National Register Bulletin #15, pp. 44-45. 
5 National Register Bulletin #15, p. 7. 
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it is often composed of a variety of resources.  The identity of a district results from the interrelationship 
of its resources, which can be an arrangement of historically or functionally related properties.”6 
 
A district is defined as a geographically definable area of land containing a significant concentration of 
buildings, sites, structures, or objects united by past events or aesthetically by plan or physical 
development.7  A district’s significance and historic integrity should help determine the boundaries.  
Other factors include: 
 

• Visual barriers that mark a change in historic character of the area or that break the 
continuity of the district, such as new construction, highways, or development of a 
different character; 

 
• Visual changes in the character of the area due to different architectural styles, types, or 

periods, or to a decline in the concentration of contributing resources; 
 

• Boundaries at a specific time in history, such as the original city limits or the legally 
recorded boundaries of a housing subdivision, estate, or ranch; and 

 
• Clearly differentiated patterns of historical development, such as commercial versus 

residential or industrial.8 
 
Within historic districts, properties are identified as contributing and noncontributing.  A contributing 
building, site, structure, or object adds to the historic associations, historic architectural qualities, or 
archeological values for which a district is significant because: 
 

• It was present during the period of significance, relates to the significance of the district, 
and retains its physical integrity; or 

 
• It independently meets the criterion for listing as the National Register.9 

 
California Register of Historical Resources 
 
In 1992, Governor Wilson signed Assembly Bill 2881 into law establishing the California Register.  The 
California Register is an authoritative guide used by state and local agencies, private groups and citizens 
to identify historic resources and to indicate what properties are to be protected, to the extent prudent and 
feasible, from substantial adverse change.   
 
The California Register consists of properties that are listed automatically as well as those that must be 
nominated through an application and public hearing process.10 The California Register automatically 
includes the following: 
 

• California properties listed in the National Register and those formally Determined 
Eligible for the National Register. 

 
• California Registered Historical Landmarks from No. 0770 onward. 

 
                                                 
6 National Register Bulletin #15, p. 5. 
7 36 Code of Federal Regulations 60.3(d). 
8 National Register Bulletin #21, p. 12. 
9 National Register Bulletin #12, p. 13. 
10 Public Resource Code Section 5024.1. 
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• Those California Points of Historical Interest that have been evaluated by the Office of 
Historic Preservation (OHP) and have been recommended to the State Historical 
Resources Commission for inclusion on the California Register. 

 
The criteria for eligibility of listing in the California Register are based upon National Register criteria, 
but are identified as 1-4 instead of A-D.  To be eligible for listing in the California Register, a property 
must be at least 50 years of age and possess significance at the local, state, or national level, under one or 
more of the following four criteria: 
 

1. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns 
of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States; or 

 
2. It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history; 

or 
 

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values; or 

 
4. It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important in the prehistory or 

history of the local area, California, or the nation. 
 

Historic resources eligible for listing in the California Register may include buildings, sites, structures, 
objects, and historic districts.  Resources less than 50 years of age may be eligible if it can be 
demonstrated that sufficient time has passed to understand its historical importance.  While the enabling 
legislation for the California Register is less rigorous with regard to the issue of integrity, there is the 
expectation that properties reflect their appearance during their period of significance.11 
 
OHP Survey Methodology 
 
The evaluation instructions and classification system proscribed by OHP in its Instructions for Recording 
Historical Resources provide a three-digit evaluation code for use in classifying potential historic 
resources. In 2003, the codes were revised to addresses the California Register. The first digit indicates 
the general category of evaluation. The second digit is a letter code to indicate whether the resource is 
separately eligible (S), eligible as part of a district (D), or both (B). The third digit is a number, which is 
coded to describe some of the circumstances or conditions of the evaluation. The general evaluation 
categories are as follows: 
 

1. Listed in the National Register or the California Register. 
 

2. Determined eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register. 
 

3. Appears eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register through 
survey evaluation. 

 
4. Appears eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register through 

other evaluation. 
 

5. Recognized as historically significant by local government.  
 

6. Not eligible for listing or designation as specified.  

                                                 
11 Public Resource Code Section 4852. 
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7. Not evaluated or needs reevaluation.  

 
 
3. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
3.1 Description of the Surrounding Area 
 
The project site is located in the unincorporated Altadena area of Los Angeles County and is surrounded 
by a variety of uses including residential, commercial, and institutional.  North Lake Avenue is located 
just west of the project site.  It is characterized mostly by low-rise commercial development some of 
which occupies older homes that have been adaptively re-used.  At the intersection of East Calaveras 
Street and North Lake Avenue is the Charles W. Eliot Middle School.  Traveling west from that 
intersection are the Altadena Baptist Church and Altadena Elementary School, which are across the street 
and catty corner from the project site, respectively.  Across El Molino Avenue is the Apostolic Christian 
Church of Altadena and single-family residences.  To the south of the project site is a residential 
neighborhood.     
 
3.2 Description and History of the Project Site 
 
The project site is occupied by two distinct land uses.  The Scripps Kensington Home comprises 
approximately three-quarters of the project site fronting El Molino Avenue, while single-family homes 
occupy the rest of the project site and front Alameda Street and Crawford Avenue.  Due to the disparate 
land uses, the Scripps Kensington Home and the single-family residences will be described and analyzed 
separately.   
 
 Scripps Kensington Home 
 
The Scripps Kensington Home has been a residential facility for the elderly since 1913.  In 1911, 
Florence Scripps Kellogg formed an organization called the Emergency League of Pasadena with other 
Altadena-area women to care for the aged.  The League began by renting a building known as the Home 
for Aged Women, but hoped for a more permanent facility.  Scripps Kellogg convinced her father, 
William A.  Scripps to donate the house he had recently purchased from a friend to the League.  The 
house was constructed by Professor Thadeus Lowe12 for his son Thad Jr. in 1896.  In 1912, he deeded the 
house and the six acres it sat on to the William A. Scripps Home for the Aged, in accordance with the 
charter issued on January 21, 1913.  The 12-room house on the site functioned as the home in its early 
years of operation.   
 
In 1914, a two-story annex was constructed next to the house.  Also that year, the building known as 
Gloria’s Cottage was constructed.  It was donated by Mrs. A.F. Gartz and named after her daughter.  It is 
described as a hospital in historical material; however, it appears very much as a single-family residence.   
Indeed, it was later used as the residence of the maintenance superintendent.   
 
In 1922, the house and annex were demolished and replaced with a long rectangular building with a 
north-south orientation.  That building, which was designed by the distinguished Pasadena architect 
Frederick Roehrig, still stands and is referred to in this report as the central wing.  It included a reception 
hall, dinning hall, and kitchen on the ground floor and rooms for 66 people on the upper floors.  Over the 
years numerous wings were added, demolished, and remodeled.   
 

                                                 
12 Mt.  Lowe is named for Thaddeus Lowe who constructed the incline railway in Altadena. 
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Figure 1 illustrates the evolution of the campus from 1926 to the present day.  The 1926 Sanborn map 
depicts the central wing as well as various others.  The L-shaped wing extending from the west side of the 
central wing was constructed in 1926.  The other wings on the east side of the central wing as well as 
some ancillary buildings were apparently demolished as they are not depicted on the 1949 Sanborn map.   
Instead, the 1949 Sanborn shows two new larger wings, one on the west and one on the east.    
 
The name of the home has changed multiple times to reflect each era’s accepted term for older 
individuals.  In 1922, the name was changed to the Pasadena Home for the Aged.  In 1961, the name of 
the home was changed to the Scripps Home.  The following year a separate nursing facility was 
constructed south of the main building, and the main building received another addition as well.  In 1989, 
both the main building and the nursing facility were expanded again.  A wing for couples living 
independently was added to the main building (replacing an older wing) and the nursing facility was 
expanded from 49 beds to 70 beds.   
 
The campus now contains multiple buildings including the main building, the nursing facility, Gloria’s 
cottage, and accessory structures, are described below: 
 
Main Building 
 
The main building on the campus is a sprawling series of interconnected wings located in the northwest 
corner of the campus.  All of the wings are covered by gabled roofs with overhanging eaves and sheathed 
in stucco.   
 
The oldest portion of the building is the central wing, which was constructed in 1922.  It is two stories tall 
with a partially exposed basement.  Plain in design, it cannot be described as representing any particular 
style of architecture.  A few of the wood-framed multi-paned windows remain, but the vast majority of 
been replaced with aluminum sliders.  Even the size of the openings were altered to accommodate the 
new windows.  
 
In 1926 an L-shaped wing was added to the west side of the central wing.  It is similar in design to the 
central wing; however, the rafters are exposed in the roof overhang.  Like the central wing, the windows 
have been replaced with aluminum sliders that are divided vertically. 
 
In 1956 a wing was added to the east side of the central wing.  The wing sits parallel to the central wing.  
While the side elevations are sheathed in stucco like the rest of the building, the north elevation is 
sheathed in brick.  The windows appear to be original and consist of steel frames that are mostly divided 
vertically.  They are shaded by aluminum awnings.       
 
The main entrance to the building is located on El Molino Avenue.  It is accessed by a circular driveway 
covered by a porte cochere.  The main entrance was constructed in 1962, and the porte cochere was added 
in 1969.  The street-facing elevation is a two-story swath of decorative concrete blocks creating a lacey 
motif, framed by two structural plain pilasters and a gently gabled roof.  This portion of the main building 
is clearly modern in style, as it was constructed in 1962. It occupies a generally rectangular footprint.   
 
Many of the original windows in the older wings were probably replaced in 1980, as there were $750,000 
worth of improvements that year described as “modernization” on a building permit.  In 1982, there was 
another permit for a substantial sum of money.  The $250,000 worth of improvements involved two 
additional units and showers.  The precise location of these improvements is unknown. 
 
In 1989, the wing at the very northwest corner of the building that originally housed the infirmary was 
demolished and replaced with the existing wing that accommodates couples.  It is somewhat different 
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than the older wings in that it has arched openings, three-sided bays, dark wood trim, round attic vents, 
and vinyl windows.  
 
Nursing Facility 
 
Constructed in 1962, the nursing facility is a large rectangular building located on the south portion of the 
campus.  The low, one- and two-story building is oriented around a center courtyard.  The distinguishing 
characteristics of the building include the gently gabled roof and plain boxy pilasters that divide all 
elevations.  The roof projects over exterior walkways that encircle the building.  The windows have 
aluminum frames, and the stuccoed façades are devoid of ornament.  An addition was made to the east 
side of the building in 1989.  It is similar in design to the original portion of the building, but clearly 
demarcated by the slightly different roofing materials.  Due to the age and unremarkable architectural 
character of the building, the nursing facility was not considered a potential historic resource and 
dismissed from further analysis.  
 
Gloria’s Cottage 
 
Gloria’s Cottage is a one-story Craftsman style building located on the east side of the campus.  While the 
building is visible from Calaveras Street on the north, it is oriented towards the rest of the campus with 
the south elevation serving as the front façade.  Constructed in 1914, the building has a wood-framed 
structure clad with wood shingles, broad gabled roofs with overhanging eaves and exposed purloins, and 
a brick chimney. 
 
Typical of the style, a lower gable covers a wide front porch on the corner of the south elevation.  The 
front porch, which also serves as the main entrance, is raised above ground level and is accessed by a 
short flight of steps.  The front door is located in the inner corner of the porch at the top of the steps.  A 
plain spindle railing runs along the porch, supported by a plain, boxy, pilaster.  A wood-framed, double-
hung sash window overlooks the porch.  A set of three wood-framed, double-hung sash windows are 
arranged on the portion of the front façade opposite the porch.  This area may have once been part of the 
porch, but enclosed at a later date.  The secondary elevations feature similar wood-framed, double-hung 
sash windows of various sizes.  The rear façade includes a wood-framed, eight-paned door.  There are no 
visible alterations.  
 
Outbuildings 
 
There are two small utilitarian buildings generally located on the eastern portion of the campus, between 
Gloria’s Cottage and the nursing facility.  One of these outbuildings is a small rectangular vernacular 
building with a corrugated metal roof.  It is the older of the two buildings and was originally built to 
house the boiler.  Although the précised date of construction is unknown, it is assumed to be from the 
1920s.  The only architectural details are the industrial, nine-paned steel casement windows on the side 
elevations, and two pairs of swinging wood doors with six-paned lights in the upper portions.  Due to its 
unremarkable architecture, it was dismissed from further consideration as a potential historic resource. 
 
The other building was constructed in 1962, and is in the same general style of the nursing facility.  It 
replaced the older boiler room building, although it is no longer used for that purpose.  It features a low 
pitched gabled roof with overhanging eaves, and decorative concrete block divisions between the walls.  
The building is modern in construction and style, and due to its unremarkable architecture it was 
dismissed from further consideration as a potential historic resource. 
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Alameda Crawford Neighborhood 
 
Between North Lake Avenue and the Scripps Kensington Home campus is Crawford Avenue.   It was 
developed as Tract #6162 by First Trust and Savings Bank of Pasadena in 1923.   The lots were sold to 
individuals over the next few years who mostly constructed one-story single-family residences in period 
revival styles of architecture.   Two one-story duplexes on Alameda Street were developed during the 
same period of time and are part of the same tract.  The buildings described in Table I are located on the 
project site. 
 

TABLE I 
 
ORIGINAL 
ADDRESS & 
OWNER 

APN DATE DESCRIPTION 

850 Calaveras Street 
(now 2233 Crawford) 
Paul W.  Larsonberg 

5845-022-014 1923 One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style 
single-family residence.  Integrity poor: 
windows have been replaced throughout. 

2215 Crawford Avenue 
Joseph Hagerty 

5845-022-013 1924 One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style 
single-family residence.  Integrity poor: 
windows have been replaced throughout.   

2207 Crawford Avenue 
Frank L.  William 

5845-022-012 1925/27 One-story English Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity good: no alterations 
observed. 

2199 Crawford Avenue 
Victor E.  Forsberg 

5845-022-011 1925 One-story Pueblo Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity poor: non-original stone 
has been added to the base, the red tile coping 
has been removed, the windows and front door 
have been replaced. 

2189 Crawford Avenue 
Ernest P.  Hamm 

5845-022-010 1923 One-story Colonial Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity poor: entrance appears to 
be altered and windows have been replaced on 
the north elevation. 

2183 Crawford Avenue 
Charles C.  Coliwell 

5845-022-009 1923 One-story Cape Cod style single-family 
residence.  Integrity good: no alterations 
observed. 

2173 Crawford Avenue 
Elmer Diggins 

5845-022-008 1926 One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style 
duplex.  Integrity good: no alterations observed. 

2167 Crawford Avenue 
Anna Rolin 

5845-022-007 1923 Two-story Craftsman/Colonial Revival style 
single-family residence.  Integrity good: two 
windows on the front elevation have been 
replaced. 

2157 Crawford Avenue 
Arthur & Florence 
Green 

5845-022-006 1946 One-story late English Revival style single-
family residence with unique stone and brick 
work.  Integrity good: windows have been 
replaced on front elevation. 

2149 Crawford Avenue 
Walter Brennan 

5845-022-005 1939 One-story single-family residence.  Integrity 
fair: new bay window next to porch. 

2141 Crawford Avenue 
Alban Davies 

5845-022-001 1928 One-story English Revival style single-family 
residence.  Connected to the garage of 2131.  
Integrity fair: windows have been replaced on 
either side of the chimney and on the north 
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elevation. 
2131 Crawford Avenue 
Alban Davies 

5845-022-002 1928 One-story English Revival style single-family 
residence.  Integrity poor: exterior has been 
restuccoed and all of the windows have been 
replaced. 

813-15 Alameda Street 
Henry T.  Leckman 

5845-022-003 1923 One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style 
duplex.  Integrity fair: all of the windows have 
been replaced on the front elevation; the roof 
tiles have also been replaced. 

805-07 Alameda Street 
Henry T.  Leckman 

5845-022-004 1923 One-story Spanish Colonial Revival style 
duplex.  Integrity fair: three windows have been 
replaced on the front elevation; the roof tiles 
have also been replaced. 

 
 
4. EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
4.1 National Register of Historic Places 
 
The Scripps Kensington Home and the Alameda Crawford neighborhood were first evaluated as historic 
districts.  This is the typical approach to the evaluation of either large properties with multiple buildings 
such as the Scripps Kensington Home, and the evaluation of multiple properties with a shared use and 
architectural vocabulary such as the Alameda Crawford neighborhood.  Neither the Scripps Kensington 
Home nor the Alameda Crawford neighborhood appears to be eligible for listing in the National Register 
as historic districts.  In the case of the Scripps Kensington Home there was a lack of contributing 
buildings that retained their physical integrity.  As such, those buildings that retained their physical 
integrity were evaluated for their potential for individual listing.  In the case of the Alameda Crawford 
neighborhood, there was a lack of significance.  In other words, the Alameda Crawford neighborhood did 
not appear to meet any of the criteria for listing in the National Register.  Nor did any of the buildings 
appear to qualify for individual listing.   
 



View 2: View from East Calaveras Street, looking towards 

the north wing of the main building. 

View 3: View of the inner wing of the main building. 

View 1: View of the  entrance to the main building, 

located on the western portion of the project site, fronting 

El Molino Avenue. 

View 4: View of the rear façade of the main building, 

located on the eastern portion of the project site. 
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View 6: View of the nursing facility building, located on 
the southern portion of the project site, near the 
intersection of El Molino Avenue and Alameda Street. 

View 7: View of the “old” boiler room, located on the 
eastern portion of the project site. 

View 5: View of “Gloria’s Cottage”, located on the 
eastern portion of the project site. 

View 8: View of the “new” boiler room, located on the 
eastern portion of the project site. 
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View 10: View of 2223 Crawford Avenue, a one-story 

Spanish Colonial Revival residence.  Note the windows

have been replaced. 

View 11: View of 2161 Crawford Avenue, a two-story 

Craftsman/Colonial Revival style single-family residence 

in good condition.  The two windows on the front elevation 

have been replaced. 

View 9: View of 2183 Crawford Avenue, a Cape Cod 

style single-family residence in good condition. 

View 12: View of 2141 Crawford Avenue, a one-story 

English Revival style single-family residence, connected 

to the garage of 2131 Crawford Avenue in fair condition.  

The windows have been replaced on either side of the 

chimney and on the north elevation. 

Representative Views of Crawford Avenue
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Scripps Kensington Home 
 
Criterion A 
 
The Scripps Kensington Home is significant in the historic context of health related institutions in 
Altadena.  However, it is ineligible for listing in the National Register as a historic district under Criterion 
A due to a lack of integrity.  There are not enough buildings from what would be the period of 
significance that retain their physical integrity.    
 
Historically, Altadena’s pure mountain air was appealed to those patients with respiratory ailments, such 
as tuberculosis.  A number of entrepreneurs and health professionals set up sanatoriums and hospitals in 
the foothills to the west and north of Altadena’s residential or agricultural areas.  As early as 1887, Dr. 
Adele Gleason founded her Las Casitas Sanatorium on the mesa overlooking El Prieto Canyon.  She was 
followed in close succession by Dr. Frederick Melton and his Esperanza Sanatorium built at Hill Avenue 
(now Holliston) and Mendocino Street in 1902; Dr. Henry Stehman who founded the La Vina Sanatorium 
on the site of the Giddings Ranch in 1911; Dr. Edwin Chaney who built his sanatorium on Sunset Ridge 
in 1910; and Dr. W.J. Geierman and his Hygeia Hotel founded at the head of Lake Avenue in 1911.  The 
disappearance of many respiratory diseases coupled with the rise in air pollution caused the end of the 
sanatorium movement, La Vina being the last to close in the early 1980s.   
 
Other health related institutions cared for children and the aged.  The Preventorium was founded in 1922 
to come to the aid of underprivileged school boys, offering housing and education.  It is now known as 
the Sycamores School.  The Boys’ and Girls’ Aid Society traced its roots to an orphanage founded in 
Pasadena in 1888.  It is now called Five Acres.  Myron Hunt designed both facilities in 1924 - Five Acres 
in the Craftsman style at 760 Mountain View Street and the Sycamores, at 2933 El Nido Drive, in the 
Spanish Colonial Revival style.   
 
The Scripps Home is the oldest institution to provide health care and services for the aged in the Altadena 
and Pasadena areas.  The institution has been in operation since 1912.  The campus does not qualify as a 
historic district as there are not enough older buildings that retain their physical integrity.  The nursing 
facility on the south end of the campus was constructed in 1962 and enlarged in 1989.  There have been 
numerous ancillary structures on the campus that have been constructed and subsequently demolished.  
The two that remain are the original boiler room building and the newer boiler room building.  More 
importantly, the main building does not reflect any particular period of time, but rather has evolved with 
the addition of several wings.   The oldest portions of the building are the central wing (1922) and the 
southwest wing (1926).  Even these portions of the building have been altered by the replacement of with 
windows and the loss of architectural details and fabric as additional wings were added and modernized.  
 
The oldest building on the campus that retains its physical integrity is Gloria’s Cottage.  It was donated 
by Mrs. A.F. Gartz and named after her daughter.  According to historical accounts, it was a hospital.  But 
most likely, it was a small infirmary.  Later it was used as the residence of the maintenance 
superintendent.  The exterior of the building appears to be intact.  As such, it is individually eligible for 
listing under Criterion A as it represents all that remains from the early history of the Scripps Kensington 
Home, which played an important role in caring for the aged in the Altadena and Pasadena areas.  It is one 
of the oldest such institutions in the area to provide this service.  
 
Criterion B 
 
The two individuals most closely associated with the Scripps Kensington Home are William A. Scripps 
and Florence Scripps Kellogg who played integral roles in founding the institution.  Members of the 
Scripps and Kellogg families continued to serve on the board of the institution until recently.  The two 
families are amongst the most notable early Altadena residents.  Frederick W. Kellogg was the first 
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member of the family to settle in Altadena, building a prestigious home next to his father-in-law’s on 
Mariposa Street in 1907.  It was given the name of Highlawn by his friend John Muir, the naturalist.  
Kellogg was a successful Midwestern journalist and newspaper publisher.  He married Florence M. 
Scripps in Detroit, Michigan in 1894.  She was the niece of the newspaper publishers, Edward W. and 
James E. Scripps.  Kellogg started the Pasadena Post in 1920 and developed a string of newspapers in 
Southern California.  His son, William Scripps Kellogg, served as publisher of the Post until it was 
purchased by the Star News in 1932.   
 
The father of Florence Scripps Kellogg was William A. Scripps, grandson of the publisher of the London 
Gazette.  He moved to Altadena in 1904 and bought a site for his home bounded by Fair Oaks Avenue, 
Mariposa Street, Altadena Drive, and Scripps Place.  He built a mansion called Scripps Hall.   
 
According to the National Register Bulletin #15, “How to Apply the National Register Criteria”: 
   

A property is not eligible if its only justification for significance is that it was owned or used 
by a person who is a member of an identifiable profession, class, or social or ethnic group.  It 
must be shown that the person gained importance within his or her profession or group…a 
property is not eligible under Criterion B if it is associated with an individual about whom no 
scholarly judgment can be made because either research has not revealed specific information 
about the person's activities and their impact, or there is insufficient perspective to determine 
whether those activities or contributions were historically important.13 

 
It is unclear as to whether William A. Scripps or Florence Scripps Kellogg would be considered 
historically significant individuals according to the National Register guidelines.  Born in 1836, William 
A. Scripps didn’t move to Altadena until 1904, after he had retired.  For the sake of argument, if William 
A. Scripps were a person of historic significance, his home would most likely be considered the place that 
best represents his life in Altadena.  It still stands and is now the main building of the Waldorf School.  
The home of Florence Scripps Kellogg, Highlawn, was demolished after her death in 1958.  It could be 
argued that the Scripps Kensington Home is significant for its association with Florence Scripps Kellogg, 
as it is the only remaining building in Altadena that reflects her life.  However, the Scripps Kensington 
Home has changed dramatically since she was associated with the institution.  Except for Gloria’s 
Cottage, the original buildings have been demolished and the main building that replaced them has been 
added onto several times.  Therefore, the subject buildings (except for Gloria’s Cottage) would not be 
considered eligible under Criterion B for its association with Florence Scripps Kellogg due to a lack of 
physical integrity.  The significance of Gloria’s Cottage would more appropriately eligible under 
Criterion A.  
 
Criterion C 
 
Properties can be eligible under Criterion C for one of four reasons.  Properties with multiple buildings 
linked by a common history are typically evaluated as historic districts, which are defined as “a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.”  As previously 
stated the Scripps Kensington Home is not significant under Criterion C as a historic district as there are 
not enough older buildings that retain their physical integrity.  Constructed wing by wing over decades, 
the main building does not represent any particular style or period of time.  Although the central wing was 
designed by the noted architect Frederick Roehrig, it is certainly not an important or good example of his 
work.  Gloria’s Cottage would not be considered architecturally significant as it is an ordinary example of 
the Craftsman style, of which there are far better examples in Altadena.  The other buildings on the 

                                                 
13  National Register Bulletin #15, p. 15. 
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campus were not designed by master architects or distinctive enough to warrant evaluation for individual 
listing.   
 
Criterion D 
 
Criterion D was not considered in this report, as it applies to archeological resources. 
 
Alameda Crawford Neighborhood 
 
Criterion A 
 
The Alameda Crawford neighborhood does not appear to be eligible under Criterion A as it is not 
associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history.  The 
neighborhood was subdivided in 1923 and developed with single-family homes and duplexes over the 
next few years.  It is one of several residential tracts developed in Altadena in the 1920s.  It did not play a 
significant role in the history of Altadena.   
  
Criterion B 
 
The Alameda Crawford neighborhood does not appear to be eligible under Criterion B as it is not strongly 
associated with any persons of historic significance.  The names of the individuals who built the houses 
on the west side of Crawford Avenue are identified in Table I.  No information was found through the 
Los Angeles or Pasadena Public Libraries on any of these individuals that would suggest that they were 
historically significant.   
 
Criterion C 
 
Properties can be eligible under Criterion C for one of four reasons.  Neighborhoods or groups of 
buildings with same uses are typically evaluated as historic districts, which are defined as “a significant 
and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.”  The Alameda Crawford 
neighborhood is not significant under Criterion C as a historic district.  Most of the houses in the 
neighborhood are very modest versions of period revival architecture from the 1920s; however, a few 
houses were constructed in later decades.  Furthermore, the vast majority of the houses are missing their 
original windows and other architectural details, which degrades the overall integrity of the 
neighborhood.  None of the buildings were designed by master architects or distinctive enough to warrant 
evaluation for individual listing. 
 
Criterion D 
 
Criterion D was not considered in this report, as it applies to archeological resources. 
 
4.2 California Register of Historical Resources 
 
The buildings on the project site do not appear eligible for listing in the California Register for the same 
reasons noted above.    
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4.3 Conclusions 
 
None of the buildings on the project site are presently designated under any of the landmark programs at 
the national, state, or local levels.  Nor have they been previously evaluated or identified as significant in 
any historic resource surveys.   
 
None of the buildings associated with the Scripps Kensington Home are architecturally significant.  While 
the home is historically significant in the context of health care in Altadena, there are not enough older 
buildings with physical integrity to constitute a historic district.  The main building lacks the physical 
integrity required for individual listing due to multiple additions and alterations.  The nursing facility is 
not old enough to be considered a historic resource.   
 
The Alameda Crawford neighborhood is a small collection of ordinary period revival style residences of 
which there are far better examples in the immediate area.   Furthermore, most of the houses have been 
altered by the replacement of windows.  As such, the neighborhood nor any of the houses there in are 
historic resources. 
 
Gloria’s Cottage is a historic resource subject to CEQA because it appears to be eligible for listing in the 
California Register under Criterion A.  It is the oldest building associated with the Scripps Kensington 
Home and retains its physical integrity.  As such, the proposed project has the potential to impact historic 
resources.  The impacts on Gloria’s Cottage could be mitigated to a less than significant level if it were 
preserved, either in its present location or else where on the project site.  Moved buildings can still be 
listed in the California Register provided they are placed in a proper setting and provided they are 
rehabilitated according to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties.  Moving the building off the project site would result in a significant impact as its connection 
to the Scripps Kensington Home would be lost.     
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Section 1 Introduction  
The purpose of conducting this Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) is to permit the use of 
this report to satisfy one of the requirements to qualify for the Innocent Landowner, contiguous 
property owner, or bona fide prospective purchaser limitations on CERCLA liability that constitutes 
all appropriate inquiry into the previous uses of the property in order to identify Recognized 
Environmental Conditions (RECs).  As defined in American Standards for Testing and Materials 
(ASTM) Standard Practice E 1527-05, an REC is "the presence or likely presence of any hazardous 
substances or petroleum products on a property under conditions that indicate an existing release, a 
past release, or a material threat of a release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products into 
structures on the property or into the ground, groundwater, or surface water of the property."  The 
term includes hazardous substances or petroleum products even under conditions in compliance with 
laws. The term is not intended to include “de minimis” conditions that generally do not present a 
threat to human health or the environment and that generally would not be the subject of an 
enforcement action if brought to the attention of appropriate governmental agencies. Conditions 
determined to be “de minimis” are not RECs. 

1.1 SUBJECT SITE 

The approximate 6.14-acre Montecedro Property (herein referenced as the “subject site”), is located at 
2212 El Molino Avenue, within the developing area of Altadena, unincorporated County of Los 
Angeles, State of California (Township (T) 1N; Range (R) 12W; San Bernardino Base and Meridian 
[SBBM]) (refer to Exhibit 1, Regional Vicinity).  The site currently consists of an existing assisted 
and independent living facility (refer to Exhibit 2, Site Vicinity).  
 
One (1) Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) (5845-022-016), comprises the subject site with an 
approximate gross acreage of 6.14 acres (refer to Exhibit 3, Subject Site).  On-site topography is 
gently sloping to the south and ranges in elevation from approximately 1,180 to 1,200 feet above 
mean sea level (msl).   
 
Overall, the subject site is primarily situated within the developed area of Altadena, unincorporated 
County of Los Angeles.  Surrounding land uses consist of residential, commercial, and institutional 
uses.  Refer to Section 2.0, Physical Setting, for a complete description of on-site and off-site 
conditions. 
 
1.1.1 Anticipated Future Uses 
 
Specific future land uses remain undefined during the course of this ESA. 
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1.2 FINDINGS AND OPINIONS 

Table 1, Summary of Findings, provides a summary of the findings of this ESA.  A partial written 
summary of results of the ESA is as follows (refer to Sections 2.0 through 5.0 of this ESA for a 
complete discussion of our investigation and conclusions): 
 
1.2.1 Site Inspection 
 
Evidence of RECs within the boundary of the subject site was observed during the March 11, 2008 
site inspection, which consist of the following: 

 
 One (1) diesel AST associated with the on-site back-up generator was visible.   Secondary, 

concrete, containment was noted. 

 
1.2.2 Asbestos Containing Materials 
 
Multiple structures are present within the boundaries of the subject site, which were constructed prior 
to 1978.  However, based on an interview conducted with the on-site maintenance manager, the 
subject site has undergone Asbestos remediation.  Therefore, the potential for asbestos containing 
materials (ACMs) to be found on-site is considered unlikely.   
 

1.2.3  Lead-Based Paints 
 
Multiple structures are present within the boundaries of the subject site, which were constructed prior 
to 1978.  However, based on an interview conducted with the on-site maintenance manager, the 
subject site has undergone lead-based paint (LBP) remediation. Therefore, the potential for LBPs to 
be found on-site is considered unlikely.  
 
1.2.4 Adjacent Properties 
 
The presence of hazardous materials on the subject site that may have been generated from adjacent 
properties was not visible during the March 11, 2008 site inspection. 
 
1.2.5  Public Records 
 
Available public records (provided by EDR) were reviewed by RBF on February 26, 2008.  The lists 
that were reviewed identified the subject site as the following (refer to Exhibit 4, Overview Map): 

  
 The Scripps Home (2212 El Molino Avenue):  This subject site was listed within the 

HAZNET, EMI, and LOS ANGELES CO. HMS regulatory databases.  The subject 
site has reported asbestos-containing waste.  The reported disposal method is 
“Disposal, Land Fill”.  Reported regulated releases to air were also reported in 1990  



Exhibit 4

Overview Map

Source: EDR, Inc., 2008

3/19/08 JN 30-100868-14879  MAS
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and 1995 (South Coast AQMD).  Additionally, the site is reported as a HMS facility via 
the County of Los Angeles.  The facility is reported as status “removed”. 

 
The lists identified thirty-two (32) off-site regulatory properties located within a one-mile radius of 
the subject site (refer to Section 3.3.1, Standard Environmental Record Searches, for further 
information on off-site regulatory properties listed within a one mile radius of the subject site).   
 
Additionally, an REC on the subject site caused by one or more of the Orphan Sites is considered to 
be low due to the distance from subject site. 
 
1.2.6 Historic Recognized Environmental Condition 
 
A “historic recognized environmental condition” (HREC) is defined as a condition which in the past 
would have been considered a REC, but which may or may not be considered a REC currently.  
HRECs are generally conditions which have in the past been remediated to the satisfaction of the 
responsible regulatory agency.  Based on this definition, the historical USTs are an HREC.  However, 
as these USTs have been properly removed under the supervision of the Los Angeles County Fire 
Department (LCFD).   
 
1.2.7 Historical Use(s) Information 
 
Based upon the review of available historical aerial photographs, on-site agricultural uses appear to be 
present during the 1930’s through the 1960’s within the northern portion of the subject site.  
Therefore, the potential exists that adverse environmental conditions were created by historic 
agricultural activities within the northern portion of the subject site.  A combination of several 
commonly used pesticides (i.e., DDD, DDT, DDE) that are now banned may have been used 
throughout the subject site.  It should be noted that the historical use of agricultural pesticides may 
have resulted in pesticide residues of certain persistence in soil at concentrations that are considered 
to be hazardous according to established federal regulatory levels.  The primary concern with 
historical pesticide residues is human health risk from inadvertent ingestion of contaminated soil, 
particularly by children. The presence of moderately elevated pesticide residuals in soil present 
potential health and marketplace concerns. 
 
However, the subject site appeared to have been improved between 1956 and 1968, at which time, the 
on-site agricultural area was developed over.  Therefore, as the on-site soil has been heavily 
disturbed, there is a low potential for moderately elevated pesticide residuals to be present in on-site 
soils. 
 
1.2.8 Data Gaps  
 
A data gap is a lack of or inability to obtain information required by the ASTM E1527-05 practice 
despite good faith efforts by the environmental professional to gather such information.  Data Gaps 
may result from incompleteness in any of the activities required by this practice, including, but not 
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limited to site reconnaissance and interviews.  Based on the definition above, RBF did not encounter 
data gaps during the course of this ESA. 

1.3 RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on the records and other data reviewed during the preparation of this Phase I ESA, in general 
accordance with ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05 and the scope of services, and subject to the 
limitations thereof, the following measures are recommended: 
 
1.3.1 Pre-Construction Activities 

 
 The interior of individual on-site structures within the subject site should be visually 

inspected prior to demolition or renovation activities.  Should hazardous materials be 
encountered with any on-site structure, the materials should be tested and properly disposed 
of in accordance with state and federal regulatory requirements.  Any stained soils or 
surfaces underneath the removed materials should be sampled.  Results of the sampling 
would indicate the appropriate level of remediation efforts that may be required. 

 
1.3.2 Construction Activities 
 

 Due to health impacts, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) banned some uses of 
PCBs in 1977 and most production/use in 1979.  However, many transformers and other 
materials (such as hydraulic fluids) still contain PCBs.  PCB fluids may be present in the 
transformers and within the on-site elevator equipment.  Any transformers to be relocated or 
should the elevator equipment be removed/relocated during site construction/demolition, 
removal/relocation shall be conducted under the purview of the local utility purveyor to 
identify property-handling procedures regarding potential PCBs.     

 Prior to construction activities, the on-site AST and secondary containment (concrete) should 
be removed and properly disposed of at an approved landfill facility.  Once the AST and 
concrete are removed, a visual inspection of the areas beneath and around the removed 
materials should be performed.  Any stained soils observed underneath the AST and concrete 
should be sampled.  Results of the sampling (if necessary) would indicate the level of 
remediation efforts that may be required. 

 All miscellaneous debris (i.e., paints, 55-gallon drums, and other miscellaneous equipment) 
should be removed off-site and properly disposed of at an approved landfill facility.  Once 
removed, a visual inspection of the areas beneath the removed materials should be 
performed.  Any stained soils observed underneath the removed materials should be 
sampled.  Results of the sampling (if necessary) would indicate the level of remediation 
efforts that may be required. 

 Any on-site stained concrete (associated with the containment of the on-site AST) shall be 
removed and disposed of at an appropriate permitted facility.  Once removed, exposed soils 
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shall be visually observed to confirm the presence/absence of staining (an indication of 
contamination migration into the subsurface).  If observed, stained soils shall be segregated 
and tested to identify appropriate remedial activities (if necessary). 

 If unknown wastes or suspect materials are discovered during construction by the contractor   
which he/she believes may involve hazardous waste/materials, the contractor shall: 

 
 Immediately stop work in the vicinity of the suspected contaminant, removing 

workers and the public from the area; 
 Notify the Project Engineer of the implementing agency; 
 Secure the areas as directed by the Project Engineer; and 
 Notify the implementing agency’s Hazardous Waste/Materials Coordinator. 
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Table 1 
Summary of Findings 
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Data Source Comment 

Existing Structure(s)  X       
Evidence of Past Uses (Foundations/ Debris) X        

Hazardous Substances Storage  X     Site Inspection 
Paint and associated household maintenance 

equipment was visible in the historical boiler room 
structure.  

 Staining/Odors/Poor Housekeeping X        

 Absent Secondary Containment X        

 Unauthorized Disposal/Discharge X        

Aboveground Storage Tank(s) (ASTs)  X  X   Site Inspection One (1) ASTs containing diesel was noted on concrete 
within the existing boiler room structure. 

Underground Storage Tanks(s) (USTs)/ Dispenser(s)  X  X   Documentation Two (2) historic USTs were located on-site.  The 
USTs are reported to have been removed. 

Soil Staining/Pooled Liquid(s) X        

Potential PCB-Containing Equipment  X  X   Documentation The on-site elevator may have PCB-containing 
equipment. 

Subsurface Hoist(s) or Hydraulic Equipment  X  X   Documentation There are hydraulic equipment associated with the on-
site elevator. 

Floor Staining/Pavement Staining  X  X   Site Inspection Minor staining on concrete was noted in the historical 
boiler room and the existing boiler room.  

Floor Drain(s)  X     Site Inspection Floor drains were noted in the historical boiler room 
and the existing boiler room.  

Drainage ditches, ravines, gullies X        
Pit(s), Pond(s), Basin(s), Lagoon(s), Surface Waters X        
Stressed Vegetation X        
Septic System(s)/Dry Well(s) X        
Soil Pile(s) X        

Miscellaneous Debris Pile(s)  X  X   Site Inspection 
Miscellaneous debris (i.e., paint, other miscellaneous 
household maintenance equipment) was noted in the 

historical boiler room. 
Storm-water Basin(s) X        
Domestic Water Well(s) X        
Agricultural Water Well(s) X        
Groundwater Monitoring Well(s) X        
Oil Well(s)/Suspected Drilling Mud Pits X        
Sump(s)/Oil-water Separator(s) X        
Undocumented Pipe(s) X        
Subsurface Pipeline(s) X        
Adjacent or Vicinity Property Issue(s) X        
Agricultural Chemicals Storage or Mixing X        
Groundwater Issue(s) X        
Railroad Tracks or Spur(s) X        
Mine(s) or Mining Activities X        
Sewer Lateral(s)/Pipeline(s) X        
Vehicle/Equipment Servicing or Repairing X        
Gasoline Station Usage History X        
Dry Cleaner Usage History X        
Industrial/Commercial Usage History X        

Observed High-Voltage Power Lines  X     Site Inspection Overhead power lines were visible along Calaveras 
Street, to the north of the on-site construction fencing. 

 Transformers  X  X   Site Inspection Transformers were visible along the boundaries of the 
subject site. No staining or leaking was visible. 

Clean-up Lien(s) X        
Data Gaps X        

 Unknown Date of First Development X        

 Unknown Date of Sewer Connection X        

 Other X        
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1.4 SCOPE OF SERVICES AND METHODOLOGY USED 

The scope of this ESA follows the general guidance provided in ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05.  
The ASTM 1527-05 document outlines a procedure for completing ESAs that includes a search for 
recorded environmental cleanup liens; review of federal, tribal, state, and local government records; 
visual inspection of the property and of adjoining properties; and interviews with current owners, 
operators, and occupants.  The ASTM document recommends the following regulatory database 
search distances from a property: 
 

  National Priorities List (NPL) – 1.0 mile 

  Federal Delisted NPL – 0.5 mile 

  Federal Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information 

System (CERCLIS) list – 0.5 mile 

  CERCLIS/NFRAP site list – 0.5 mile 

  Federal RCRA Corrective Action Report (CORRACTS) facilities list – 1.0 mile 

  Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS Permitted Treatment, Storage, Disposal Facilities (TSD) 

facilities list – 0.5 mile 

  Federal RCRA Registered Small or Large Generators of Hazardous Waste (GNRTR) – 

property and adjoining properties 

  Federal institutional control/engineering control registries – property only 

  Federal ERNS list – property only 

  State and tribal lists of hazardous waste sites identified for investigation or remediation:  

 State- and tribal-equivalent NPL – 1.0 mile 

 State- and tribal-equivalent CERCLIS – 0.5 mile 

  State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists – 0.5 mile 

  State and tribal leaking storage tank (LUST) lists – 0.5 mile 

  State and tribal registered storage tank lists – property and adjoining properties 

  State and tribal institutional control/engineering control registries – property only 

  State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites – 0.5 mile 

  State and tribal Brownfield sites – 0.5 

 
The objectives of the ESA contained herein are as follows: 
 

  Evaluate the potential for hazardous materials on the subject site based upon readily 
discernible and/or documented present and historic uses of the property and uses 
immediately adjacent to the site; and 
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  Generally characterize the expected nature of hazardous materials that may be present as a 
result of such uses, within the limits imposed by the scope of this ESA. 

 
This ESA is not intended to provide specific qualitative or quantitative information as to the actual 
presence of hazardous materials at the site, merely to identify the potential presence based on 
available information.  To achieve the objectives of this ESA, RBF conducted a Phase I ESA of the 
subject site to provide preliminary conclusions relative to site conditions.   
 
The ESA included the following components, which are designed to aid in the discovery and 
evaluation of recognized environmental conditions:   
 

 RBF performed a site visit on March 11, 2008, consisting of a visual examination of the 
subject site for visual evidence of potential environmental concerns including existing or 
potential soil and groundwater contamination, as evidenced by soil or pavement staining or 
discoloration, stressed vegetation, indications of waste dumping or burial, pit, ponds, or 
lagoons; containers of hazardous substances or petroleum produces; electrical and hydraulic 
equipment that may contain PCBs, such as electrical transformers and hydraulic hoists; and 
underground and aboveground storage tanks.  RBF observed the physical characteristics of 
the property (i.e., apparent runoff directions, location of paved areas, etc.).  It should be 
noted that the site visit specifically excluded any subsurface investigation including, but not 
limited to, sampling and/or laboratory analysis. 

 An investigation of historical use of the subject site by examining locally available aerial 
photographs (one source) and other readily available historical information, for evidence of 
potential environmental concerns associated with prior land use. 

 A review of information available on general geology and topography of the subject property 
and local groundwater conditions. 

 A review of environmental records available from the property owner or site contact 
including regulatory agency reports, permits, registrations, and consultant’s reports for 
evidence of potential environmental concerns. 

 A site property line visual assessment of adjacent properties for evidence of potential off-site 
environmental concerns that may affect the subject property. 

 A review of a commercial database summary (provided by EDR), of federal, state, and local 
regulatory agency records pertinent to the subject property and off-site facilities located 
within ASTM-specified search distances for the subject property. 

 Interviews with key site personnel, as available, regarding current and previous uses of the 
subject site, particularly activities involving hazardous substances and petroleum products. 

 RBF compiled the data reviewed, discussed findings, formulated conclusions, opinions and 
recommendations, and prepared this written report presenting the findings of the ESA. 
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 The performance of the ESA was not limited by any extraordinary conditions (other than 
identified Data Gaps) or circumstances.  

1.4 LIMITING CONDITIONS OF ASSESSMENT 

The findings and professional opinions of RBF are based on the information made available to RBF 
(listed in Section 6.0, References) from public records, and should be understood to be preliminary 
only. 
 
RBF makes no warranties, either expressed or implied, concerning the completeness of the data made 
available to us for this study and withholds certification of any type concerning the presence or 
absence of contamination of the subject site.  RBF is not responsible for the quality or content of 
information from these sources.  The report states our conclusion based on the limitations of our 
scope of services, in accordance with generally accepted standards for a Phase l ESA.  
 
Subsurface exploration, geologic mapping, laboratory testing of soil or water samples, lead and 
asbestos sampling, and operations/inventory review of adjacent uses were not performed in 
connection with this ESA.  This ESA represents our professional judgment, based on the level of 
effort described above, as to the present potential for hazardous materials at the site.  This ESA 
specifically excludes air quality issues such as “indoor air quality” (vapor intrusion). 
 
Subsurface exploration, sampling and laboratory testing should be performed if it is deemed 
necessary or required to quantify the actual absence or presence of hazardous materials and 
recommend possible remediation measures for such hazardous materials (a "Phase II" investigation). 
 
This ESA does not satisfy continuing obligations under CERCLA liability protections provided for 
innocent landowners, bona fide prospective purchasers and contiguous property owners, which 
includes, but is not limited to, duties required after property acquisition (i.e., compliance with land 
use restrictions and institutional controls, undertake “reasonable steps” with respect to hazardous 
substances releases, compliance with other obligations such as reporting obligations and information 
requests, etc.). 
 
This ESA addressed the likelihood of the presence of hazardous substances and/or petroleum products 
resulting from past and current known uses of the property and nearby properties. Certain conditions, 
such as those listed below, may not be revealed: 
 

  Naturally occurring toxins in the subsurface soils (i.e., radon), rocks, or water, or toxicity of 
the on-site flora; 

  Toxicity of substances common in current habitable environments, such as stored household 
products, building materials, and consumables; 

  Biological pathogens; 
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  Subsurface contaminant plume from a remote source;  

  Contaminants or contaminant concentrations that do not violate present regulatory standards 
but may violate such future standards; and 

  Unknown site contamination, such as “midnight dumping” and/or accidental spillage, which 
could have occurred after RBF’s site visit. 

 
1.4.1 User Responsibilities 
 
The purpose of this section is to describe tasks to be performed by the user that will help identify the 
possibility of recognized environmental conditions in connection with the subject site.  These tasks do 
not require the technical expertise of an environmental professional and are generally not performed 
by environmental professionals performing a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment.  The interview 
questionnaire utilized within this ESA is optional to the user and aids the environmental professional 
in gathering information from the user that may be material to identifying recognized environmental 
conditions.  The following tasks are required, by the user of this ESA, to satisfy the requirements of 
conducting all appropriate inquires: 
 

 Review Title and Judicial Records for Environmental Liens or Activity and Use 
Limitations (AULs) – Reasonably ascertainable recorded land title records and lien 
records that are filed under federal, tribal, state, or local law should be reviewed to 
identify environmental liens or activity and use limitations, if any, that are currently 
recorded against the property.  Environmental liens and activity and use limitations that 
are imposed by judicial authorities may be recorded or filed in judicial records, and, 
where applicable, such records should be reviewed.  Any environmental liens or activity 
and use limitations so identified shall be reported to the environmental professional 
conducting a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment.  Unless added by a change in the 
scope of work to be performed by the environmental professional, this practice does not 
impose on the environmental professional the responsibility to undertake a review of 
recorded land title records and judicial records for environmental liens or activity and use 
limitations.  The user should either (1) engage a title company or title professional to 
undertake a review of reasonably ascertainable recorded land title records and lien 
records for environmental liens or activity and use limitations currently recorded against 
or relating to the property, or (2) negotiate such an engagement of a title company or title 
professional as an addition to the scope of work to be performed by the environmental 
professional. 

 Reasonably Ascertainable – Except to the extent that applicable federal, state, local, or 
tribal statutes, or regulations specify any place other than recorded land title records for 
recording or filing environmental liens or activity and use limitations or specify records 
to be reviewed to identify the existence of such environmental liens or activity and use 
limitations, environmental liens or activity and use limitations that are recorded or filed 
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any place other than recorded land title records are not considered to be reasonably 
ascertainable.   

 Specialized Knowledge or Experience of the User – If the user is aware of any specialized 
knowledge or experience that is material to recognized environmental conditions in 
connection with the property, it is the user’s responsibility to communicate any 
information based on such specialized knowledge or experience to the environmental 
professional.  The user should do so before the environmental professional conducts the 
site reconnaissance. 

 Actual Knowledge of the User – If the user has actual knowledge of any environmental 
lien or AULs encumbering the property or in connection with the property, it is the user’s 
responsibility to communicate such information to the environmental professional.  The 
user should do so before the environmental professional conducts the site reconnaissance.   

 Reason for Significantly Lower Purchase Price – In a transaction involving the purchase 
of a parcel of commercial real estate, the user shall consider the relationship of the 
purchase price of the property to the fair market value of the property if the property was 
not affected by hazardous substances or petroleum products.  The user should try to 
identify an explanation for a lower price which does not reasonably reflect fair market 
value if the property were not contaminated, and make a written record of such 
explanation.  Among the factors to consider will be the information that becomes known 
to the user pursuant to the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment.  The ASTM E1527-
05 standard does not require that a real estate appraisal be obtained in order to ascertain 
fair market value of the property. 

 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainably Information – If the user is aware of any 
commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information within the local community 
about the property that is material to recognized environmental conditions in connection 
with the property, it is the user’s responsibility to communicate such information to the 
environmental professional.  The user should do so before the environmental professional 
conducts the site reconnaissance. 

 Other – Either the user shall make known to the environmental professional the reason 
why the user wants to have the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed or, if 
the user does not identify the purpose of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, the 
environmental professional shall assume the purpose is to qualify for an LLP to 
CERCLA liability and state this in the report.  In addition to satisfying one of the 
requirements to qualify for an LLP to CERCLA liability, another reason for performing a 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment might include the need to understand potential 
environmental conditions that could materially impact the operation of the business 
associated with the parcel of commercial real estate.  The user and the environmental 
professional may also need to modify the scope of services performed under this practice 
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for special circumstances, including, but not limited to , operating industrial facilities or 
large tracts of land (large areas or corridors). 

 
The information and opinions rendered in this ESA are exclusively for use by The Episcopal Home 
Communities.  RBF will not distribute or publish this report without the consent of The Episcopal 
Home Communities, except as required by law or court order. The information and opinions 
expressed in this ESA are given in response to RBF’s scope of services and limitations indicated 
above and should be considered and implemented only in light of the scope of services and 
limitations. The services provided by RBF in completing this ESA were consistent with normal 
standards of the profession. No warranty, expressed or implied, is made. 
 
 



 

Montecedro Property Phase I ESA 17 

Section 2  PHYSICAL SETTING 
Physical setting sources typically provide information regarding geologic, hydrogeologic, 
hydrologic, or topographic characteristics of a property. The following information is primarily 
based on review of the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Pasadena, California Quadrangle, 
dated 1995, and a site inspection conducted by RBF on March 11, 2008.  Other miscellaneous 
resources utilized within this section and throughout the ESA are referenced in Section 6.0, 
References. 

2.1 SUBJECT SITE DESCRIPTION 

2.1.1  Location 
 
The subject site is located at 2212 El Molino Avenue, within the developing area of Altadena, 
unincorporated County of Los Angeles, State of California (T.1N; R.12W; SBBM).  Surrounding 
land uses consist of residential, commercial, and institutional uses.  Access to the subject site is 
provided via El Molino Avenue and Alameda Street. 
  
2.1.2 Current Use(s) of the Subject Site 
 
One (1) Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) (5845-022-016) comprises the subject site with an 
approximate gross acreage of 6.14 acres.  The site currently consists of an existing assisted and 
independent living facility that is vacant. 
 
2.1.3 Description of On-Site Structures and Roads 
 
The site currently consists of an existing assisted and independent living facility that is composed of 
two (2) large structures.  In addition, one (1) small single family residential structure and two (2) 
boiler room structures are located on-site.  Two (2) drive entrances and parking uses are also located 
on-site. 
   
2.1.4 Zoning/Land Use Records 
 
Zoning/land use records generally consist of records maintained by the local government in which the 
subject site is located.  They indicate the uses permitted by the local government for particular zones 
within its jurisdiction.  The records may consist of maps and/or written records.  According to the 
official website of the Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, accessed on March 3, 
2008, the subject site is zoned as “Light Agriculture (A-1)”.  Based on this zoning designation, the 
subject site is permitted to have single family residences, crops (field, tree, bush, berry, row, and 
nursery stock), as well as greenhouses and raising of cattle, horses, sheep, goats, poultry, birds, 
earthworms, etc..  The properties developed with single family residences are subject to the same 
requirements as in the zoning designation “Single Family Residence (R-1)”.      
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2.2 TOPOGRAPHY 
The USGS maps show geological formations and their characteristics, describing the physical setting 
of an area through contour lines and major surface features including lakes, rivers, streams, buildings, 
landmarks, and other factors that impact the spread of contamination.  Additionally, the maps depict 
topography through color and contour lines and are helpful in determining elevations and site latitude 
and longitude.  
 
Based on the USGS Pasadena, California Quadrangle, dated 1995, on-site topography is 
approximately 1,180 to 1,200 feet above msl and slopes to the south.  The subject site appears to 
consist of the Pasadena Homes, which appears to consist of approximately two (2) large structures 
and one (1) small structure.  The subject site is bounded by improved roads to the south, west, and 
north, and adjoins developed land to the east.  The subject site appears to be generally located within 
developed land.  The Altadena School adjoins the subject site to the northwest.  The Eliot Junior High 
School is visible to the east of the subject site.  Additionally, one (1) water tank is visible to the north 
and one (1) water tank is visible to the southwest of the subject site. 

2.3 CURRENT USES OF ADJOINING PROPERTIES 
For the scope of this ESA, properties are defined and categorized based upon their physical proximity 
to the subject site.  An adjoining property is considered any real property or properties the border of 
which is contiguous or partially contiguous with that of the subject site, or that would be contiguous 
or partially contiguous with that of the subject site but for a street, road, or other public thoroughfare 
separating them.  An adjacent property is any real property located within a ¼-mile of the subject 
site’s border. The following is a detailed description of each adjoining land use observed on March 
11, 2008: 

 
 North: Residential, institutional, and commercial land uses are located to the north of the 

subject site. 
 East: Residential land uses are located to the east of the subject site. 
 South: Residential land uses are located to the south of the subject site. 
 West: Residential and institutional land uses are located to the west of the subject site. 
 

2.4 GEOLOGIC CONDITIONS 

2.4.1 Geology 
 
The USGS Geological Map Index was searched by EDR for available geological maps that cover the 
subject site and surrounding areas. These geological maps indicate geological formations that are 
overlaid on a topographic map.  Some maps focus on specific issues (i.e., bedrock, sedimentary rocks, 
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etc.) while others may identify artificial fills (including landfills).  Geological maps can be effective 
in estimating permeability and other factors that influence the spread of contamination.   
 
According to the EDR GeoCheck Report, the subject site consists of a stratified sequence from the 
Cenozoic era.  The depth to bedrock is greater than 10 inches.   
 
2.4.2 Soils 
 
According to the EDR GeoCheck Report, the subject site is underlain by urban land.   

 
2.4.3 Radon 
 
Radon is a radioactive gas that is found in certain geologic environments and is formed by the natural 
breakdown of radium, which is found in the earth’s crust.  Radon is an invisible, odorless, inert gas 
that emits alpha particles, known to cause lung cancer.  Radon levels are highest in basements (areas 
in close proximity to the soil) that are poorly ventilated.  A radon survey was not included within the 
scope of this investigation.  According to the “U.S. EPA Map of Radon Zones,” the County of Los 
Angeles is located within Zone 2, which has a predicted average indoor screening level of 2.0 
Picocuries per liter (pCi/L) and 2.0 pCi/L.  EPA recommends remedial actions when radon levels 
are greater than 4.0 pCi/L. 

2.5 BIOLOGICAL SETTING 

The biotic community that exists within the vicinity of the subject site consists of that typical of 
developed urban land.  Non-native species, typical of urbanized areas were noted throughout the 
subject site. 

2.6 DRAINAGE/HYDROLOGY 

2.6.1 Drainage 
 

Drainage of the subject site is accomplished by downward surface percolation and overland sheet 
flow, which is generally in a southern direction across the subject site.  Surface water flow eventually 
enters the County’s stormwater system via drainage improvements associated with adjoining 
roadways.   

 
2.6.2 Flood Hazards 

 
Flood Prone Area Maps published by the USGS show areas prone to 100-year floods overlaid on a 
topographical map.  These maps are not considered the official Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) flood maps; therefore, in cases where a property is located immediately adjacent to 
or within the flood prone boundary, a FEMA map should be obtained.  According to the EDR 



Physical Setting 
 
 

Montecedro Property Phase I ESA 20 

Database search, the subject site is not located within a 100-year flood zone (refer to the Appendix B, 
EDR Search). 

2.7 GROUNDWATER AND WATER WELLS  
For the purpose of this ESA, RBF assumes groundwater flow would follow the slope of the ground 
surface elevations towards the nearest open body of water or intermittent stream.  The direction of 
this flow on-site is expected to be generally in a southwesterly direction.  RBF obtained 
documentation associated with the removal of two (2) on-site USTs from the County of Los Angeles 
Department of Public Works (LACPW).  Based on a letter written by Applied Remedial Technology, 
dated August 30, 1989, groundwater in the vicinity is generally at 90 feet or deeper (based on 
unpublished data compiled by the Los Angeles County Flood Control District).   
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Section 3 HISTORICAL & REGULATORY 
SEARCHES 

The ASTM Phase I Standard (E1527-05) allows discretion in choosing from among eight standard 
sources, plus “other” non-specific sources (other non-specific sources can include newspaper 
archives and records in the files and/or personal knowledge of the property owner and/or occupants).  
The standard sources are aerial photographs, fire insurance maps, property tax files, recorded land 
title records (a chain-of-title), historical topographic maps, local street directories, building 
department records, and zoning/land use records.  The focus is on usage rather than ownership, 
which is why a chain-of-title is not sufficient by itself.  

3.1 METHODOLOGIES AND LIMITING CONDITIONS 

Historical information for the subject site was obtained from 1900 to the present. Per ASTM, 
historical uses “shall be identified from the present, back to the property’s obvious first development 
use [including agricultural and fill activities], or back to 1940, whichever is earlier.”   
 
Data failure (a subset of a data gap) occurs when all of the standard historical sources that are 
reasonably ascertainable and likely to be useful have been reviewed and yet the objectives of this 
ESA have not been met.  Data failure is not uncommon in trying to identify the use of the property at 
five-year intervals back to the first use or 1940 (whichever is earlier).  Based on the review of 
available documentation, RBF did not experience data failure.   

3.2 HISTORICAL SITE USAGE 

The following historical information is based upon review of available historical maps and 
documents, available public information, interviews, and a review of a series of historical aerial 
photographs dating from 1928 to 2002. 
 
3.2.1 Interviews 
 

3.2.1.1 Current On-Site Owner  
RBF interviewed Mr. James W. Graunke, Executive Director of the subject site since 1981, 
via questionnaire, dated March 4, 2008.  Mr. Graunke has been associated with the subject 
site for 30 years.  Mr. Graunke indicated that petroleum products, paints, and cleaners have 
been stored on the subject site.  He stated that there was an underground fuel storage tank, 
removed in 1990 in accordance with State requirements.  There were small quantities of 
paints and cleaners used on the property that are consistent with its previous operation as a 
retirement home.  Mr. Graunke stated that the historical UST was tested and there was no 
leakage, spills, or releases.  He reported that the subject site has been utilized as a 
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retirement residence since 1913; and the intended future use is also a retirement residence 
(refer to Appendix C, Documentation). 
 
3.2.1.2 Current On-Site Operator 
RBF interviewed Mr. George Cuevas, the on-site Mechanical Maintenance Supervisor, 
during the March 11, 2008 site visit.  Mr. Cuevas has been associated with the subject site 
since 1973 (to current).  During the interview, Mr. Cuevas stated that there was a diesel 
UST at the old boiler room structure.  The UST was removed and the old boiler room is 
now used for storage.  Mr. Cuevas also reported one (1) existing AST located on-site.  This 
AST, approximately 200 gallons, is located next to the existing boiler room structure and is 
associated with the back-up generator.  Secondary concrete containment was noted during 
the March 11, 2008 site inspection.  Mr. Cuevas reported that typical on-site chemicals 
include oils, paint, paint solvents, and cleaning chemicals for residential uses.  He also 
stated that there are hydraulic fluids on-site in association with elevators.  To the best of his 
knowledge, no spills associated wit hazardous materials have occurred on-site.  The subject 
site is also connected to the sewer system.  RBF noted a concrete foundation along the 
landscaped area; Mr. Cuevas stated that this was previously the location of a bench.  RBF 
also noted an on-site 55-gallon drum (on concrete); Mr. Cuevas said that this drum is used 
to store kitchen oil.  Mr. Cuevas reported that the facility has recently undergone asbestos 
and lead remediation.  Also, the structures include a basement that is used for storage of 
facility maintenance equipment, such as cleaning equipment and kitchen foods; refer to 
Appendix C, Documentation).     
  
3.2.1.3 Current On-Site Occupant 
Although the subject site includes structures associated with assisted and independent 
living, the subject site is currently vacant.  Therefore, no occupants (tenants) of the facility 
are available for interview at the time of this ESA.        
 
3.2.1.4 Regional Water Quality Control Board 
RBF contacted the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) on 
February 20, 2008, requesting all available files associated with the on-site address 2212 
Molino Avenue (APN 5845-022-016).  A staff member contacted RBF on February 26, 
2008, to report that the RWQCB does not maintain files for the requested property; refer to 
Section 3.2.2.9, File Record Review, for a detailed discussion of all records requested, and 
Appendix C, Documentation).      
 
3.2.1.5 Other Interview Sources 
No additional interviews were conducted at the time of this ESA. 
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3.2.2 Documentation 
 

3.2.2.1 Building Department Records 
Building Department Records are those records of the local government in which the 
subject site is located indicating permission of the local government to construct, alter, or 
demolish improvements on the property. The purpose for a records review is to obtain and 
review available building permit records, which would help to evaluate potentially 
recognizable environmental condition(s), which could be connected with the subject site.  
Based on the County Assessors detailed parcel information, available on-line, five (5) 
building improvements were conducted between 1940 and 1978.  Building improvement 1 
was for 102,951 square feet (1940/1952), building improvement 2 was for 179 square feet 
(1963),  building improvement 3 was for 80 square feet (1978), building improvement 4 
was for 304 square feet (1978), and building improvement 5 was for 704 square feet (1978). 

 
3.2.2.2 Recorded Land Title Records 
Recorded land titles are records usually maintained by the municipal clerk or county 
recorder of deeds which detail ownership fees, leases, land contracts, easements, liens, 
deficiencies, and other encumbrances attached to or recorded against the subject site within 
the local jurisdiction having control for or reporting responsibility to the subject site.    
However, as the current recorded land title pre-dates 1922, it is not readily available at the 
time of this ESA. 
 
3.2.2.3 Property Data 
RBF searched property data for the subject site via First American Real Estate Solutions 
and the legal description for the project site.  This data typically provides current property 
ownership information and includes information regarding on-site improvements, zoning, 
land use, transfer of last sale, and other miscellaneous structural improvements.  Property 
information was available for the subject site via First American, RealQuest Property Data; 
a parcel map for the subject site was reviewed as part of Map 5845-22, in which the subject 
site is included.  The subject site consists of APN 5845-221-16 (approximately 6.14 acres).  
APN 5845-221-16 (2212 El Molino Avenue, Altadena) has not reported a land use.   

 
3.2.2.4 City Directory Searches 
City directories, published by private companies (or sometimes the government), provide a 
chronological sequence of past site ownership, occupancy, and/or uses for a property by 
reference of an address.  This type of search is particularly effective to determine the past 
uses of developed properties.  EDR provided a City Directory Search (searched the years 
1920 through 2006) for the subject site and adjoining properties on February 20, 2008.  
According to the City Directory Search, the subject site was not listed from 1920 to 1949; 
the subject site was listed as residents and Pasa Home for the Aged in 1950, 1960, 1980, 
1985, 1995, 1999, and 2006.  Adjoining properties were not listed from 1920 to 1926.  
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Adjoining uses listed from 1927 to 2006 as residents, County Road Equipment Maintenance 
Department (751 E Calaveras Street), Altadena School (743 E Calaveras Street), Los 
Angeles County of Agricultural Department (815 E Calaveras Street), Pasa Home for the 
Aged (832 E Calaveras Street), Los Angeles County of Parks and Recreation Department 
(815 E Calaveras Street), Argonaut Productions Inc (2346 N El Molino Avenue), First 
Baptist Church of Altadena (791 E Calaveras Street), Executive Investment Services (757 E 
Mendocino Street), American Defense Preparedness Altadena Chapter (687 Colman Street), 
Apostolic Chrstian Church of Altadena (2243 N El Molino Avenue), Altadena Christian 
Childrens Center (791 E Calaveras Street), Best in the west cleaning service (2139 N El 
Molino Avenue; located greater than 150 feet south-southwest, down gradient), Eagle Tools 
(2217 El Molino Avenue), In Ecta Machinery (2217 El Molino Avenue), and Werner Floor 
Covering (2235 El Molino Avenue).     
 
3.2.2.5 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 
Sanborn maps contain detailed drawings, which indicate the location and use of structures 
on a given property during specific years. These maps were originally produced to show 
buildings in sufficient detail for insurance underwriters to evaluate fire risks and establish 
premiums, but now are utilized as a valuable source of historical and environmental risk 
information.  The available Sanborn Maps, dated from 1908 to 1960, covered the subject 
site and immediate surrounding area.  RBF’s review of the Sanborn Maps provided the 
following chronological sequence of site history (refer to Appendix C, Documentation). 
 
1908: In the 1908 Sanborn Map, the northern most portion of the subject site is visible 

and appears to consist of one (1) dwelling unit.  The subject site is bordered by 
Calaveras to the north.  Adjoining land uses consist primarily of residential and 
institutional (school) uses. An industrial (Pacific Electric RR Power HO) land uses 
is present to the northeast along Lake Avenue.   

 
1926: In the 1926 Sanborn Map, the subject site appears to consist of the Pasadena Home 

for the Aged.  Additionally, three (3) dwelling units and one (1) automobile related 
structure.  Visible adjoining land uses appear to consist of residential land uses 
(dwelling units) to the west and south.  Adjoining uses to the north and east are not 
visible. 

 
1949: In the 1949 Sanborn Map, the subject site appears to consist of the Pasadena Home 

for the Aged.  However, the facility appears to have been remodeled and expanded.  
Additionally, seven (7) other structures, one (1) automobile related structure, and 
one (1) boiler room structure are visible on the 1949 Sanborn Map.  15-22 Gal 
Chem. Extgrs are noted on-site.  Visible adjoining land uses appear to consist of 
residential land uses (dwelling units) to the west and south.  Adjoining uses to the 
north and east are not visible. 
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1958- 
1960: In the 1958 and 1960 Sanborn Maps, the subject site appears similar to that 

discussed in the 1949 Sanborn Map; however, the Pasadena Home for the Aged 
facility on-site appears to have been further expanded. 

 
Based on review of the above-referenced historical Sanborn maps, the subject site appears 
to have consisted of the Pasadena Home for the aged since prior to 1926, multiple dwelling 
units, and other facility related structures between 1926 and 1960.  Note that one (1) 
dwelling unit was visible in 1908 Sanborn Map and was no longer visible in the 1926 
Sanborn Map. 

 
3.2.2.6 Historical Topographic Maps 
RBF reviewed historical topographic maps dated 1900 through 1994 for the subject site and 
adjacent areas provided by EDR. Review of available historical topographic maps provided 
the following chronological sequence of site history.  Copies of the historical topographic 
maps as well as the most recent topographic map are presented in Appendix C, 
Documentation. 

 
1900- 
1913: In the 1900 through 1913 USGS Los Angeles (15 Minute [‘] Series), Southern CA 

Sheet 1 (60’ Series), and Pasadena (15’ Series), California Quadrangles, the 
subject site consists of vacant land.  The 1900 through 1913 Quadrangles are 
smaller scale topographic maps, which generally labels towns, rivers, peaks, and 
major land features; however, specific detail (structures and elevations, etc.) 
remains undefined.  The subject site is located within the San Pasqual area (to the 
north of the developing area of Pasadena) and topography in the general area of the 
subject site appears to be sloping to the south.  Surrounding land uses appear to 
consist of sparse structures and infrastructure.  The Los Angeles National Forest is 
located to the north of the subject site.    

 
1941: In the 1941 USGS Altadena (6’ Series), California Quadrangle on-site topography 

appears to range from 1,125 to 1,225 feet above msl and slopes to the south.  The 
subject site appears to consist of one (1) large structure and approximately two (2) 
smaller structures.  Surrounding land uses appear to consist of institutional uses 
(church and school) to the northwest and surrounding sparse structures and 
roadways.  No on-site pits, ponds, or lagoons were noted on the 1941 topographic 
map.   

 
1953: In the 1953 USGS Los Angeles and Vicinity East 4 of 4 (7.5’ Series) and Pasadena 

(7.5’ Series), California Quadrangles, one (1) large structure (Pasadena Home) and 
one (1) smaller structure are visible within the northern portion of the subject site.  
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On-site topography appears to be similar to that viewed in the 1941 topographic 
map.  Surrounding land uses appear to consist of developed land.  The Altadena 
School is visible to the northwest of the subject site.  The Eliot Jr. High School is 
visible to the east of the subject site and the Altadena Hospital is visible to the 
southeast.  Additionally, the Mountain View Cemetery and a Mausoleum are 
visible to the west of the subject site.  No on-site pits, ponds, or lagoons were noted 
on the 1953 topographic maps. 

 
1966- 
1994: In the 1966 through 1994 USGS Pasadena (7.5’ Series), California Quadrangles, 

the subject site appears to consist of multiple large structures (Pasadena Home).  
Surrounding land uses appear similar to that viewed in the 1953 topographic maps.  
Additionally, two (2) large structures and a water tank are noted to the north of the 
subject site.  One (1) water tank is also noted to the southwest of the subject site.  
No on-site pits, ponds, or lagoons were noted on the 1966 through 1994 
topographic maps. 

 
Based on review of the above-referenced historical topographic maps, the subject site 
appears to have consisted of the Pasadena Home and associated structures.   
 
3.2.2.7 Historical County Planning Maps 
Beginning in the 1930s, historical county planning maps were used by highway 
departments to disburse federal funding based on each county’s road system.  Some states 
just mapped roads, but many added cultural features such as farms and factories.  These 
features were usually shown everywhere except within city/county limits. These maps are 
especially useful in conjunction with historical topographic maps. The topographical map 
can indicate the size, shape, and location of structures, while the historical county planning 
map can identify their use.  However, this ESA has relied upon other standard historical 
information sources assumed to be either more accurate or informative than Historical 
County Planning Maps. 
 
3.2.2.8 California Department of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources 
RBF reviewed a Wildcat Map provided by the California Department of Oil, Gas, and 
Geothermal Resources (DOGGR).  These maps indicate existing and historical oil and gas 
wells within the immediate vicinity of the subject site.  Current well status for any well 
indicated on the Wildcat Maps should be confirmed at the appropriate Division of Oil and 
Gas District Office. According to the Wildcat Map W1-2 Los Angeles and Ventura 
Counties, accessed on March 22, 2008, the subject site does not appear to be located within 
an area of oil, gas, or geothermal production (refer to Appendix C, Documentation).  No 
reported oil, gas, or geothermal production wells are reported within the vicinity of the 
subject site. 
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3.2.2.9 File Record Review 
RBF requested files for the on-site APN 5845-221-16 and associated address (2212 El 
Molino Avenue) at the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), 
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), Los Angeles County Fire Department 
(LACFD), and the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (LACPW).  However, 
the RWQCB, DTSC, and LACFD (also referred to as the Los Angeles County Public 
Health) do not maintain files for the requested property.  However, LACPW did maintain 
files for the subject site, which are discussed below.   
 
The files maintained for the subject site are for the removal of two (2) USTs containing 
diesel (6,000 and 8,000 gallon capacities).  The USTs were steel/iron single walled suction 
tanks.  The closure application, submitted November 13, 1989, stated that no unauthorized 
discharge ever occurred at this site and no new USTs were installed following closure.  
According to the Final Report, dated August 30, 1989, the tanks were excavated on July 12, 
1989 and removed on July 14, 1989 under the observation of James Jordan of the Los 
Angeles County Fire Department.  The tanks were observed to be structurally sound, and no 
soil contamination was apparent.  Both tanks were triple rinsed on site by Applied Remedial 
Technology and declared clean by a Certified Industrial Hygienist.  The rinse water was 
manifested and transported to the Gibson Oil and Refining Co. facility in Bakersfield, 
California.  Soil samples from the bottom of the tank excavation were obtained by a 
Registered Geologist.  Analysis detected no hydrocarbons to be present.  The empty tanks 
were transported to American Metal Recycling, Inc. in Ontario, California for disposal.  
Backfill and compaction was achieved in each excavation by replacing the tank void with 
three quarter inch crushed rock covered by a geotextile membrane and native soil 
compacted to at least 90 percent density under observation of a soils engineer.    Based on a 
letter dated February 28, 2007, the LACPW found that all closure requirements have been 
completed. 

 
3.2.3 Aerial Photographs 
 
RBF reviewed available aerial photographs for the subject site and immediately adjacent areas to 
assist in the identification of development activities that have historically occurred on-site. Review of 
available historical aerial photographs dated 1928 through 2002 provided the following chronological 
sequence of site history.  The aerial photographs were provided by EDR and are listed in Section 6.0, 
References. Copies of these historical aerial photographs are presented in Appendix C, 
Documentation. 
 

1928- 
1956:   In the 1928 through 1956 aerial photographs, the subject site appears to consist of 

multiple on-site structures within the northern portion of the subject site and 
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agricultural land uses within the southern portion of the subject site.  Surrounding 
land uses appear to consist of residential land uses and developed land to the north.  

     
1968- 
1989: In the 1968 through 1989 aerial photographs, the subject site appears to consist of 

multiple structures.  The on-site agricultural activities visible in the 1928 through 
1956 aerial photographs are no longer visible on the 1968 aerial photograph.  
Development appears to have increased in the general area.  Surrounding land uses 
appear to be consistent with those viewed in the 1956 aerial photograph.  

 
1994- 
2002: In the 1994 and 2002 aerial photographs, the subject site appears to consist of 

multiple structures.  The structures within the southern portion of the subject site 
appear different than those viewed in the 1968 through 1989 aerial photographs.  
Surrounding land uses appear to consistent with that viewed in the 1956 through 
1989 aerial photographs.  

 
Based on review of the above-referenced historical aerial photographs, the subject site 
appears to have consisted of multiple on-site structures and historical agricultural activities.  

 
3.2.4 Other Historical Sources 
 

Other historical sources include miscellaneous maps, newspaper archives, and records in 
the files and/or personal knowledge of the property owner and/or occupants.  No other 
historical sources were reviewed during the course of this ESA.    
 

3.3 REGULATORY SOURCES 

The governmental sources have been searched by EDR (at the request of RBF) for sites within the 
subject site and within an approximate one-mile radius of the subject site boundaries.  Upon 
completion of their search, EDR provided RBF with their findings dated February 26, 2008.  RBF 
makes no claims as to the completeness or accuracy of the referenced sources.  Our review of EDR's 
findings can only be as current as their listings and may not represent all known or potential 
hazardous waste or contaminated sites.  To reduce the potential for omitting possible hazardous 
material sites on the subject site and within the surrounding area, sites may be listed in this report if 
there is any doubt as to the location because of discrepancies in map location, zip code, address, or 
other information. Refer to Appendix B, EDR Search, for a listing and description of the federal and 
state records searched. 
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3.3.1 Standard Environmental Record Searches 
 

3.3.1.1 Subject Site 
Available public records (provided by EDR) were reviewed by RBF on February 26, 2008.  
The lists that were reviewed identified the subject site as the following: 
  

 The Scripps Home (2212 El Molino Avenue):  This subject site was listed within 
the HAZNET, EMI, and LOS ANGELES CO. HMS regulatory databases.  The 
HAZNET database extracts data from the copies of hazardous waste manifests 
received each year by the DTSC.  The annual volume of manifests is typically 
700,000-1,000,000 annually, representing approximately 350,000-500,000 
shipments.  Data from non-California manifests & continuation sheets are not 
included at the present time.  Data are from the manifests submitted without 
correction, and therefore many contain some invalid values for data elements 
such as generator ID, TSD ID, waste category, and disposal method.  The source 
is the Department of Toxic Substance Control.  The Emissions Inventory (EMI) 
database maintains information on toxics and criteria pollutant emissions data 
collected by the ARB and local air pollution agencies.  The LOS ANGELES CO. 
HMS database maintains County Industrial Waste and Underground Storage 
Tank sites.  
 
The subject site has reported asbestos-containing waste.  The reported disposal 
method is “Disposal, Land Fill”.  Reported regulated releases to air were also 
reported in 1990 and 1995 (South Coast AQMD).  Additionally, the site is 
reported as a HMS facility via the County of Los Angeles.  The facility is 
reported as status “removed”. 

 
3.3.1.2 All Regulatory Listed Sites Within a One-Mile Radius of the Subject 

Site 
Thirty-two (32) listed regulatory sites are located within a one-mile radius of the subject 
site which are listed in one or more regulatory databases.  For a complete list of sites 
identified and their status, refer to the map of sites within a one-mile radius of the subject 
site contained within Appendix A, EDR Search.  Additionally, Table 2, Identified 
Regulatory Sites Within a One-Mile Radius of the Subject Site, at the end of this section, 
identifies and discusses each of these listed regulatory sites. 

 
3.3.1.3 Orphan Summary 
According to EDR’s ESA Report Desktop Reference, dated 1996, some reported sites 
(Orphan Sites) are unmappable as exact locations remain undefined.  Listings in publicly 
available records, which do not have adequate address information, are not generally 
considered practically reviewable. For the purposes of this ESA, practically reviewable is 
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defined as information provided in a manner and in a form that yields information without 
the need for extraordinary analysis of irrelevant data.  Although the location of these sites 
may be unknown, the site and detail information are often available through EDR.   

 
RBF’s review of Orphan Sites consisted of a verification that the subject site is not listed 
(i.e., referenced by name or street address) and a review to identify if any of the Orphan 
Sites cause a moderate to high potential to create an REC within the boundaries of the 
subject site.  A potential REC on the subject site caused by one or more of the Orphan Sites 
is considered to be low due to the distance from subject site. 

 
3.3.2 GeoTracker Search 

 
In addition to the EDR search mentioned above, RBF searched the subject site vicinity on 
GeoTracker.  GeoTracker was developed pursuant to a mandate by the California State Legislature to 
investigate the feasibility of establishing a statewide Geographic Information System (GIS) for 
leaking underground fuel tank (LUFT) sites and is maintained by the State Water Resources Control 
Board.  RBF makes no claims as to the completeness or accuracy of GeoTracker; our review of 
GeoTracker’s findings can only be as current as their listings and may not represent all known or 
potential hazardous waste or contaminated sites.  RBF searched all sites within GeoTraker in the 
developing area of Altadena and County of Los Angeles with the following property owner names 
“Scripps”, “Scripps Home”, “The Scripps Home”, “Pasadena Home”; the address number “2212”; the 
street names “El Molino”, “El Molino Ave”, and “El Molino Avenue”.  The following searches 
resulted in no properties listed within the boundaries of the subject site.  No RECs with respect to the 
subject site were noted via the GeoTracker search. 
 
3.3.3 Additional Environmental Record Searches 
 
No additional environmental records searches were performed during the preparation of this ESA. 
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Table 2 
IDENTIFIED SITES WITHIN A ONE-MILE RADIUS OF THE SUBJECT SITE 

 
EDR 
Map 
ID# 

Site 
Name/Address 

Direction 
from 

Subject 
Site 

Regulatory 
Database Site Status 

Potential for an 
REC on the 
Subject Site 

A1 
A2 
A3 

The Scripps Home 
2212 El Molino Avenue SUBJECT SITE 

HAZNET 
EMI 
LOS ANGELES 
CO. HMS 

Reported asbestos-containing waste; disposal 
method is reported as Disposal, Land Fill.  Reported 
regulated releases to air in 1990 and 1995 (South 
Coast AQMD).  Additionally, the site is reported as a 
HMS facility vis the County of Los Angeles.  The 
facility is reported as removed. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

4 
Maintenance District #2 
815 E Calaveras Street 

0.01-mile  
North of the 
subject stie  HIST UST Reported two (2) historical USTs containing product.   

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

B5 
Hamm E P 
2215 N Lake Avenue 

0.08-mile  
East of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners Reported historical cleaners location in 1932. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
400 feet cross-gradient) 

B6 
B7 

Gibson Michi L  
Chevron Service 
2215 N Lake Avenue 

0.08-mile  
East of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations 

Reported historical auto station location in 1965 and 
1971. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

B8 
Guest J A 
2200 N Lake Avenue 

0.08-mile  
East of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations Reported historical auto station location in 1932. 

Low  
(No contamination 
reported) 

9 
Mark Allen Cleaners 
2187 N Lake Avenue 

0.07-mile  
East of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners Reported historical cleaners location in 1951. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
300 feet cross-gradient) 

C10 
Guest J A 
2257 N Lake Avenue 

0.09-mile  
Northast of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations Reported historical auto station location in 1942. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

C11 

Tomra Pacific Inc./Ralphs 
#630 
2270 N Lake Avenue 

0.11-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site SWRCY Reporting operating facility. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

D12 
D13 

Laundromat Half Price 
2283 N Lake Avenue 

0.11-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners 

Reported historical cleaners location in 1961, 1965, 
1971, and 1976. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
550 feet up-gradient) 

14 

Republic Federal Savings 
and Loan 
2246 Lake Avenue 

0.09-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site HIST UST Reported two (2) historical USTs containing product.   

Low  
(No contamination 
reported) 

E15 
E16 
E17 

Poppy Cleaners  
2109 N Lake Avenue 

0.11-mile 
East of the 
Subject Site 

RCRA-SQG 
FINDS 
HAZNET 
CLEANERS 
EMI 
EDR Historical 
Cleaners 

Reported small quantity generator; no violations 
found.  Reported in the FINDS database.  Reported 
Halogenated solvents; disposal method is reported 
as Recycler.  Reported drycleaning and laundry 
services and also reported in EMI.  Reported 
historical cleaners location in 1970, 1971, and 1976. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
600 feet cross-gradient) 

E18 
E19 

Altadena Laundramatic 
2104 N Lake Avenue 

0.11-mile 
East of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners 

Reported historical cleaners location in 1956, 1961, 
1965, and 1971. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
600 feet cross-gradient) 

E20 
E21 

Soonberg Motors 
2095 N Lake Avenue 

0.11-mile 
East of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations 

Reported historical auto station location in 1942, 
1947, 1951, 1956, 1961, and 1965. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

D22 
D23 

Neighborhood Service 
Station 
2301 N Lake Street, 
Pasadena 

0.12-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations Reported historical auto station location in 1932. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

D24 
D25 

Franklins Mobil Service 
2305 N Lake Avenue 

0.22-mile 
North of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations 

Reported historical auto station location in 1942, 
1951, 1956, 1961, and 1965. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

F26 
F27 

Stiver and Scott 
2314 N Lake Avenue 

0.13-mile 
East of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations 

Reported historical auto station location in 1942, 
1942, 1956, 1961, 1971, and 1976. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 
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EDR 
Map 
ID# 

Site 
Name/Address 

Direction 
from 

Subject 
Site 

Regulatory 
Database Site Status 

Potential for an 
REC on the 
Subject Site 

 
F28 
F29 

 
Bryans Cleaners 
Sinrinette F K 
2336 N Lake Avenue 

 
0.15-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site 

 
 
EDR Historical 
Cleaners 

 
Reported historical cleaners location in 1951 and 
1961. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
800 feet cross-gradient) 

G30 
G31 

Hamm E P 
Victory Cleaners and Tailors 
2029 N Lake Avenue 

0.15-mile 
Southeast of 
the Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners 

Reported historical cleaners location in 1942 and 
1951. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
800 feet down-gradient) 

G32 
Sayech Tire 
2095 N Lake Avenue 

0.12-mile 
East of the 
Subject Site 

LUST 
Cortese 

Reported LUST released waste oil to soil only.  
Case closed on November 27, 1991.  Reported in 
the Cortese database. 

Low 
(Refer to site status; no 
reported contamination 
to groundwater) 

G33 
Competition Engineer 
2095 N Lake Avenue 

0.12-mile 
East of the 
Subject Site 

RCRA-SQG 
FINDS 

Reported small quantity generator; no violations 
found.  Reported in the FINDS database. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

34 
Larson Louis R 
602 Colman Street 

0.17-mile 
West of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners Reported historical cleaners location in 1971. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
850 feet cross-gradient) 

G35 
G36 
G37 
G38 

Ronnie S Automotive Service 
2012 N Lake Avenue 

0.16-mile 
Southeast of 
the Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations 
HIST UST 
LUST 
Cortese 

Reported historical auto station location in 1942, 
1947, 1956, 1961, 1965, 1971, and 1976.  Reported 
four (4) historic USTs containing product and waste 
oil.  Reported LUST released hydrocarbons to soil 
only.  Case closed on February 8, 1996.  Reported 
in the Cortese database. 

Low 
(Refer to site status; no 
contamination reported 
to groundwater) 

H39 
H40 

Victory Cleaners and Tailors 
2007 N Lake Avenue 

0.17-mile 
Southeast of 
the Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners Reported historical cleaners location in 1961. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
850 feet cross-gradient) 

H41 
Altadena Animal Hospital Inc 
2071 N Lake Avenue 

0.12-mile 
East of the 
Subject Site 

RCRA-SQG 
FINDS 

Reported small quantity generator; no violations 
found.  Reported in the FINDS database. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

H42 
H44 

T Shell Service 0 D 
T & T Shell SER 
2000 N Lake Avenue 

0.18-mile 
Southeast of 
the Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations 

Reported historical auto station location in 1961, 
1965, and 1971. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

H43 
H45 

R & V Mobil Service Station 
2000 N Lake Avenue 

0.18-mile 
Southeast of 
the Subject Site 

LUST  
Cortese 
UST 

Reported LUST released hydrocarbons to soil only.  
Case closed on September 19, 1996.  Reported in 
the Cortese database.  Reported UST. 

Low 
(Refer to site status) 

46 
Page F J 
716 New York, Long Beach 

Located greater 
than 5 miles 
southwest of 
the Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners Reported historical cleaners location in 1931. 

Low 
(Located greater than 5 
miles) 

I47 

Gustavson S Feminine 
Fashions 
2393 N Lake Avenue 

0.21-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners Reported historical cleaners location in 1971. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
1,000 feet up-gradient) 

I48 

Blewett Steph E & 
Associates 
2406 N Lake Avenue 

0.21-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Cleaners Reported historical cleaners location in 1971. 

Low 
(Located greater than 
1,200 feet up-gradient) 

J49 
J50 

Gayle’s Rocket Service 
2427 N Lake Avenue 

0.24-mile 
Northeast of the 
Subject Site 

EDR Historical 
Auto Stations 

Reported historical auto station location in 1942, 
1961, and 1965. 

Low 
(No contamination 
reported) 

51 
ARCO AM/PM 
1880 N Lake Avenue 

0.30-mile 
Southeast of 
the Subject Site 

LUST 
Cortese 

Reported LUST released gasoline to soil only.  Case 
closed August 12, 1996.  Reported in the Cortese 
database. 

Low 
(Refer to site status) 

52 
Cal Pacific Salvage Inc. 
796 Fontanet Way 

0.37-mile 
North of the 
Subject Site 

LUST 
Cortese 

Reported LUST released gasoline to soil only.  Case 
closed April 26, 1989.  Reported in the Cortese 
database. 

Low 
(Refer to site status) 

53 
Miracle Cleaners  
1277 N Lake Avenue 

0.94-mile 
South of the 
Subject Site Envirostor Reported evaluation site. 

Low  
(Located greater than ¾ 
mile down-gradient) 

Note: Map ID numbers match the site numbers indicated on the map of sites within one-mile radius contained within Appendix B, EDR Search. 
 
POTENTIAL FOR ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION KEY: 
 
Low Potential=Potential to create environmental conditions on subject site is considered to be low for one or several factors including, but not 
limited to, the following: 
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direction of groundwater flow is away from the subject site (down gradient); remedial action is underway or completed at off-site 
location; distance from subject site is considered great enough to not allow the creation of a potential environmental condition; only 
soil was affected by the occurrence; and/or reporting agency has determined no further action is necessary. 

 
Moderate Potential=Potential to create environmental condition on subject site is considered to be moderate and further investigation may be 
necessary due to one or several factors including, but not limited to, the following: 
 

occurrence reported but remedial status unknown; unable to confirm remedial action completed; proximity to subject site; 
groundwater flow is towards the subject site (up gradient). 

 
High Potential= Potential to create environmental condition on subject site is considered to be high and further investigation necessary due to 
one or several factors including the following: 
 

occurrence noted on-site and status if remedial action unknown; occurrence affected groundwater and is located up gradient from 
subject site. 
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Section 4 SITE RECONNAISSANCE 
The following section documents the result of the visual site inspection conducted by RBF on March 
11, 2008, and identifies potential areas in which an environmental condition could arise.  Refer to 
both on- and off-site photographs taken on March 11, 2008, at the end of this section as a general 
visual reference.  For information regarding results of the historical and governmental records 
searches, refer to Section 3.0, Historical and Regulatory Information Searches. 

4.1 ON-SITE OBSERVATIONS 

4.1.1 Methodology and Limiting Conditions 
 
The objective of the site reconnaissance is to obtain information indicating the likelihood of 
identifying RECs, including hazardous substances and petroleum products in connection with the 
property (including soils, surface water, and groundwater).  During the March 11, 2008 site 
inspection, RBF performed a visual observation of readily accessible areas of the subject site and 
immediately adjoining properties.  RBF did not observe the interior of the on-site residential 
structures.  The floor drains and piping, within the boiler room structures, were not chemically tested 
as part of this ESA and may be contaminated with hazardous substances in areas that are not readily 
accessible, such as deep within the drains.  Observations were limited to the exposed surface inlets to 
the floor drains.      

 
4.1.2 Description of On-Site Structures and/or Uses 
 
The site currently consists of an existing assisted and independent living facility that is composed of 
two (2) large structures.  In addition, one (1) small single family residential structure and two (2) 
boiler room structures are located on-site.  Two (2) drive entrances and parking uses are also located 
on-site.  Although structures are present, the subject site is currently vacant.  No residents occupy the 
subject site at the time of this ESA. 

 
4.1.3 Geologic, Hydrogeologic, and Topographic Conditions 
 
The majority of the subject site appeared to be fairly flat, generally sloping to the south.  Based on 
site conditions observed on March 11, 2008, the runoff associated with the subject site appeared to 
flow into the County’s storm water system, which is anticipated to generally flow in a southern 
direction.  Water features were not visible on-site during the March 11, 2008 site inspection. 
 
4.1.4 Asbestos Containing Material 

 
Asbestos is a strong, incombustible, and corrosion resistant material, which was used in many 
commercial products since prior to the 1940s and up until the early 1970s. If inhaled, asbestos fibers 
can result in serious health problems.  ACMs are building materials containing more than one percent 
(1%) asbestos (some state and regional regulators impose a one-tenth of one percent (0.1%) 
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threshold).  RBF observed evidence of asbestos remediation activities (i.e., open window, structural 
removal observed from the exterior of the structures, etc.).  Based on an interview conducted with the 
on-site Mechanical Maintenance Supervisor, during the March 11, 2008 site visit, the subject site has 
already undergone Asbestos remediation. 
 
4.1.5 Lead-Based Paints 
 
Until 1978, when the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) phased out the sale and 
distribution of residential paint containing lead, may homes were treated with paint containing some 
amount of lead.  It is estimated that over 80 percent of all housing built prior to 1978 contains some 
LBP. The mere presence of lead in paint may not constitute a material to be considered hazardous.  In 
fact, if in good condition (no flaking or pealing), most intact LBP is not considered to be a hazardous 
material.  In poor condition LBPs can create a potential health hazard for building occupants, 
especially children.  Based on an interview conducted with the on-site Mechanical Maintenance 
Supervisor, during the March 11, 2008 site visit, the subject site has already undergone LBP 
remediation.   
 
4.1.6 Solid Waste Disposal 
 
Miscellaneous debris (i.e., paint, other miscellaneous household maintenance equipment) was 
observed within the on-site boiler room structures.  Additionally, based on an interview conducted 
with the on-site Mechanical Maintenance Supervisor, during the March 11, 2008 site visit, the 
basement associated with the facility is used for storage of kitchen food and cleaning equipment. 
 
4.1.7 Utilities 
 
Utilities (overhead power lines with transformers) were noted along the northern and western 
boundary of the subject site during the March 11, 2008, site inspection.  Additionally, high voltage 
electrical equipment was visible in association with the existing on-site boiler room structure.  No 
staining or leakage was noted with respect to on-site utilities.  
 
4.1.8 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 
 
An elevator is present on-site.  RBF did not examine the interior of the senior living (residential) 
structures.  Based on an on-site interview, conducted with the Mechanical Maintenance Supervisor, 
hydraulic fluids and equipment are associated with the on-site elevator.  RBF did not examine the 
areas where the hydraulic fluids and equipment are located. 
 
Additionally, pole-mounted transformers were noted along the northern and western boundaries of the 
subject site during the March 11, 2008, site inspection.  No evidence of di-electric fluid or staining 
was noted on-site during the March 11, 2008, site inspection.     
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4.1.9 Chemical Storage Tanks (ASTs and USTs) 
 
During the March 11, 2008, site inspection the subject site was inspected for fill pipes, vent pipes, 
areas of abnormal or heavy staining, manways, manholes, access covers, concrete pads not 
homogenous with surrounding surfaces, concrete build-up areas potentially indicating pump islands, 
abandoned pumping equipment, or fuel pumps.  One (1) diesel AST associated with the on-site back-
up generator was visible.   Minor staining was noted on secondary, concrete, containment.  Although 
no evidence of USTs was noted on-site, based on historical documentation and interviews conducted, 
two (2) historic USTs have been reported adjacent to the historic boiler room structure. 
 
4.1.10 Spills 
 
No visual or physical evidence of stained catch basins, drip pads, sumps, or stained soils was 
observed during the March 11, 2008, site inspection.  However, it should be noted that minor staining 
on concrete was noted within the existing and historic boiler room structures. 
 
4.1.11 Wells 
 
No evidence of water wells was observed within the subject site during the March 11, 2008, site 
inspection. 
 
4.1.12 Pits, Ponds, Lagoons 
 
No evidence of pits, ponds, or lagoons was observed within the subject site during the March 11, 
2008, site inspection.   
 
4.1.13 Septic Systems 
 
Residential septic systems are possible receivers of household waste and can be the source for soil 
and groundwater contamination.  Active and abandoned residential structures not connected to the 
county sewer are likely to have septic systems.  Although multiple residential structures are visible 
on-site, based on interviews conducted, the subject site is connected to sewer system (refer to Section 
3.2.1, Interviews). 

4.2 OFF-SITE OBSERVATIONS 

As previously stated in Section 2.0, Physical Setting, an adjoining property is considered any real 
property or properties that the border of which is contiguous or partially contiguous with that of the 
subject site, or that would be contiguous or partially contiguous with that of the subject site but for a 
street, road, or other public thoroughfare separating them.  An adjacent property is any real property 
located within 0.25 miles of the subject site’s border. Visual observations of the publicly accessible 
portions of adjoining properties were conducted on March 11, 2008, as part of this ESA and are 
described below. 
 



Site Reconnaissance 
 
 

Montecedro Property Phase I ESA 37 

4.2.1 Current/Past Uses 
 
Off-site uses appeared to consist of residential uses to the east, south, and west of the subject site, 
which were observed during the March 11, 2008 site inspection.  Additionally, land uses to the north 
appear to vary from residential, institutional, and commercial uses.  No visible evidence to suggest 
past off-site uses was visible during the March 11, 2008 site inspection.   
 
4.2.2 Utilities 
 
Typical utilities (e.g., power lines with transformers) were noted within adjacent properties during the 
March 11, 2008, site inspection.  No staining or leaking was observed with respect to utilities during 
the March 11, 2008, site inspection.   
 
4.2.3 Chemical Storage Tanks 
 
No visible or physical evidence to indicate the presence of off-site ASTs or USTs were observed 
during the March 11, 2008 site inspection of immediately adjacent properties.   
 
4.2.4 Hazardous Materials 
 
During a preliminary observation of accessible adjoining properties on March 11, 2008, no visible or 
physical evidence was observed to suggest that a surface release of petroleum-based material has 
recently occurred.  No unusual or suspicious materials handling or storage practices were observed 
with respect to adjacent properties.   
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Section 5 FINDINGS, OPINIONS, AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
RBF has performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) in general conformance with the 
scope of services and limitations of ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05 within the Montecedro 
Property (2212 El Molino Avenue), County of Los Angeles, California; also known as the subject site 
within this ESA.  Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 1.0, 
Introduction, of this report. This ESA has revealed the following in connection with the subject site. 

5.1 FINDINGS AND OPINIONS 

The following opinions are based upon review of reasonable ascertainable referenced material 
available to RBF during the preparation of this ESA, which included historical aerial photographs, 
historical topographic maps, regulatory databases, interviews, and a site inspection: 
 
5.1.1 Site Conditions 
 
Evidence of RECs within the boundary of the subject site was observed during the March 11, 2008 
site inspection, which consist of the following: 

 
 One (1) diesel AST associated with the on-site back-up generator was visible.   Secondary, 

concrete, containment was noted. 

 
5.1.2 Public Records 
 
Available public records (provided by EDR) were reviewed by RBF on February 26, 2008.  The lists 
that were reviewed identified the subject site as the following (refer to Exhibit 4, Overview Map): 

  
 The Scripps Home (2212 El Molino Avenue):  This subject site was listed within the 

HAZNET, EMI, and LOS ANGELES CO. HMS regulatory databases.  The subject 
site has reported asbestos-containing waste.  The reported disposal method is 
“Disposal, Land Fill”.  Reported regulated releases to air were also reported in 1990 
and 1995 (South Coast AQMD).  Additionally, the site is reported as a HMS facility 
via the County of Los Angeles.  The facility is reported as status “removed”. 

 
The lists identified thirty-two (32) off-site regulatory properties located within a one-mile radius of 
the subject site (refer to Section 3.3.1, Standard Environmental Record Searches, for further 
information on off-site regulatory properties listed within a one mile radius of the subject site).   
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Additionally, an REC on the subject site caused by one or more of the Orphan Sites is considered to 
be low due to the distance from subject site. 
 
5.1.3 Historic Recognized Environmental Condition(s) 
 
The historical on-site USTs are an HREC.  However, as these USTs have been properly removed 
under the supervision of the Los Angeles County Fire Department (LCFD).   
 
5.1.4 Historical Use(s) Information 
 
Based upon the review of available historical aerial photographs, on-site agricultural uses appear to be 
present during the 1930’s through the 1960’s within the northern portion of the subject site.  
Therefore, the potential exists that adverse environmental conditions were created by historic 
agricultural activities within the northern portion of the subject site.  A combination of several 
commonly used pesticides (i.e., DDD, DDT, DDE) that are now banned may have been used 
throughout the subject site.  It should be noted that the historical use of agricultural pesticides may 
have resulted in pesticide residues of certain persistence in soil at concentrations that are considered 
to be hazardous according to established federal regulatory levels.  The primary concern with 
historical pesticide residues is human health risk from inadvertent ingestion of contaminated soil, 
particularly by children. The presence of moderately elevated pesticide residuals in soil present 
potential health and marketplace concerns. 
 
However, the subject site appeared to have been improved between 1956 and 1968, at which time, the 
on-site agricultural area was developed over.  Therefore, as the on-site soil has been heavily 
disturbed, there is a low potential for moderately elevated pesticide residuals to be present in on-site 
soils. 
 
5.1.5 Data Gaps and Limitations 
 
Data gaps were not encountered during the course of this ESA.      
 
5.1.6 Other Potential Sources of Hazardous Material 
 
The presence of hazardous materials on the subject site that may have been generated from adjacent 
properties was not visually or physically evident. 

5.2 FORMAL RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on the records and other data reviewed during the preparation of this ESA, in general 
accordance with ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-05 and the scope of services, and subject to the 
limitations thereof, the following measures are recommended: 
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5.2.1.1 Prior to Construction 
 
5.2.1.1.1 Structures 
 
The interior of individual on-site structures within the subject site should be visually inspected prior 
to demolition or renovation activities.  Should hazardous materials be encountered with any on-site 
structure, the materials should be tested and properly disposed of in accordance with state and federal 
regulatory requirements.  Any stained soils or surfaces underneath the removed materials should be 
sampled.  Results of the sampling would indicate the appropriate level of remediation efforts that may 
be required. 
 
5.2.1.2 Construction Activities 
 
5.2.1.2.3 Pole-mounted Transformers and Other Hydraulic Fluids 
 
Due to health impacts, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) banned some uses of PCBs in 
1977 and most production/use in 1979.  However, many transformers and other materials (such as 
hydraulic fluids) still contain PCBs.  PCB fluids may be present in the transformers and within the 
on-site elevator equipment.  Any transformers to be relocated or should the elevator equipment be 
removed/relocated during site construction/demolition, removal/relocation shall be conducted under 
the purview of the local utility purveyor to identify property-handling procedures regarding potential 
PCBs. 
 
5.2.1.2.4 Aboveground Storage Tank 
 
Prior to construction activities, the on-site AST and secondary containment (concrete) should be 
removed and properly disposed of at an approved landfill facility.  Once the AST and concrete are 
removed, a visual inspection of the areas beneath and around the removed materials should be 
performed.  Any stained soils observed underneath the AST and concrete should be sampled.  Results 
of the sampling (if necessary) would indicate the level of remediation efforts that may be required. 
 
5.2.1.2.5 Miscellaneous Debris 
 
All miscellaneous debris (i.e., paints, 55-gallon drums, and other miscellaneous equipment) 
should be removed off-site and properly disposed of at an approved landfill facility.  Once removed, a 
visual inspection of the areas beneath the removed materials should be performed.  Any stained soils 
observed underneath the removed materials should be sampled.  Results of the sampling (if 
necessary) would indicate the level of remediation efforts that may be required. 
 
Any on-site stained concrete shall be removed and disposed of at an appropriate permitted facility.  
Once removed, exposed soils shall be visually observed to confirm the presence/absence of staining 
(an indication of contamination migration into the subsurface).  If observed, stained soils shall be 
segregated and tested to identify appropriate remedial activities (if necessary). 
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5.2.1.2.6 Construction 
 
If unknown wastes or suspect materials are discovered during construction by the contractor, which 
he/she believes may involve hazardous waste/materials, the contractor shall: 
 

 Immediately stop work in the vicinity of the suspected contaminant, removing workers and 
the public from the area; 

 Notify the Project Engineer of the implementing agency; 

 Secure the areas as directed by the Project Engineer; and 

 Notify the implementing agency’s Hazardous Waste/Materials Coordinator. 
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Section 6 REFERENCES 
 
 

Date Approximate 
Scale Source 

1928 1”=500’ Fairchild 
1938 1”=555’ Laval 
1956 1”=400’ Fairchild 
1968 1”=480’ Teledyne 
1976 1”=666’ Teledyne 
1989 1”=666’ USGS 
1994 1”=666’ USGS 
2002 1”=666’ USGS 

Note: 1928-2002 Historical Aerial Photographs provided by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. 
 
American Society for Testing and Materials International, Standard Practice for Environmental Site 
Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process, Designation:  E 1527 – 05 
 
California Department of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR), Wildcat Map #W1-2, 
Counties of Los Angeles and Ventura, 
http://www.consrv.ca.gov/DOG/maps/Pages/d1_index_map1.aspx, accessed on March 22, 2008 
 
Department of Toxic Substance Control, request letter dated February 20, 2008; correspondence 
dated February 26, 2008 
 
EDR City Directory Abstract, Environmental Data Resources, Inc., dated February 20, 2008 
 
EDR Radius Map with GeoCheck, Environmental Data Resources, Inc., dated February 21, 2008  
 
EPA Map of Radon Zones, U.S. EPA, 1993 
 
GeoTracker, State Water Resource Control Board, accessed March 24, 2008 
 
GIS-NET, Public Web Mapping Application, County of Los Angeles Department of Regional 
Planning, http://regionalgis.co.la.ca.us/imf51/sites/gisp/jsp/launch.jsp, accessed on March 3, 2008.  
 
Google Earth Search Tools, OpenGL, ATI Technologies Inc, accessed on March 3, 2008 
 
Interview, Mr. George Cuevas, Mechanical Maintenance Supervisor, conducted on March 11, 2008 
 
Interview, Mr. James W. Graunke, Executive Director of the Scripps Home, questionnaire dated 
March 4, 2008 
 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Waste Management Division, UST Program, 
request letter dated February 20, 2008  
 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, GIS-NET, Public Web Mapping Application, 
http://regionalgis.co.la.ca.us/, accessed on March 3, 2008 
 

http://www.consrv.ca.gov/DOG/maps/Pages/d1_index_map1.aspx
http://regionalgis.co.la.ca.us/imf51/sites/gisp/jsp/launch.jsp
http://regionalgis.co.la.ca.us/
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correspondence dated February 22, 2008, February 26, 2008, and February 27, 2008 
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Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, provided by EDR, via The Sanborn Library, LLC, dated 1908 through 
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TERMINOLOGY 
 
The following definitions and descriptions of terms are from the ASTM E1527-05 standard practice 
for Environmental Site Assessments:  Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process.   
 
Abandoned property – property that can be presumed to be deserted, or an intent to relinquish 
possession or control can be inferred from the general disrepair or lack of activity thereon such that a 
reasonable person could believe that there was an intent on the part of the current owner to surrender 
rights to the property. 
 
Activity and use limitations – legal or physical restrictions or limitations on the use of, or access to, 
a site or facility:  (1) to reduce or eliminate potential exposure to hazardous substances or petroleum 
products in the soil or ground water on the property, or (2) to prevent activities that could interfere 
with the effectiveness of a response action, in order to ensure maintenance of a condition of no 
significant risk to public health or the environment.  These legal or physical restrictions, which may 
include institutional and/or engineering controls, are intended to prevent adverse impacts to 
individuals or populations that may be exposed to hazardous substances and petroleum products in 
the soil or ground water on the property. 1 
 
Actual knowledge – the knowledge actually possessed by an individual who is a real person, rather 
than an entity.  Actual knowledge is to be distinguished from constructive knowledge that is 
knowledge imputed to an individual or entity. 
 
Adjoining properties – any real property or properties the border of which is contiguous or partially 
contiguous with that of the property, or that would be contiguous or partially contiguous with that of 
the property but for a street, road, or other public thoroughfare separating them. 
 
Aerial photographs – photographs taken from an aerial platform with sufficient resolution to allow 
identification of development and activities of areas encompassing the property.  Aerial photographs 
are often available from government agencies or private collections unique to a local area. 
 
All appropriate inquiry – that inquiry constituting “all appropriate inquiry into the previous 
ownership and uses of the property consistent with good commercial or customary practice” as 
defined in CERCLA. 42 U.S.C. §9601(35)(B), that will qualify a party to a commercial real estate 
transaction for one of threshold criteria for satisfying the LLPs to CERCLA liability (42 U.S.C. 
§9601(35)(A) & (B), §9607(b)(3), §(9607(q); and §9607(r)), assuming compliance with other 
elements of the defense. 

                                                
1  The term AUL is taken from the ASTM Standard Guide E2901 to include both legal (that is, institutional) and physical (that is, 

engineering) controls within its scope.  Other agencies, organizations, and jurisdictions may define or utilize these terms differently 
(for example, EPA and California do not include physical controls within their definitions of “institutional controls.”  Department of 
Defense and International County/City Management Association use “Land Use Controls.”  The term “land use restrictions” is used 
but not defined in the Brownfields Amendments). 
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Approximate minimum search distance – the area for which records must be obtained and 
reviewed pursuant to Section 8 subject to the limitations provided in that section.  This may include 
areas outside the property and shall be measured from the nearest property boundary.  This term is 
used in lieu of radius to include irregularly shaped properties. 
 
Bona fide prospective purchaser liability protection – (42 U.S.C. §9607(r) – a person may qualify 
as a bona fide prospective purchaser if, among other requirements, such person made “all appropriate 
inquiries into the previous ownership and uses of the facility in accordance with generally accepted 
good commercial and customary standards and practices.”  Knowledge of contamination resulting 
from all appropriate inquiry would not generally preclude this liability protection.  A person must 
make all appropriate inquiry on or before the date of purchase.  The facility must have been 
purchased after January 11, 2002.   
 
Brownfields Amendments – amendments to CERCLA pursuant to the Small Business Liability 
Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act, Pub. L. No. 107-118 (2002), 42 U.S.C. §§9601 et. Seq. 
 
Building department records – those records of the local government in which the property is 
located indicating permission of the local government to construct, alter, or demolish improvements 
on the property. Often building department records are located in the building department of a 
municipality or county. 
 
Business environmental risk – a risk which can have a material environmental or environmentally-
driven impact on the business associated with the current or planned use of a parcel of commercial 
real estate, not necessarily limited to those environmental issues required to be investigated in this 
practice.  Consideration of business environmental risk issues may involve addressing one or more 
non-scope considerations2. 
 
Commercial real estate – any real property except a dwelling or property with no more than four 
dwelling units exclusively for residential use (except that a dwelling or property with no more than 
four dwelling units exclusively for residential use is included in this term when it has a commercial 
function, as in the building of such dwellings for profit).  This term includes but is not limited to 
undeveloped real property and real property used for industrial, retail, office, agricultural, other 
commercial, medical, or educational purposes:  property used for residential purposes that has more 
than four residential dwelling units; and property with no more than four dwelling units for residential 
use when it has a commercial function, as in the building of such dwellings for profit. 
 
Commercial and real estate transaction – a transfer of title to or possession of real property or 
receipt of a security interest in real property, except that it does not include transfer of title to or 
                                                
2  The ASTM E-1527-05 practice does not address whether requirements in addition to all appropriate inquiry have been met in order to 

qualify for the LLPs (including, but not limited to, continuing obligations). 
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possession of real property or the receipt of a security interest in real property or the receipt of a 
security interest in real property with respect to an individual dwelling or building containing fewer 
that five dwelling units, nor does it include the purchase of a lot or lots to construct a dwelling for 
occupancy by a purchaser, but a commercial real estate transaction does include real property 
purchased or leased by persons or entities in the business of building or developing dwelling units. 
 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System 
(CERCLIS) – the list of sites compiled by EPA that EPA has investigated or is currently 
investigating for potential hazardous substance contamination for possible inclusion on the National 
Priorities List. 
 
Construction debris – concrete, brick, asphalt, and other such building materials discarded in the 
construction of a building or other improvement to property. 
 
Contaminated public wells – public wells used for drinking water that have been designated by a 
government entity as contaminated by hazardous substances (for example, chlorinated solvents), or as 
having water unsafe to drink without treatment. 
 
Contiguous property owner liability protection – (42 U.S.C. §9607(q) – a person may qualify for 
the contiguous property owner liability protection if, among other requirements, such person owns 
real property that is contiguous to, and that is or may be contaminated by hazardous substances from 
other real property that is not owned by that person.  Furthermore, such person conducted all 
appropriate inquiry at the time of acquisition of the property and did not know or have reason to 
know that the property was or could be contaminated by a release or threatened release from the 
contiguous property.  The all appropriate inquiry must not result in knowledge of contamination.  If 
it does, then such person did “know” or “had reason to know” of contamination and would not be 
eligible for the contiguous property owner liability protection.   
 
CORRACTS list – a list maintained by EPA of hazardous waste treatment, storage, or disposal 
facilities and other RCRA-regulated facilities (due to past interim status or storage of hazardous 
waste beyond 90 days) that have been notified by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to 
undertake corrective action under RCRA.  The CORRACTS list is a subset of the EPA database that 
manages RCRA data. 
 
Data failure – a failure to achieve the historical research objectives within ASTM E1527-05 even 
after reviewing the standard historical sources (noted in ASTM E1527-05) that are reasonably 
ascertainable and likely to be useful.  Data failure is one type of data gap.  
 
Data gap – a lack of or inability to obtain information required by this practice despite good faith 
efforts by the environmental professional to gather such information.  Data gaps may result from 
incompleteness in any of the activities required by this practice, including, but not limited to site 
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reconnaissance (for example, an inability to conduct the site visit), and interviews (for example, an 
inability to interview the key site manager, regulatory officials, etc.).   
 
Demolition debris – concrete, brick, asphalt, and other such building materials discarded in the 
demolition of a building or other improvement to property. 
 
Drum – a container (typically, but not necessarily holding 55 gal (208 L) of liquid) that may be used 
to store hazardous substances or petroleum products.  
 
Dry wells – underground areas where soil has been removed and replaced with pea gravel, coarse 
sand, or large rocks.  Dry wells are used for drainage, to control storm runoff, for the collection of 
spilled liquids (intentional and non-intentional) and wastewater disposal (often illegal). 
 
Due diligence – the process of inquiring into the environmental characteristics of a parcel of 
commercial real estate or other conditions, usually in connection with a commercial real estate 
transaction.  The degree and kind of due diligence vary for different properties and differing purposes.   
 
Dwelling – structure or portion thereof used for residential habitation. 
 
Engineering controls (EC) – physical modifications to a site or facility (for example, capping, slurry 
walls, or point of use water treatment) to reduce or eliminate the potential for exposure to hazardous 
substances or petroleum products in the soil or ground water on the property.  Engineering controls 
are a type of activity and use limitation (AUL). 
 
Environmental compliance audit – the investigative process to determine if the operations of an 
existing facility are in compliance with applicable environmental laws and regulations.  This term 
should not be used to describe this practice, although an environmental compliance audit may include 
an environmental site assessment or, if prior audits are available, may be part of an environmental site 
assessment. 
 
Environmental lien – a charge, security, or encumbrance upon title to a property to secure the 
payment of a cost, damage, debt, obligation, or duty arising out of response actions, cleanup, or other 
remediation of hazardous substances or petroleum products upon a property, including (but not 
limited to) liens imposed pursuant to CERCLA 42 U.S.C. §§9607(1) & 9607(r) and similar state or 
local laws. 
 
Environmental professional – a person meeting the education, training, and experience requirements 
as set forth in 40 CFR §312.10(b).  The person may be an independent contractor or an employee of 
the user. 
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Environmental site assessment (ESA) – The process by which a person or entity seeks to determine 
if a particular parcel of real property (including improvements) is subject to recognized 
environmental conditions.  At the option of the user, an environmental site assessment may include 
more inquiry than that constituting all appropriate inquiry or, if the user is not concerned about 
qualifying for the LLPs, less inquiry than that constituting all appropriate inquiry.  An environmental 
site assessment is both different from and less rigorous than an environmental compliance audit. 
 
ERNS list – Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) emergency response notification system list 
of reported CERCLA hazardous substance releases or spills in quantities greater than the reportable 
quantity, as maintained at the National Response center.  Notification requirements for such releases 
or spills are codified in 40 CFR Parts 302 and 335. 
 
Federal Register, (FR) – publication of the United States government published daily (except for 
Federal holidays and weekends) containing all proposed and final regulations and some other 
activities of the Federal government.  When regulations become final, they are included in the Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR), as well as published in the Federal Register. 
 
Fill dirt – dirt, soil, sand, or other earth, that is obtained off-site, that is used to fill holes or 
depressions, create mounds, or otherwise artificially change the grade or elevation or real property.  It 
does not include material that is used in limited quantities for normal landscaping activities. 
 
Fire insurance maps – maps produced for private fire insurance map companies that indicate uses of 
properties at specified dates and that encompass the property.  These maps are often available at local 
libraries, historical societies, private resellers, or from the map companies who produced them. 
 
Good faith – the absence of any intention to seek an unfair advantage or to defraud another party; an 
honest and sincere intention to fulfill one’s obligations in the conduct or transaction concerned. 
 
Hazardous substance – a substance defined as a hazardous substance pursuant to CERCLA 42 
U.S.C. §9601(14), as interpreted by EPA regulations and the courts:  “(A) any substance designated 
pursuant to section 1321(b)(2)(A) of Title 33, (B) any element, compound, mixture, solution, or 
substance designated pursuant to section 902 of this title, (C) any hazardous waste having the 
characteristics identified under or listed pursuant to section 3001 of the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA), as amended, (42 U.S.C. §6921) (but not including any waste the 
regulation of which under RCRA (42 U.S.C. §§6901 et seq.) has been suspended by Act of Congress, 
(D) any toxic pollutant listed under section 1317(a) of Title 33, (E) any hazardous air pollutant listed 
under section 112 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. §7412), and (F) any imminently hazardous 
chemical substance or mixture with respect to which the Administrator (of EPA) has taken action 
pursuant to section 2606 of Title 15.  The term does not include petroleum, including crude oil or any 
fraction thereof which is not otherwise specifically listed or designated as a hazardous substance 
under subparagraphs (A) through (F) of this paragraph, and the term does not include natural gas, 
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natural gas liquids, liquefied natural gas, or synthetic gas usable for fuel (or mixtures of natural gas 
and such synthetic gas).”   
 
Hazardous waste – any hazardous waste having the characteristics identified under or listed pursuant 
to section 3001 of RCRA, as amended, (42 U.S.C. §6921) (but not including any waste the regulation 
of which under RCRA (42 U.S.C. §§6901-6992(k) has been suspended by Act of Congress).  RCRA 
is sometimes also identified as the Solid Waste Disposal Act.  RCRA defines a hazardous waste, at 
42 U.S.C. §6903, as:  “a solid waste, or combination of solid wastes, which because of its quantity, 
concentration, or physical, chemical, or infectious characteristics may – (A) cause, or significantly 
contribute to an increase in mortality or an increase in serious irreversible, or incapacitating 
reversible, illness; or (B) pose a substantial present or potential hazard to human health or the 
environment when improperly treated, stored, transported, or disposed of, or otherwise managed.” 
 
Hazardous waste/contaminated sites – sites on which a release has occurred, or is suspected to have 
occurred, of any hazardous substance, hazardous waste, or petroleum products, and that release or 
suspected release has been reported to a government entity. 
 
Historical recognized environmental condition – an environmental condition which in the past 
would have been considered a recognized environmental condition, but which may or may not be 
considered a recognized environmental condition currently.  The final decision rests with the 
environmental professional and will be influenced by the current impact of the historical recognized 
environmental condition on the property.  If a past release of any hazardous substances or petroleum 
products has occurred in connection with the property and has been remediated, with such 
remediation accepted by the responsible regulatory agency (for example, as evidenced by the issuance 
of a no further action letter or equivalent), this condition shall be considered an historical recognized 
environmental condition and included in the findings section of the Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment report.  The environmental professional shall provide an opinion of the current impact on 
the property of this historical recognized environmental condition in the opinion section of the 
report.  If this historical recognized environmental condition is determined to be a recognized 
environmental condition at the time the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment is conducted, the 
condition shall be identified as such and listed in the conclusions section of the report. 
 
IC/EC registries – databases of institutional controls or engineering controls that may be maintained 
by a Federal, State or local environmental agency for purposes of tracking sites that may contain 
residual contamination and AULs.  The names for these may vary from program to program and state 
to state, and include terms such as Declaration of Environmental Use Restriction database (Arizona), 
list of “deed restrictions” (California), environmental real covenants list (Colorado), brownfields site 
list (Indiana, Missouri, Pennsylvania). 
 
Innocent landowner defense – (42 U.S.C. §§9601(35) and 9607(b)(3)) – a person may qualify as 
one of three types of innocent landowners:  (i) a person who “did not know and had no reason to 
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know” that contamination existed on the property at the time the purchaser acquired the property; (ii) 
a government entity which acquired the property by escheat, or through any other involuntary transfer 
or acquisition, or through the exercise of eminent domain authority by purchase or condemnation; and 
(iii) a person who “acquired the facility by inheritance or bequest.” To qualify for the first type of 
innocent landowner LLP, such person must have made all appropriate inquiry, among other 
requirements, on or before the date of purchase.  Furthermore, the all appropriate inquiry must not 
have resulted in knowledge of the contamination.  If it does, then such person did “know” or “had 
reason to know” of contamination and would not be eligible for the innocent landowner defense.   
 
Institutional controls (IC) – a legal or administrative restriction (for example, “deed restrictions,” 
restrictive covenants, easements, or zoning) on the use of, or access to, a site or facility to (1) reduce 
or eliminate potential exposure to hazardous substances or petroleum products in the soil or ground 
water on the property, or (2) to prevent activities that could interfere with the effectiveness of a 
response action, in order to ensure maintenance of a condition of no significant risk to public health 
or the environment.  An institutional control is a type of Activity and Use Limitation (AUL). 
 
Interviews – those portions of ASTM E15-27-05 that are contained in Section 10 and 11 thereof and 
address questions to be asked of past and present owners, operators, and occupants of the property 
and questions to be asked of local government officials. 
 
Key site manager – the person identified by the owner or operator of a property as having good 
knowledge of the uses and physical characteristics of the property.   
 
Landfill – a place, location, tract of land, area, or premises used for the disposal of solid wastes as 
defined by state solid waste regulations.  The term is synonymous with the term solid waste disposal 
site and is also known as a garbage dump, trash dump, or similar term. 
 
Landowner Liability Protections (LLPs)  - landowner liability protections under CERCLA; these 
protections include the bona fide prospective purchaser liability protection, contiguous property 
owner liability protection, and innocent landowner defense from CERCLA liability.  See 42 U.S.C. 
§§9601(35)(A), 9601(40), 9607(b), 9607(q), 9607(r). 
 
Local government agencies – those agencies of municipal or county government having jurisdiction 
over the property.  Municipal and county government agencies include but are not limited to cities, 
parishes, townships, and similar entities. 
 
Local street directories – directories published by private (or sometimes government) sources that 
show ownership, occupancy, and/or use of sites by reference to street addresses.  Often local street 
directories are available at libraries, or historical societies, and/or local municipal offices.   
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LUST sites – state lists of leaking underground storage tank sites.  RCRA gives EPA and states, 
under cooperative agreements with EPA, authority to clean up releases from UST systems or require 
owners and operators to do so.  (42 U.S.C. §6991b). 
 
Major occupants – those tenants, subtenants, or other persons or entities each of which uses at least 
40% of the leasable area of the property or any anchor tenant when the property is a shopping center. 
 
Material safety data sheet (MSDS) – written or printed material concerning a hazardous substance 
which is prepared by chemical manufacturers, importers, and employers for hazardous chemicals 
pursuant to OSHA’s Hazard Communication Standard, 29 C.F.R. §1910.1200. 
 
Material threat – A physically observable or obvious threat which is reasonably likely to lead to a 
release that, in the opinion of the environmental professional, is threatening and might result in 
impact to public health or the environment.  An example might include an aboveground storage tank 
system that contains a hazardous substance and which shows evidence of damage.  The damage 
would represent a material threat if it is deemed serious enough that it may cause or contribute to 
tank integrity failure with release of contents to the environment. 
 
National Contingency Plan (NCP) – the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan, found at 40 C.F.R. Part 300, that is the EPA’s blueprint on how hazardous 
substances are to be cleaned up pursuant to CERCLA. 
 
National Priorities List (NPL) – list compiled by EPA pursuant to CERCLA 42 U.S.C. 
§9605(a)(8)(B) of properties with the highest priority for cleanup pursuant to EPA’s Hazard Ranking 
System.   
 
Obvious – that which is plain or evident; a condition or fact that could not be ignored or overlooked 
by a reasonable observer while visually or physically observing the property. 
 
Occupants – those tenants, subtenants, or other persons or entities using the property or a portion of 
the property. 
 
Operator – the person responsible for the overall operation of a facility. 
 
Other historical sources – any source or sources (other than those designated in ASTM E1527-05, 
Sections 8.3.4.1 through 8.3.4.8) that are credible to a reasonable person and that identify past uses of 
the property.  The term includes, but is not limited to:  miscellaneous maps, newspaper archives, 
internet sites, community organizations, local libraries, historical societies, current owners or 
occupants of neighboring properties, and records in the files and/or personal knowledge of the 
property owner and/or occupants.   
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Owner – generally the fee owner of record of the property. 
 
Petroleum exclusion – the exclusion from CERCLA liability provided in 42 U.S.C. §9601(14), as 
interpreted by the courts and EPA:  “The term (hazardous substance) does not include petroleum, 
including crude oil or any fraction thereof which is not otherwise specifically listed or designated as a 
hazardous substance under subparagraphs (A) through (F) of this paragraph, and the term does not 
include natural gas, natural gas liquids, liquefied natural gas, or synthetic gas usable for fuel (or 
mixtures of natural gas and such synthetic gas).” 
 
Petroleum products – those substances included within the meaning of the petroleum exclusion to 
CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §9601(14), as interpreted by the courts and EPA, that is:  petroleum, including 
crude oil or any fraction thereof which is not otherwise specifically listed or designated as a 
hazardous substance under Subparagraphs (A) through (F) of 42 U.S.C. §9601(14), natural gas, 
natural gas liquids, liquefied natural gas, and synthetic gas usable for fuel (or mixtures of natural gas 
and such synthetic gas).  (The word fraction refers to certain distillates of crude oil, including 
gasoline, kerosene, diesel oil, jet fuels, and fuel oil, pursuant to Standard Definitions of Petroleum 
Statistics.3)  
 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment – the process described in the ASTM E1527-05 practice. 
 
Physical setting sources – sources that provide information about the geologic, hydrogeologic, 
hydrologic, or topographic characteristics of a property.   
 
Pits, ponds, or lagoons – man-made or natural depressions in a ground surface that are likely to hold 
liquids or sludge containing hazardous substances or petroleum products.  The likelihood of such 
liquids or sludge being present is determined by evidence of factors associated with the pit, pond, or 
lagoon, including, but not limited to, discolored water, distressed vegetation, or the presence of an 
obvious wastewater discharge. 
 
Practically reviewable – information that is practically reviewable means that the information is 
provided by the source in a manner and in a form that, upon examination, yields information relevant 
to the property without the need for extraordinary analysis of irrelevant data.  The form of the 
information shall be such that the user can review the records for a limited geographic area.  Records 
that cannot be feasibly retrieved by reference to the location of the property or a geographic area in 
which the property is located are not generally practically reviewable.  Most databases of public 
records are practically reviewable if they can be obtained from the source agency by the county, city, 
zip code, or other geographic area of the facilities listed in the record system.  Records that are sorted, 
filed, organized, or maintained by the source agency only chronologically are not generally 
practically reviewable.  Listings in publicly available records which do not have adequate address 

                                                
3  Standard Definitions of Petroleum Statistics, American Petroleum Institute, Fourth Edition, 1988 
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information to be located geographically are not generally considered practically reviewable unless 
they can be obtained from the source agency in the smaller geographic area of zip codes.  Even when 
information is provided by zip code for some large databases, it is common for an unmanageable 
number of sites to be identified within a given zip code.  In these cases, it is not necessary to review 
the impact of all of the sites that are likely to be listed in any given zip code because that information 
would not be practically reviewable.  In other words, when so much data is generated that it cannot 
be feasibly reviewed for its impact on the property, it is not practically reviewable. 
 
Property – the real property that is the subject of the environmental site assessment described in the 
ASTM E1527-05 practice.  Real property includes buildings and other fixtures and improvements 
located on the property and affixed to the land. 
 
Property tax files – the files kept for property tax purposes by the local jurisdiction where the 
property is located and may include records of past ownership, appraisals, maps, sketches, photos, or 
other information that is reasonably ascertainable and pertaining to the property.   
 
Publicly available – information that is publicly available means that the source of the information 
allows access to the information by anyone upon request. 
 
RCRA generators – those persons or entities that generate hazardous wastes, as defined and 
regulated by RCRA. 
 
RCRA generators list – list kept by EPA of those persons or entities that generate hazardous wastes 
as defined and regulated by RCRA. 
 
RCRA TSD facilities – those facilities on which treatment, storage, and/or disposal of hazardous 
wastes takes place, as defined and regulated by RCRA. 
 
RCRA TSD facilities list – list kept by EPA of those facilities on which treatment, storage, and/or 
disposal of hazardous wastes takes place, as defined and regulated by RCRA. 
 
Reasonably ascertainable – information that is (1) publicly available, (2) obtainable from is source 
with reasonable time and cost constraints, and (3) practically reviewable. 
 
Recognized environmental conditions – the presence or likely presence of any hazardous substance 
or petroleum products on a property under conditions that indicate an existing release, a past release, 
or a material threat of a release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products into structures on 
the property or into the ground, ground water, or surface water of the property.  The term includes 
hazardous substances or petroleum products even under conditions in compliance with laws.  The 
term is not intended to include de minimis conditions that generally do not present a threat to human 
health or the environment and that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement action if 
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brought to the attention of appropriate governmental agencies.  Conditions determined to be de 
minimis are not recognized environmental conditions. 
 
Recorded land title records – records of historical fee ownership, which may include leases, land 
contracts, and AULs on or of the property recorded in the place where land title records are, by law or 
custom, recorded for the local jurisdiction in which the property is located.  (Often such records are 
kept by a municipal or county recorder or clerk.)  Such records may be obtained from title companies 
or directly from the local government agency.  Information about the title to the property that is 
recorded in a U.S. district court or any place other than where land title records are, by law or custom, 
recorded for the local jurisdiction in which the property is located, are not considered part of recorded 
land title records.   
 
Records of emergency release notifications EPCRA – (42 U.S.C. §11004) – requires operators of 
facilities to notify their local emergency planning committee (as defined in EPCRA) and state 
emergency response commission (as defined in EPCRA) and state emergency response commission 
(as defined in EPCRA) of any release beyond the facility’s boundary of any reportable quantity of 
any extremely hazardous substance.  Often the local fire department is the local emergency planning 
committee.  Records of such notifications are “Records of Emergency Release Notifications” (42 
U.S.C. 11004). 
 
Records review – that part that is contained in Section 8 of the ASTM E1527-05 practice addresses 
which records shall or may be reviewed. 
 
Report  - the written report prepared by the environmental professional and constituting part of a 
“Phase I Environmental Site Assessment,” as required by the ASTM E1527-05 practice. 
 
Site reconnaissance – that part that is contained in Section 9 of the ASTM E1527-05 practice and 
addresses what should be done in connection with the site visit.  The site reconnaissance includes, but 
is not limited to, the site visit done in connection with such a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment. 
 
Site visit – the visit to the property during which observations are made constituting the site 
reconnaissance section of the ASTM E1527-05 practice. 
 
Solid waste disposal site – a place, location, tract of land, area, or premises used for the disposal of 
solid wastes as defined by state solid waste regulations.  The term is synonymous with the term 
landfill and is also known as a garbage dump, trash dump, or similar term. 
 
Solvent – a chemical compound that is capable of dissolving another substance and may itself be a 
hazardous substance, used in a number of manufacturing/industrial processes including but not 
limited to the manufacture of paints and coatings for industrial and household purpose, equipment 
clean-up, and surface degreasing in metal fabricating industries. 
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Standard environmental record sources – those records specified in Section 8.2.1 of the ASTM 
E1527-05 practice. 
 
Standard historical sources – those sources of information about the history of uses of property 
specified in Section 8.3.4 of the ASTM E1527-05 practice. 
 
Standard physical setting source – a current (USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map (if any) showing 
the area on which the property is located.   
 
Standard practice – the activities set forth in the ASTM E1527-05 practice. 
 
Standard sources – sources of environmental, physical setting, or historical records specified in 
section 8 of the ASTM E1527-05 practice. 
 
State registered USTs – state lists of underground storage tanks required to be registered under 
Subtitle I, Section 9002 of RCRA. 
 
Sump – a pit, cistern, cesspool, or similar receptacle where liquids drain, collect, or are stored. 
 
TSD facility – treatment, storage, or disposal facility (see RCRA TSD facilities). 
 
Underground injection – the emplacement or discharge of fluids into the subsurface by means of a 
well, improved sinkhole, sewage drain hole, subsurface fluid distribution system or other system, or 
ground water point source. 
 
Underground storage tank (UST) – any tank, including underground piping connected to the tank, 
that is or has been used to contain hazardous substances or petroleum products and the volume of 
which is 10% or more beneath the surface of the ground. 
 
User – the party seeking to use Practice E 1527 to complete and environmental site assessment of the 
property.  A user may include, without limitation, a potential purchaser of property, a potential tenant 
of property, an owner of property, a lender, or a property manager.  The user has specific obligations 
for completing a successful application of ASTM E1527-05 practice as outlined in Section 6 of the 
practice. 
 
USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map – the map (if any) available from or produced by the United 
States Geological Survey entitled “USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map,” and showing the property. 
 
Visually and/or physically observed – during a site visit pursuant to the ASTM E1527-05 practice, 
this term means observations made by vision while walking through a property and the structures 
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located on it and observations made by the sense of smell, particularly observations of noxious or foul 
odors.  The term “walking through” is not meant to imply that disabled persons who cannot 
physically walk may not conduct a site visit; they may do so by the means at their disposal for 
moving through the property and the structures located on it.  
 
Wastewater – water that (1) is or has been used in an industrial or manufacturing process, (2) 
conveys or has convey sewage, or (3) is directly related to manufacturing, processing, or raw 
materials storage areas at an industrial plant.  Wastewater does not include water originating on or 
passing through or adjacent to a site, such as stormwater flows, that has not been used in industrial or 
manufacturing processes, has not been combined with sewage, or is not directly related to 
manufacturing, processing, or raw materials storage areas at an industrial plant. 
 
Zoning/land use records – those records of the local government in which the property is located 
indicating the uses permitted by the local government in particular zones within its jurisdiction.  The 
records may consist of maps and/or written records.  They are often located in the planning 
department of a municipality or county. 
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A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-05) or custom requirements developed for the evaluation of
environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

2212 EL MOLINO AVENUE
ALTADENA, CA 91001

COORDINATES

34.183660 - 34˚ 11’ 1.2’’Latitude (North): 
118.134380 - 118˚ 8’ 3.8’’Longitude (West): 
Zone 11Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
395463.6UTM X (Meters): 
3782906.5UTM Y (Meters): 
1190 ft. above sea levelElevation:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

34118-B2 PASADENA, CATarget Property Map:
1994Most Recent Revision:

34118-B1 MOUNT WILSON, CAEast Map:
1994Most Recent Revision:

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was identified in the following records. For more information on this
property see page 6 of the attached EDR Radius Map report:

 EPA IDDatabase(s)Site

THE SCRIPPS HOME
2212 N EL MOLINO
ALTADENA, CA  91001

   N/AHAZNET

THE SCRIPPS HOME
2212 N EL MOLINO AV
ALTADENA, CA  91001

   N/AEMI

SCRIPPS RETIREMENT HOME
2212 N EL MOLINO
UNINCORPORATED, CA  

   N/ALOS ANGELES CO. HMS
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DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

FEDERAL RECORDS

NPL National Priority List
Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority List Sites
Delisted NPL National Priority List Deletions
NPL LIENS Federal Superfund Liens
CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
CERC-NFRAP CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
LIENS 2 CERCLA Lien Information
CORRACTS Corrective Action Report
RCRA-TSDF RCRA - Transporters, Storage and Disposal
RCRA-LQG RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRA-CESQG RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator
RCRA-NonGen RCRA - Non Generators
US ENG CONTROLS Engineering Controls Sites List
US INST CONTROL Sites with Institutional Controls
ERNS Emergency Response Notification System
HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
DOT OPS Incident and Accident Data
US CDL Clandestine Drug Labs
US BROWNFIELDS A Listing of Brownfields Sites
DOD Department of Defense Sites
FUDS Formerly Used Defense Sites
LUCIS Land Use Control Information System
CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
ROD Records Of Decision
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
DEBRIS REGION 9 Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
ODI Open Dump Inventory
MINES Mines Master Index File
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act
FTTS FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide
                                                Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
HIST FTTS FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems
INDIAN ODI Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands
ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System
PADS PCB Activity Database System
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System
RADINFO Radiation Information Database
FINDS Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System

STATE AND LOCAL RECORDS

HIST Cal-Sites Historical Calsites Database
CA BOND EXP. PLAN Bond Expenditure Plan
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SCH School Property Evaluation Program
Toxic Pits Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Sites
SWF/LF Solid Waste Information System
CA WDS Waste Discharge System
WMUDS/SWAT Waste Management Unit Database
CA FID UST Facility Inventory Database
SLIC Statewide SLIC Cases
AOCONCERN San Gabriel Valley Areas of Concern
AST Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
LIENS Environmental Liens Listing
SWEEPS UST SWEEPS UST Listing
CHMIRS California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
Notify 65 Proposition 65 Records
LA Co. Site Mitigation Site Mitigation List
DEED Deed Restriction Listing
VCP Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
WIP Well Investigation Program Case List
CDL Clandestine Drug Labs
RESPONSE State Response Sites
HAULERS Registered Waste Tire Haulers Listing

TRIBAL RECORDS

INDIAN RESERV Indian Reservations
INDIAN LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
INDIAN UST Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

Manufactured Gas Plants EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were identified in the following databases.

Elevations have been determined from the USGS Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated on
a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
should be field verified. Sites with an elevation equal to or higher than the target property have been
differentiated below from sites with an elevation lower than the target property.
Page numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed
data on individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.

FEDERAL RECORDS

RCRA-SQG: RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA)
of 1984.  The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or
dispose of hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).  Small quantity
generators (SQGs) generate between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

     A review of the RCRA-SQG list, as provided by EDR, and dated 09/11/2007 has revealed that there are 3
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     RCRA-SQG sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

11E15ESE0 - 1/8  2109 N LAKE AVE     POPPY CLEANERS THE
24G33SE1/8 - 1/4  2095 N LAKE     COMPETITION ENGINEER
30H41SE1/8 - 1/4  2071 N LAKE AVE     ALTADENA ANIMAL HOSPITAL INC

STATE AND LOCAL RECORDS

CORTESE: This database identifies public drinking water wells with detectable levels of
contamination, hazardous substance sites selected for remedial action, sites with known toxic material
identified through the abandoned site assessment program, sites with USTs having a reportable release and all
solid waste disposal facilities from which there is known migration. The source is the California
Environmental Protection Agency/Office of Emergency Information.

     A review of the Cortese list, as provided by EDR, and dated 04/01/2001 has revealed that there are 5
     Cortese sites within approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

3852NNE1/4 - 1/2  796 FONTANET WY     CAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

21G32SE1/8 - 1/4  2095 LAKE AVE N     SAYECH TIRE
27G38SE1/8 - 1/4  2012 LAKE AVE N     RONNIE’S AUTO SERVICE
32H43SE1/8 - 1/4  2000 LAKE AVE N     R & V MOBIL S/S
3651SSE1/4 - 1/2  1880 LAKE AVE N     ARCO AM/PM

SWRCY: A listing of recycling facilities in California.

     A review of the SWRCY list, as provided by EDR, and dated 01/07/2008 has revealed that there is 1
     SWRCY site  within approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

9C11NE0 - 1/8  2270 N LAKE AVE     TOMRA PACIFIC INC/RALPHS #630

LUST: The Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports contain an inventory of reported
leaking underground storage tank incidents. The data come from the State Water Resources Control Board Leaking
Underground Storage Tank Information System.

     A review of the LUST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 01/07/2008 has revealed that there are 5
     LUST sites within approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

3852NNE1/4 - 1/2  796 FONTANET WY     CAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC.
Facility Status: Case Closed

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

21G32SE1/8 - 1/4  2095 LAKE AVE N     SAYECH TIRE
Facility Status: Case Closed
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PageMap IDDist / Dir  Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

27G38SE1/8 - 1/4  2012 LAKE AVE N     RONNIE’S AUTO SERVICE
Facility Status: Case Closed

32H43SE1/8 - 1/4  2000 LAKE AVE N     R & V MOBIL S/S
Facility Status: Case Closed

3651SSE1/4 - 1/2  1880 LAKE AVE N     ARCO AM/PM
Facility Status: Case Closed

UST: The Underground Storage Tank database contains registered USTs. USTs are regulated under
Subtitle I of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). The data come from the State Water Resources
Control Board’s Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database.

     A review of the UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 01/07/2008 has revealed that there is 1 UST
     site  within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

34H45SE1/8 - 1/4  2000 LAKE AVE     R&V MOBIL AUTO CENTER

HIST UST: Historical UST Registered Database.

     A review of the HIST UST list, as provided by EDR, and dated 10/15/1990 has revealed that there are 3
     HIST UST sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

740 - 1/8  815 E CALAVERAS ST     MAINTENANCE DISTRICT #2
1114E0 - 1/8  2246 LAKE AVE     REPUBLIC FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOA

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

26G36SE1/8 - 1/4  2012 LAKE AVE     RONNIE’S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE

DRYCLEANERS: A list of drycleaner related facilities that have EPA ID numbers. These are facilities
with certain SIC codes: power laundries, family and commercial; garment pressing and cleaners’ agents; linen
supply; coin-operated laundries and cleaning; drycleaning plants except rugs; carpet and upholster cleaning;
industrial launderers; laundry and garment services.

     A review of the CLEANERS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 07/31/2007 has revealed that there is 1
     CLEANERS site  within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

11E15ESE0 - 1/8  2109 N LAKE AVE     POPPY CLEANERS THE
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ENVIROSTOR: The Department of Toxic Substances Control’s (DTSC’s) Site Mitigation and Brownfields
Reuse Program’s (SMBRP’s) EnviroStor database identifes sites that have known contamination or sites for which
there may be reasons to investigate further.  The database includes the following site types: Federal
Superfund sites (National Priorities List (NPL)); State Response, including Military Facilities and State
Superfund; Voluntary Cleanup; and School sites.  EnviroStor provides similar information to the information
that was available in CalSites, and provides additional site information, including, but not limited to,
identification of formerly-contaminated properties that have been released for reuse, properties where
environmental deed restrictions have been recorded to prevent inappropriate land uses, and risk
characterization information that is used to assess potential impacts to public health and the environment at
contaminated sites.

     A review of the ENVIROSTOR list, as provided by EDR, and dated 11/27/2007 has revealed that there is
     1 ENVIROSTOR site  within approximately 1 mile  of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

4153S1/2 - 1  1277 N.LAKE AVE.     MIRACLE CLEANERS
Facility Status: Refer: 1248 Local Agency

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Historical Auto Stations: EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected
listings of potential gas station/filling station/service station sites that were available to EDR
researchers.  EDR’s review was limited to those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include
gas station/filling station/service station establishments.  The categories reviewed included, but were not
limited to gas, gas station, gasoline station, filling station, auto, automobile repair, auto service station,
service station, etc.

     A review of the EDR Historical Auto Stations list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there are 19
     EDR Historical Auto Stations sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

8B6E0 - 1/8  2215   N LAKE AVE     GIBSON MICHI L CHEVRON SERVICE
8B7E0 - 1/8  2215   N LAKE AV     GIBSON MICHI L CHEVRON SERVICE
9B8ESE0 - 1/8  2200   N LAKE AVE     GUEST J A
9C10ENE0 - 1/8  2257   N LAKE AV     GUEST J A
18D22NE0 - 1/8  2301   N LAKE ST     NEIGHBORHOOD SERV STA
18D23NE0 - 1/8  2301   N LAKE     NEIGHBORHOOD SERV STA
19D24NE1/8 - 1/4  2305   N LAKE AV     FRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICE
19D25NE1/8 - 1/4  2305   N LAKE AVE     FRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICE
19F26NE1/8 - 1/4  2314   N LAKE AVE     STIVER & SCOTT
20F27NE1/8 - 1/4  2314   N LAKE AV     STIVER & SCOTT
21F29NNE1/8 - 1/4  2336   N LAKE AV     SINRINETTE F K
35J49NNE1/8 - 1/4  2427   N LAKE AVE     GAYLE S ROCKET SERVICE
36J50NNE1/8 - 1/4  2427   N LAKE AV     GAYLE S ROCKET SERVICE

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

17E20ESE0 - 1/8  2095   N LAKE AV     SOONBERG MOTORS
18E21ESE0 - 1/8  2095   N LAKE AVE     SOONBERG MOTORS
25G35SE1/8 - 1/4  2012   N LAKE AVE     RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE
27G37SE1/8 - 1/4  2012   N LAKE AV     RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE
31H42SE1/8 - 1/4  2000   N LAKE AV     T SHELL SERVICE 0 D
34H44SE1/8 - 1/4  2000   N LAKE AVE     T & T SHELL SER
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EDR Historical Cleaners: EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected
listings of potential dry cleaner sites that were available to EDR researchers.  EDR’s review was limited to
those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include dry cleaning establishments.  The categories
reviewed included, but were not limited to dry cleaners, cleaners, laundry, laundromat, cleaning/laundry, wash
& dry etc.

     A review of the EDR Historical Cleaners list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there are 17 EDR
     Historical Cleaners sites within approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

8B5E0 - 1/8  2215   N LAKE AV     HAMM E P
99ESE0 - 1/8  2187   N LAKE AV     MARK ALLEN CLEANERS
10D12NE0 - 1/8  2283   N LAKE AVE     LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICE
10D13NE0 - 1/8  2283   N LAKE AV     LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICE
20F28NNE1/8 - 1/4  2336   N LAKE AVE     BRYAN S CLEANERS
35I47NNE1/8 - 1/4  2393   N LAKE AV     GUSTAVSON S FEMININE FASHIONS
35I48NNE1/8 - 1/4  2406   N LAKE AV     BLEWETT STEPH E & ASSOCIATES

PageMap IDDist / Dir     Address     Lower Elevation ____________________     ________     ____________________

15E16ESE0 - 1/8  2109   N LAKE AV     POPPY CLEANERS & DYERS
16E17ESE0 - 1/8  2109   N LAKE AVE     POPPY CLEANERS & DYERS
16E18ESE0 - 1/8  2104   N LAKE AV     ALTADENA LAUNDRAMATIC
16E19ESE0 - 1/8  2104   N LAKE AVE     ALTADENA LAUNDRAMATIC
21G30SE1/8 - 1/4  2029   N LAKE AVE     HAMM E P
21G31SE1/8 - 1/4  2029   N LAKE AV     VICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORS
2534WNW1/8 - 1/4  602   COLMAN ST     LARSON LOUIS R
30H39SE1/8 - 1/4  2007   N LAKE AV     VICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORS
30H40SE1/8 - 1/4  2007   N LAKE AVE     VICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORS
3546SSW1/8 - 1/4  716   NEW YORK     PAGE F J
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Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped:

Database(s)Site Name ________________________

HAZNET, LUST, CHMIRS1X MCKESSON DRUG CO
SWF/LFCALTRANS ALTADENA MAINTENANCE LVTO
HIST USTOAK FLAT

http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=6AX76K4zAXl1Xm1w7NuZ3xJ5KTqR4woizPoJADrMX95jlkGC1FyY4qNSmVQF1oAAw9Be3DESNEOEuYgRZkRY4yWsx.ayJTOC5kfbCa4LTFT3qNUeRcQBAs7iwlRHoNpwi3Ou7x.CPmTtohFPJICL9FvcDd13rQKhMvrG6wq1Ajx1Xm977ebq30orKTGL4rL3zJQK9h5qXhTGlX.W1P4o3fx4m1N41zZowgVr5zfdN.d4uNvNZ8rF55TPxPDqJNzq5WrS4O0uTmVzqXhIR8av3rI4wKBgowiViZd1BS4DPY0dolPoJCkf6xtRAppbX6ao7mdA4FALKCOQ4xZczx7B3KzSX18llenf1qfC5i.MmKD11IYUwWAk47.eNCzLutsbZ.BZ7pP7x6pwJItP5AqrBVLIToPeqj9iRc1sBm6fw.qnoCoJimNp9navPYqOooBFJjvq6ISjD8KHrTWcMYNn2Cjp9GqW5.64jRB.5t1rkFDQGY7QCobkvqBOFGZVykr0YSvQ69FLAwrJXGdI7uJI4pu1KFya4bvIzpDo36lGX7LGlu.N13YgV3JumvDl1sUAwrIT43cHNRtPu.RcZ6lN3qGFxGbXJZXg5Fu08oPzTnXGqqchRFzR90NowZxHoqKriHQZ7onePaShoY85J7QY5sIhDdMnrsPBMPhl7LaQ9zvp5Vvujsqk8FRkka05GEzmCLwXBPZMFEetyM8vYifE3
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=6AX76K4zAXl1Xm1w7NuZ3xJ5KTqR4woizPoJADrMX95jlkGC1FyY4qNSmVQF1oAAw9Be3DESNEOEuYgRZkRY4yWsx.ayJTOC5kfbCa4LTFT3qNUeRcQBAs7iwlRHoNpwi3Ou7x.CPmTtohFPJICL9FvcDd13rQKhMvrG6wq1Ajx1Xm977ebq30orKTGL4rL3zJQK9h5qXhTGlX.W1P4o3fx4m1N41zZowgVr5zfdN.d4uNvNZ8rF55TPxPDqJNzq5WrS4O0uTmVzqXhIR8av3rI4wKBgowiViZd1BS4DPY0dolPoJCkf6xtRAppbX6ao7mdA4FALKCOQ4xZczx7B3KzSX18llenf1qfC5i.MmKD11IYUwWAk47.eNCzLutsbZ.BZ7pP7x6pwJItP5AqrBVLIToPeqj9iRc1sBm6fw.qnoCoJimNp9navPYqOooBFJjvq6ISjD8KHrTWcMYNn2Cjp9GqW5.64jRB.5t1rkFDQGY7QCobkvqBOFGZVykr0YSvQ69FLAwrJXGdI7uJI4pu1KFya4bvIzpDo36lGX7LGlu.N13YgV3JumvDl1sUAwrIT43cHNRtPu.RcZ6lN3qGFxGbXJZXg5Fu0AoPzTnXGqqchRFzRB0NowZxHoqKriHQZ9onePaShoY85J7QY6sIhDdMnrsPBMPhl7LaQ9zvp5VvujsqkAFRkka05GEzmCLwX5PZMFEetyM8vYifE3
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=6AX76K4zAXl1Xm1w7NuZ3xJ5KTqR4woizPoJADrMX95jlkGC1FyY4qNSmVQF1oAAw9Be3DESNEOEuYgRZkRY4yWsx.ayJTOC5kfbCa4LTFT3qNUeRcQBAs7iwlRHoNpwi3Ou7x.CPmTtohFPJICL9FvcDd13rQKhMvrG6wq1Ajx1Xm977ebq30orKTGL4rL3zJQK9h5qXhTGlX.W1P4o3fx4m1N41zZowgVr5zfdN.d4uNvNZ8rF55TPxPDqJNzq5WrS4O0uTmVzqXhIR8av3rI4wKBgowiViZd1BS4DPY0dolPoJCkf6xtRAppbX6ao7mdA4FALKCOQ4xZczx7B3KzSX18llenf1qfC5i.MmKD11IYUwWAk47.eNCzLutsbZ.BZ7pP7x6pwJItP5AqrBVLIToPeqj9iRc1sBm6fw.qnoCoJimNp9navPYqOooBFJjvq6ISjD8KHrTWcMYNn2Cjp9GqW5.64jRB.5t1rkFDQGY7QCobkvqBOFGZVykr0YSvQ69FLAwrJXGdI7uJI4pu1KFya4bvIzpDo36lGX7LGlu.N13YgX3JumvDl1sUAwrIT33cHNRtPu.RcZ6lN3qGFxGbXJZXg5Fu04oPzTnXGqqchRFzR80NowZxHoqKriHQZ9onePaShoY85J7QY9sIhDdMnrsPBMPhl7LaQ9zvp5Vvujsqk3FRkka05GEzmCLwXBPZMFEetyM8vYifE3
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

FEDERAL RECORDS

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000NPL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Proposed NPL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Delisted NPL
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPL LIENS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500CERCLIS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500CERC-NFRAP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLIENS 2
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CORRACTS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500RCRA-TSDF
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-LQG
    3  NR   NR    NR      2    1 0.250RCRA-SQG
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-CESQG
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRCRA-NonGen
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US ENG CONTROLS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US INST CONTROL
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPERNS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHMIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPDOT OPS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCDL
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US BROWNFIELDS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000DOD
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000FUDS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500LUCIS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CONSENT
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000ROD
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500UMTRA
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500DEBRIS REGION 9
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ODI
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250MINES
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTRIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTSCA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHIST FTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSSTS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN ODI
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPICIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPADS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPMLTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRADINFO
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFINDS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRAATS

STATE AND LOCAL RECORDS

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Hist Cal-Sites
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CA Bond Exp. Plan
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250SCH
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Toxic Pits

TC2148863.2s   Page 4



MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500State Landfill
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCA WDS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500WMUDS/SWAT
    5  NR   NR      2      3    0 0.500Cortese
    1  NR   NR      0      0    1 0.500SWRCY
    5  NR   NR      2      3    0 0.500LUST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CA FID UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SLIC
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000AOCONCERN
    1  NR   NR    NR      1    0 0.250UST
    3  NR   NR    NR      1    2 0.250HIST UST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250AST
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLIENS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250SWEEPS UST
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCHMIRS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Notify 65
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLA Co. Site Mitigation
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500DEED
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VCP
    1  NR   NR    NR      0    1 0.250DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250WIP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TP      XLos Angeles Co. HMS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCDL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000RESPONSE
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TP      XHAZNET
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TP      XEMI
    1  NR     1      0      0    0 1.000ENVIROSTOR
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHAULERS

TRIBAL RECORDS

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000INDIAN RESERV
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN LUST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250INDIAN UST

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Manufactured Gas Plants
   19  NR   NR    NR     11    8 0.250EDR Historical Auto Stations
   17  NR   NR    NR      9    8 0.250EDR Historical Cleaners

NOTES:

   TP = Target Property

   NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance

   Sites may be listed in more than one database
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

     Los AngelesFacility County:
     1.6856Tons:
     Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
     Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
     Los AngelesTSD County:
     CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
     Los AngelesGen County:
     ALTADENA, CA 910010000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2212 N EL MOLINOMailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     0000000000Telephone:
     THE SCRIPPS HOMEContact:
     CAC000878528Gepaid:

     Los AngelesFacility County:
     10.1136Tons:
     Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
     Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
     Los AngelesTSD County:
     CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
     Los AngelesGen County:
     ALTADENA, CA 910010000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2212 N EL MOLINOMailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     0000000000Telephone:
     THE SCRIPPS HOMEContact:
     CAC000878528Gepaid:

HAZNET:

Site 1 of 3 in cluster A

Actual:
1190 ft.

Property ALTADENA, CA  91001
Target 2212 N EL MOLINO    N/A
A1 HAZNETTHE SCRIPPS HOME S103642836

                                              0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers & Smllr Tons/Yr:
                                              0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr:
                                              0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                              1NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                              0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule:
                                              Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System:
                                              SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name:
                                              8731SIC Code:
                                              SCAir District Name:
                                              18290Facility ID:
                                              SCAir Basin:
                                              19Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              1990Year:

EMI:

Site 2 of 3 in cluster A

Actual:
1190 ft.

Property ALTADENA, CA  91001
Target 2212 N EL MOLINO AV    N/A
A2 EMITHE SCRIPPS HOME S106840982
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                                              0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers & Smllr Tons/Yr:
                                              0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr:
                                              0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                              0NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                              0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule:
                                              Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System:
                                              SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name:
                                              8731SIC Code:
                                              SCAir District Name:
                                              18290Facility ID:
                                              SCAir Basin:
                                              19Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              1995Year:

THE SCRIPPS HOME  (Continued) S106840982

Not reportedFacility Type:
Not reportedPermit Status:
Not reportedPermit Number:
3Area:
RemovedFacility Status:
014357-014935Facility Id:
LARegion:

LOS ANGELES CO. HMS:

Site 3 of 3 in cluster A

Actual:
1190 ft.

Property UNINCORPORATED, CA  
Target 2212 N EL MOLINO    N/A
A3 LOS ANGELES CO. HMSSCRIPPS RETIREMENT HOME S102058580

     3/16 inchesTank Construction:
     REGULARType of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00002000Tank Capacity:
     1976Year Installed:
     RD524A-RGContainer Num:
     001Tank Num:

     LOS ANGELES, CA 90033Owner City,St,Zip:
     1540 ALCAZAR ST.Owner Address:
     LOS ANGELES COUNTY ROAD DEPARTOwner Name:
     8182493094Telephone:
     JIM MAHONEYContact Name:
     0002Total Tanks:
     COUNTY GOVERNMENTOther Type:
     OtherFacility Type:
     00000033883Facility ID:
     STATERegion:

HIST UST:

1 ft.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1210 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  91001
815 E CALAVERAS ST    N/A

4 HIST USTMAINTENANCE DISTRICT #2 U001566405

TC2148863.2s   Page 7



MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

     Stock InventorLeak Detection:
     3/16 inchesTank Construction:
     DIESELType of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00000600Tank Capacity:
     Not reportedYear Installed:
     RD524A-DContainer Num:
     002Tank Num:

     Stock InventorLeak Detection:

MAINTENANCE DISTRICT #2  (Continued) U001566405

          CLOTHES PRESSERS AND CLEANERSType:
          1932Year:
          HAMM E PName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

416 ft. Site 1 of 4 in cluster B
0.079 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1215 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
East 2215   N LAKE AV    N/A
B5 EDR Historical CleanersHAMM E P 1009163324

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1971Year:
          GIBSON MICHI L CHEVRON SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          MEYERI GEO L CHEVRON SERVICEName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

416 ft. Site 2 of 4 in cluster B
0.079 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1215 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
East 2215   N LAKE AVE    N/A
B6 EDR Historical Auto StationsGIBSON MICHI L CHEVRON SERVICE 1009019135

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1971Year:
          GIBSON MICHI L CHEVRON SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          MEYERI GEO L CHEVRON SERVICEName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

416 ft. Site 3 of 4 in cluster B
0.079 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1215 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  
East 2215   N LAKE AV    N/A
B7 EDR Historical Auto StationsGIBSON MICHI L CHEVRON SERVICE 1009050640

TC2148863.2s   Page 8



MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1932Year:
          GUEST J AName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1932Year:
          GUEST J AName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1932Year:
          GARRISON C CName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1932Year:
          GARRISON C CName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

429 ft. Site 4 of 4 in cluster B
0.081 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1211 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
ESE 2200   N LAKE AVE    N/A
B8 EDR Historical Auto StationsGUEST J A 1009015017

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1951Year:
          MARK ALLEN CLEANERSName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

450 ft.
0.085 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1208 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
ESE 2187   N LAKE AV    N/A
9 EDR Historical CleanersMARK ALLEN CLEANERS 1009162988

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1942Year:
          GUEST J AName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

466 ft. Site 1 of 2 in cluster C
0.088 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1227 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  
ENE 2257   N LAKE AV    N/A
C10 EDR Historical Auto StationsGUEST J A 1009120910

                                             Still operatingDate facility ceased operating:
                                             05/01/99Date facility began operating:
                                             04/08/99Date facility became certified:
                                             (951) 520-1700Facility Phone Number:
                                             OCertification Status:

SWRCY:

529 ft. Site 2 of 2 in cluster C
0.100 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1232 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  91001
NE 2270 N LAKE AVE    N/A
C11 SWRCYTOMRA PACIFIC INC/RALPHS #630 S107138133
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                                             Not reportedRefillable Beverage Containers Redeemed:
                                             OBOther mat beverage containers redeemed:
                                             PLPlastic Beverage Containers Redeemed:
                                             GLGlass Beverage Containers Redeemed:
                                             ALAluminum Beverage Containers Redeemed:
                                             0Convenience Zone Where Faciltiy Located 7:
                                             0Convenience Zone Where Faciltiy Located 6:
                                             0Convenience Zone Where Faciltiy Located 5:
                                             0Convenience Zone Where Faciltiy Located 4:
                                             0Convenience Zone Where Faciltiy Located 3:
                                             0Convenience Zone Where Faciltiy Located 2:
                                             889Convenience Zone Where Faciltiy Located:
                                             Not reportedWhether The Facility Is Grandfathered:

TOMRA PACIFIC INC/RALPHS #630  (Continued) S107138133

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1976Year:
          LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICEName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1971Year:
          LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICEName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1965Year:
          LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICEName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

563 ft. Site 1 of 6 in cluster D
0.107 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1235 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
NE 2283   N LAKE AVE    N/A
D12 EDR Historical CleanersLAUNDROMAT HALF PRICE 1009142713

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1976Year:
          LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICEName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1971Year:
          LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICEName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1965Year:
          LAUNDROMAT HALF PRICEName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVICEType:
          1961Year:
          LAUNDROMATName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

563 ft. Site 2 of 6 in cluster D
0.107 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1235 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  
NE 2283   N LAKE AV    N/A
D13 EDR Historical CleanersLAUNDROMAT HALF PRICE 1009162349

TC2148863.2s   Page 10



MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

     NoneLeak Detection:
     Not reportedTank Construction:
     UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00010000Tank Capacity:
     1981Year Installed:
     2Container Num:
     002Tank Num:

     NoneLeak Detection:
     Not reportedTank Construction:
     UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00010000Tank Capacity:
     1981Year Installed:
     1Container Num:
     001Tank Num:

     ALTADENA, CA 910012415Owner City,St,Zip:
     2246 NORTH LAKE AVENUEOwner Address:
     REPUBLIC FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOAOwner Name:
     8187911281Telephone:
     A. J. MATAZINSKIContact Name:
     0002Total Tanks:
     SAVINGS & LOANOther Type:
     OtherFacility Type:
     00000000391Facility ID:
     STATERegion:

HIST UST:

580 ft.
0.110 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1224 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  91001
East 2246 LAKE AVE    N/A
14 HIST USTREPUBLIC FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOA U001566411

                    waste during any calendar month, and accumulates more than 1000 kg of
                    hazardous waste at any time; or generates 100 kg or less of hazardous
                    waste during any calendar month and accumulates less than 6000 kg of
                    Handler: generates more than 100 and less than 1000 kg of hazardousDescription:
                    Small Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:
                    09EPA Region:
                    Not reportedContact email:
                    (626) 798-0731Contact telephone:
                    USContact country:
                    ALTA DENA, CA 91001
                    2109 N LAKE AVEContact address:
                    KWANG YOUN  WOOContact:
                    CAD982052144EPA ID:
                    ALTA DENA, CA 91001
                    2109 N LAKE AVEFacility address:
                    POPPY CLEANERSFacility name:
                    12/07/2000Date form received by agency:

RCRA-SQG:

612 ft. EMISite 1 of 7 in cluster E
0.116 mi. CLEANERS

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1189 ft.

< 1/8 HAZNETALTADENA, CA  91001
ESE FINDS2109 N LAKE AVE CAD982052144
E15 RCRA-SQGPOPPY CLEANERS THE 1000350374
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

FINDS:

                    No violations foundViolation Status:

                    SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES.
                    F005, AND STILL BOTTOMS FROM THE RECOVERY OF THESE SPENT SOLVENTS AND
                    OF THE ABOVE HALOGENATED SOLVENTS OR THOSE LISTED IN F001, F004, OR
                    BEFORE USE, A TOTAL OF TEN PERCENT OR MORE (BY VOLUME) OF ONE OR MORE
                    1,1,2-TRICHLOROETHANE; ALL SPENT SOLVENT MIXTURES/BLENDS CONTAINING,
                    ORTHO-DICHLOROBENZENE, TRICHLOROFLUOROMETHANE, AND
                    CHLOROBENZENE, 1,1,2-TRICHLORO-1,2,2-TRIFLUOROETHANE,
                    METHYLENE CHLORIDE, TRICHLOROETHYLENE, 1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE,
                    THE FOLLOWING SPENT HALOGENATED SOLVENTS: TETRACHLOROETHYLENE,Waste name:
                    F002Waste code:

Hazardous Waste Summary:

                              Commercial status unknownOff-site waste receiver:
                              NoUsed oil transporter:
                              NoUsed oil transfer facility:
                              NoUsed oil Specification marketer:
                              NoUsed oil fuel marketer to burner:
                              NoUser oil refiner:
                              NoUsed oil processor:
                              NoUsed oil fuel burner:
                              UnknownFurnace exemption:
                              UnknownOn-site burner exemption:
                              NoUnderground injection activity:
                              NoTreater, storer or disposer of HW:
                              NoTransporter of hazardous waste:
                              NoRecycler of hazardous waste:
                              UnknownMixed waste (haz. and radioactive):
                              UnknownU.S. importer of hazardous waste:

Handler Activities Summary:

                    Not reportedOwner/Op end date:
                    Not reportedOwner/Op start date:
                    OperatorOwner/Operator Type:
                    PrivateLegal status:
                    (415) 555-1212Owner/operator telephone:
                    Not reportedOwner/operator country:
                    NOT REQUIRED, ME 99999
                    NOT REQUIREDOwner/operator address:
                    NOT REQUIREDOwner/operator name:

                    Not reportedOwner/Op end date:
                    Not reportedOwner/Op start date:
                    OwnerOwner/Operator Type:
                    PrivateLegal status:
                    (818) 782-5351Owner/operator telephone:
                    Not reportedOwner/operator country:
                    SHERMON OAKS, CA 91401
                    5544 VENTURA CANYON AVEOwner/operator address:
                    KWANG YOUN WOOOwner/operator name:

Owner/Operator Summary:

                    hazardous waste at any time

POPPY CLEANERS THE  (Continued) 1000350374
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

     RecyclerDisposal Method:
     etc.)
     Halogenated solvents (chloroform, methyl chloride, perchloroethylene,Waste Category:
     Los AngelesTSD County:
     CAD981397417TSD EPA ID:
     Los AngelesGen County:
     ALTADENA, CA 910010000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2109 LAKE AVE # NMailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     0000000000Telephone:
     Not reportedContact:
     CAD982052144Gepaid:

     Los AngelesFacility County:
     .8528Tons:
     RecyclerDisposal Method:
     etc.)
     Halogenated solvents (chloroform, methyl chloride, perchloroethylene,Waste Category:
     Los AngelesTSD County:
     CAD981397417TSD EPA ID:
     Los AngelesGen County:
     ALTADENA, CA 910010000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2109 LAKE AVE # NMailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     0000000000Telephone:
     Not reportedContact:
     CAD982052144Gepaid:

     Los AngelesFacility County:
     .0000Tons:
     RecyclerDisposal Method:
     Not reportedWaste Category:
     Los AngelesTSD County:
     CAD981397417TSD EPA ID:
     Los AngelesGen County:
     ALTADENA, CA 910010000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2109 LAKE AVE # NMailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     0000000000Telephone:
     Not reportedContact:
     CAD982052144Gepaid:

HAZNET:

corrective action activities required under RCRA.
program staff to track the notification, permit, compliance, and
and treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste. RCRAInfo allows RCRA
events and activities related to facilities that generate, transport,
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) program through the tracking of
RCRAInfo is a national information system that supports the Resource

California - Hazardous Waste Tracking System - Datamart

                Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site

POPPY CLEANERS THE  (Continued) 1000350374
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          KWANG YOUN WOOContact Name:
          Not reportedOwner Fax Number:
          Not reportedOwner Telephone:
          Not reportedOwner Address 2:
          2109 N LAKE AVEOwner Address:
          KWANG YOUN WOOOwner Name:
          3Region Code:
          910010000Mailing Zip:
          CAMailing State:
          Not reportedMailing Address 2:
          2109 LAKE AVE # NMailing Address:
          Not reportedMailing Name:
          Not reportedFacility Addr2:
          Not reportedInactive Date:
          YesFacility Active:
          6/17/1988Create Date:
          Drycleaning and Laundry Services (except Coin-Operated)NAICS Description:
          81232NAICS Code:
          CAD982052144EPA Id:

CLEANERS:

5 additional CA_HAZNET: record(s) in the EDR Site Report.
Click this hyperlink while viewing on your computer to access 

     Los AngelesFacility County:
     Not reportedTons:
     RecyclerDisposal Method:
     Not reportedWaste Category:
     99TSD County:
     NVR000076158TSD EPA ID:
     Los AngelesGen County:
     ALTADENA, CA 910010000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2109 LAKE AVE # NMailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     6267980731Telephone:
     KWANG YOUN WOOContact:
     CAD982052144Gepaid:

     Not reportedFacility County:
     0.22Tons:
     Not reportedDisposal Method:
     etc.)
     Halogenated solvents (chloroform, methyl chloride, perchloroethylene,Waste Category:
     99TSD County:
     NVR000076158TSD EPA ID:
     Los AngelesGen County:
     ALTADENA, CA 910010000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2109 LAKE AVE # NMailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     6267980731Telephone:
     KWANG YOUN WOOContact:
     CAD982052144Gepaid:

     Los AngelesFacility County:
     .2085Tons:

POPPY CLEANERS THE  (Continued) 1000350374
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                                              0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers & Smllr Tons/Yr:
                                              0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr:
                                              0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                              0NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                              0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule:
                                              Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System:
                                              SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name:
                                              7216SIC Code:
                                              SCAir District Name:
                                              55603Facility ID:
                                              SCAir Basin:
                                              19Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              1990Year:

                                              0Part. Matter 10 Micrometers & Smllr Tons/Yr:
                                              0Particulate Matter Tons/Yr:
                                              0SOX - Oxides of Sulphur Tons/Yr:
                                              0NOX - Oxides of Nitrogen Tons/Yr:
                                              0Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              0Reactive Organic Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              0Total Organic Hydrocarbon Gases Tons/Yr:
                                              Not reportedConsolidated Emission Reporting Rule:
                                              Not reportedCommunity Health Air Pollution Info System:
                                              SOUTH COAST AQMDAir District Name:
                                              7216SIC Code:
                                              SCAir District Name:
                                              55603Facility ID:
                                              SCAir Basin:
                                              19Carbon Monoxide Emissions Tons/Yr:
                                              1987Year:

EMI:

7219     Laundry and Garment Services  NEC (alteration and repair)SIC Description:
7216     Drycleaning Plants  Except Rug CleaningSIC Description:
7212     Garment Pressing  and Agents for Laundries and DrycleanersSIC Description:
7211     Power Laundries  Family and CommercialSIC Description:
          Not reportedContact Fax Number:
          6267980731Contact Telephone:
          Not reportedContact Address 2:
          2109 N LAKE AVEContact Address:

POPPY CLEANERS THE  (Continued) 1000350374

          1976Year:
          POPPY CLEANERS & DYERSName:

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1971Year:
          POPPY CLEANERS & DYERSName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

612 ft. Site 2 of 7 in cluster E
0.116 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1189 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  
ESE 2109   N LAKE AV    N/A
E16 EDR Historical CleanersPOPPY CLEANERS & DYERS 1009162228
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:

POPPY CLEANERS & DYERS  (Continued) 1009162228

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1976Year:
          POPPY CLEANERS & DYERSName:

          Not reportedType:
          1970Year:
          POPPY CLEANERS & DYERSName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

612 ft. Site 3 of 7 in cluster E
0.116 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1189 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
ESE 2109   N LAKE AVE    N/A
E17 EDR Historical CleanersPOPPY CLEANERS & DYERS 1009126945

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1971Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDRAMATICName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1965Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDRAMATICName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVICEType:
          1961Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDROMATICName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVICEType:
          1956Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDERMATICName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

620 ft. Site 4 of 7 in cluster E
0.117 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1188 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  
ESE 2104   N LAKE AV    N/A
E18 EDR Historical CleanersALTADENA LAUNDRAMATIC 1009162439

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVICEType:
          1961Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDROMATICName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVKCEType:
          1956Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDERMATICName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

620 ft. Site 5 of 7 in cluster E
0.117 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1188 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
ESE 2104   N LAKE AVE    N/A
E19 EDR Historical CleanersALTADENA LAUNDRAMATIC 1009144648
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          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1971Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDRAMATICName:

          LAUNDRIES SELF SERVEType:
          1965Year:
          ALTADENA LAUNDRAMATICName:

ALTADENA LAUNDRAMATIC  (Continued) 1009144648

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1965Year:
          SOONBERG MOTORSName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1961Year:
          SOONBERG MOTORSName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1956Year:
          LESH GARAGEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1956Year:
          LITZ L J & SONName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1951Year:
          BILDERBACK & LESHName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1951Year:
          CHADWICK W MName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1947Year:
          WITTEN S NEIGHBORHOOD GARAGEName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:
          LITZ L JName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

641 ft. Site 6 of 7 in cluster E
0.121 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1186 ft.

< 1/8 ALTADENA, CA  
ESE 2095   N LAKE AV    N/A
E20 EDR Historical Auto StationsSOONBERG MOTORS 1009051204

TC2148863.2s   Page 17
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          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1965Year:
          SOONBERG MOTORSName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1961Year:
          SOONBERG MOTORSName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1956Year:
          LITZ L J & SONName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1956Year:
          LESH GARAGEName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1947Year:
          WITTEN S NEIGHBORHOOD GARAGEName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:
          LLTZ L JName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

641 ft. Site 7 of 7 in cluster E
0.121 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1186 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
ESE 2095   N LAKE AVE    N/A
E21 EDR Historical Auto StationsSOONBERG MOTORS 1009016938

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1932Year:
          NEIGHBORHOOD SERV STAName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

644 ft. Site 3 of 6 in cluster D
0.122 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1241 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
NE 2301   N LAKE ST    N/A
D22 EDR Historical Auto StationsNEIGHBORHOOD SERV STA 1009019876

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1932Year:
          NEIGHBORHOOD SERV STAName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

644 ft. Site 4 of 6 in cluster D
0.122 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1241 ft.

< 1/8 PASADENA, CA  
NE 2301   N LAKE    N/A
D23 EDR Historical Auto StationsNEIGHBORHOOD SERV STA 1009050849
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EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          FRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          FRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1951Year:
          ADAMI H FName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:
          GENERAL PETROLEUM CORPName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

667 ft. Site 5 of 6 in cluster D
0.126 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1243 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
NE 2305   N LAKE AV    N/A
D24 EDR Historical Auto StationsFRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICE 1009051482

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          FRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          FRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1956Year:
          CLAYS SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1956Year:
          CLAYS SERVICEName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

667 ft. Site 6 of 6 in cluster D
0.126 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1243 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
NE 2305   N LAKE AVE    N/A
D25 EDR Historical Auto StationsFRANKLIN S MOBIL SERVICE 1009017332

          STIVER BROSName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:
          STIVER BROSName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

722 ft. Site 1 of 4 in cluster F
0.137 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1247 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
NE 2314   N LAKE AVE    N/A
F26 EDR Historical Auto StationsSTIVER & SCOTT 1009017049
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1976Year:
          STIVER & SCOTTName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1971Year:
          STIVER BROTHERS & SCOTTName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          STIVER BROS & SCOTTName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          STIVER BROS & SCOTTName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1956Year:
          STIVER BROTHERS & SCOTTName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:

STIVER & SCOTT  (Continued) 1009017049

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1976Year:
          STIVER & SCOTTName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1971Year:
          STIVER BROTHERS & SCOTTName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1956Year:
          STIVER BROTHERS & SCOTTName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

722 ft. Site 2 of 4 in cluster F
0.137 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1247 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
NE 2314   N LAKE AV    N/A
F27 EDR Historical Auto StationsSTIVER & SCOTT 1009051705

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1961Year:
          BRYAN S CLEANERSName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

814 ft. Site 3 of 4 in cluster F
0.154 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1253 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
NNE 2336   N LAKE AVE    N/A
F28 EDR Historical CleanersBRYAN S CLEANERS 1009163937
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1951Year:
          SINRINETTE F KName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

814 ft. Site 4 of 4 in cluster F
0.154 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1253 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
NNE 2336   N LAKE AV    N/A
F29 EDR Historical Auto StationsSINRINETTE F K 1009051165

          CLOTHES PRESSERS AND CLEANERSType:
          1942Year:
          HAMM E PName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

826 ft. Site 1 of 8 in cluster G
0.156 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1171 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
SE 2029   N LAKE AVE    N/A
G30 EDR Historical CleanersHAMM E P 1009144194

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1951Year:
          VICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORSName:

          CLOTHES PRESSERS AND CLEANERSType:
          1942Year:
          HAMM E PName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

826 ft. Site 2 of 8 in cluster G
0.156 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1171 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
SE 2029   N LAKE AV    N/A
G31 EDR Historical CleanersVICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORS 1009164043

     Not reportedWorkplan:
     Not reportedConfirm Leak:
     1990-03-29 00:00:00Stop Date:
     T0603704230Global Id:
     UNKLeak Source:
     UNKLeak Cause:
     Not reportedHow Stopped:
     Tank ClosureHow Discovered:
     IEAFunding:
     FEnf Type:
     ALAMEDA ST.Cross Street:
     Soil onlyCase Type:
     STATERegion:

LUST:

835 ft. Site 3 of 8 in cluster G
0.158 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1171 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  91001
SE Cortese2095 LAKE AVE N    N/A
G32 LUSTSAYECH TIRE S101295532
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                19000Local Agency:
                Los AngelesCounty:
                UNKStaff:
                4Region:

LUST:

OLD CASE #112990-07Summary:
                    Not reportedWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                    Not reportedWaste Discharge Global ID:
     0Distance To Lust:
     Not reportedWell Name:
     Not reportedWater System Name:
     LITZ, RAYOperator:
     approved site
     Excavate and Dispose - remove contaminated soil and dispose inAbate Method:
     Not reportedQty Leaked:
     I-14945Case Number:
     Not reportedLocal Case #:
     Not reportedWork Suspended:
     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
     Not reportedPriority:
     Not reportedBeneficial:
     SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
     19000Local Agency:
     Local AgencyLead Agency:
     JAStaff Initials:
     YRStaff:
     Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
     0MTBE Fuel:
     0MTBE Conc:
     *MTBE Class:
     LUSTOversight Prgm:
     Not reportedInterim:
     P.O. BOX 1967RP Address:
     SAYECH TIREResponsible Party:
     Not reportedContact Person:
     Waste OilChemical:
     Case ClosedStatus:
     Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
     Not reportedOrg Name:
     19County:
     Not reportedMax MTBE Soil ppb:
     Not reportedMax MTBE GW ppb:
     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
     Not reportedMTBE Date:
     1990-11-28 00:00:00Enter Date:
     1992-06-30 00:00:00Review Date:
     1990-04-06 00:00:00Release Date:
     1965-01-01 00:00:00Enforcement Dt:
     1990-03-29 00:00:00Discover Date:
     1991-11-27 00:00:00Close Date:
     Not reportedMonitoring:
     1990-11-19 00:00:00Remed Action:
     Not reportedRemed Plan:
     Not reportedPollution Char:
     1990-04-06 00:00:00Prelim Assess:

SAYECH TIRE  (Continued) S101295532
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

  CORTESERegion:
Cortese:

                OLD CASE #112990-07Summary:
                Not reportedW Global ID:
                Not reportedAssigned Name:
                Not reportedSubstance Quantity:
                Not reportedLocal Case No:
                Not reportedSuspended:
                Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
                Not reportedPriority:
                Not reportedBeneficial Use:
                Not reportedLocal Agency Staff:
                34.1817457 / -1Lat/Long:
                LUSTProgram:
                P.O. BOX 1967RP Address:
                SAYECH TIREResponsible Party:
                Not reportedOwner Contact:
                04Regional Board:
                Not reportedOrganization:
                Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                    Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                    Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                    1/1/1965Enforcement Action Date:
                                                    6/30/1992Date Case Last Changed on Database:
                                                    11/27/1991Date the Case was Closed:
                                                    Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                    11/19/1990Remedial Action Underway:
                                                    Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                    Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                    4/6/1990Preliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                    Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                    4/6/1990Date Leak First Reported:
                                                    Excavate and DisposeSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                    Excavate and DisposeAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                    742.71339702243417630370040252Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft):
                Not reportedWell Name:
                Not reportedWater System:
                LITZ, RAYOperator:
                Not reportedDate Confirmation Began:
                3/29/1990Date Leak Stopped:
                UNKLeak Source:
                UNKCause of Leak:
                Not reportedHow Leak Stopped:
                Tank ClosureHow Leak Discovered:
                11/28/1990Date Leak Record Entered:
                3/29/1990Date Leak Discovered:
                Informal Enforcement Actions,including Notices of Violations and Staff Enforcement LettersEnforcement Type:
                T0603704230Global ID:
                ALAMEDA ST.Cross Street:
                Waste OilSubstance:
                Case ClosedStatus:
                SoilCase Type:
                Local AgencyLead Agency:

SAYECH TIRE  (Continued) S101295532
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

  2095 LAKE AVE NFacility Addr2:

SAYECH TIRE  (Continued) S101295532

                              NoTreater, storer or disposer of HW:
                              NoTransporter of hazardous waste:
                              NoRecycler of hazardous waste:
                              UnknownMixed waste (haz. and radioactive):
                              UnknownU.S. importer of hazardous waste:

Handler Activities Summary:

                    Not reportedOwner/Op end date:
                    Not reportedOwner/Op start date:
                    OperatorOwner/Operator Type:
                    PrivateLegal status:
                    (415) 555-1212Owner/operator telephone:
                    Not reportedOwner/operator country:
                    NOT REQUIRED, ME 99999
                    NOT REQUIREDOwner/operator address:
                    NOT REQUIREDOwner/operator name:

                    Not reportedOwner/Op end date:
                    Not reportedOwner/Op start date:
                    OwnerOwner/Operator Type:
                    PrivateLegal status:
                    (415) 555-1212Owner/operator telephone:
                    Not reportedOwner/operator country:
                    NOT REQUIRED, ME 99999
                    NOT REQUIREDOwner/operator address:
                    RAY LITZOwner/operator name:

Owner/Operator Summary:

                    hazardous waste at any time
                    waste during any calendar month, and accumulates more than 1000 kg of
                    hazardous waste at any time; or generates 100 kg or less of hazardous
                    waste during any calendar month and accumulates less than 6000 kg of
                    Handler: generates more than 100 and less than 1000 kg of hazardousDescription:
                    Small Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:
                    09EPA Region:
                    Not reportedContact email:
                    Not reportedContact telephone:
                    Not reportedContact country:
                    Not reported
                    Not reportedContact address:
                    Not reportedContact:
                    ALTADENA, CA 91001
                    N LAKEMailing address:
                    CAD009663964EPA ID:
                    ALTADENA, CA 91001
                    2095 N LAKEFacility address:
                    COMPETITION ENGINEERFacility name:
                    09/01/1996Date form received by agency:

RCRA-SQG:

836 ft. Site 4 of 8 in cluster G
0.158 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1171 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  91001
SE FINDS2095 N LAKE CAD009663964
G33 RCRA-SQGCOMPETITION ENGINEER 1000346718
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

corrective action activities required under RCRA.
program staff to track the notification, permit, compliance, and
and treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste. RCRAInfo allows RCRA
events and activities related to facilities that generate, transport,
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) program through the tracking of
RCRAInfo is a national information system that supports the Resource

                Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site
FINDS:

                    No violations foundViolation Status:

                              Commercial status unknownOff-site waste receiver:
                              NoUsed oil transporter:
                              NoUsed oil transfer facility:
                              NoUsed oil Specification marketer:
                              NoUsed oil fuel marketer to burner:
                              NoUser oil refiner:
                              NoUsed oil processor:
                              NoUsed oil fuel burner:
                              UnknownFurnace exemption:
                              UnknownOn-site burner exemption:
                              NoUnderground injection activity:

COMPETITION ENGINEER  (Continued) 1000346718

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1971Year:
          LARSON LOUIS RName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

865 ft.
0.164 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1189 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
WNW 602   COLMAN ST    N/A
34 EDR Historical CleanersLARSON LOUIS R 1009162416

          1961Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1956Year:
          ODELL BROS TEXACO SERVICEName:

          AUTOMOBILE REPAIRINGType:
          1947Year:
          TREPP H AName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:
          O DELL BROSName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

886 ft. Site 5 of 8 in cluster G
0.168 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1169 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
SE 2012   N LAKE AVE    N/A
G35 EDR Historical Auto StationsRONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE 1009016372
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EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1976Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1971Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:

RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE  (Continued) 1009016372

     NoneLeak Detection:
     Not reportedTank Construction:
     06Type of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00002000Tank Capacity:
     Not reportedYear Installed:
     3Container Num:
     003Tank Num:

     NoneLeak Detection:
     Not reportedTank Construction:
     06Type of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00003500Tank Capacity:
     Not reportedYear Installed:
     2Container Num:
     002Tank Num:

     NoneLeak Detection:
     Not reportedTank Construction:
     06Type of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00002000Tank Capacity:
     Not reportedYear Installed:
     1Container Num:
     001Tank Num:

     ALTADENA, CA 91011Owner City,St,Zip:
     2012 N. LAKE AVE.Owner Address:
     RONALD R. MARTINOwner Name:
     8187911251Telephone:
     RONALD R. MARTINContact Name:
     0004Total Tanks:
     Not reportedOther Type:
     Gas StationFacility Type:
     00000055687Facility ID:
     STATERegion:

HIST UST:

886 ft. Site 6 of 8 in cluster G
0.168 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1169 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  91001
SE 2012 LAKE AVE    N/A
G36 HIST USTRONNIE’S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE U001566409
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EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

     NoneLeak Detection:
     Not reportedTank Construction:
     WASTE OILType of Fuel:
     WASTETank Used for:
     00000500Tank Capacity:
     Not reportedYear Installed:
     4Container Num:
     004Tank Num:

RONNIE’S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE  (Continued) U001566409

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1976Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1971Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          RONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICEName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

886 ft. Site 7 of 8 in cluster G
0.168 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1169 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
SE 2012   N LAKE AV    N/A
G37 EDR Historical Auto StationsRONNIE S AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE 1009050895

     Not reportedRemed Action:
     Not reportedRemed Plan:
     Not reportedPollution Char:
     Not reportedPrelim Assess:
     1995-03-02 00:00:00Workplan:
     1993-09-01 00:00:00Confirm Leak:
     Not reportedStop Date:
     T0603704439Global Id:
     TankLeak Source:
     UNKLeak Cause:
     Not reportedHow Stopped:
     Tank ClosureHow Discovered:
     Not reportedFunding:
     Not reportedEnf Type:
     Not reportedCross Street:
     Soil onlyCase Type:
     STATERegion:

LUST:

886 ft. Site 8 of 8 in cluster G
0.168 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1169 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  91001
SE Cortese2012 LAKE AVE N    N/A
G38 LUSTRONNIE’S AUTO SERVICE S104159974
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                Not reportedCross Street:
                HydrocarbonsSubstance:
                Case ClosedStatus:
                SoilCase Type:
                Regional BoardLead Agency:
                19000Local Agency:
                Los AngelesCounty:
                UNKStaff:
                4Region:

LUST:

Not reportedSummary:
                    Not reportedWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                    Not reportedWaste Discharge Global ID:
     0Distance To Lust:
     Not reportedWell Name:
     Not reportedWater System Name:
     Not reportedOperator:
     Not reportedAbate Method:
     Not reportedQty Leaked:
     I-16986Case Number:
     Not reportedLocal Case #:
     Not reportedWork Suspended:
     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
     Not reportedPriority:
     Not reportedBeneficial:
     SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
     19000Local Agency:
     Regional BoardLead Agency:
     JAStaff Initials:
     YRStaff:
     Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
     0MTBE Fuel:
     0MTBE Conc:
     *MTBE Class:
     LUSTOversight Prgm:
     Not reportedInterim:
     2012 N LAKE AVE, ALTADENA, CA 91001                        CRP Address:
     RONNIE’S AUTO SERVICEResponsible Party:
     Not reportedContact Person:
     HydrocarbonsChemical:
     Case ClosedStatus:
     Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
     Not reportedOrg Name:
     19County:
     Not reportedMax MTBE Soil ppb:
     Not reportedMax MTBE GW ppb:
     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
     Not reportedMTBE Date:
     1993-09-24 00:00:00Enter Date:
     1996-02-08 00:00:00Review Date:
     1993-09-01 00:00:00Release Date:
     Not reportedEnforcement Dt:
     1992-10-14 00:00:00Discover Date:
     1996-02-08 00:00:00Close Date:
     Not reportedMonitoring:

RONNIE’S AUTO SERVICE  (Continued) S104159974
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  2012 LAKE AVE NFacility Addr2:
  CORTESERegion:

Cortese:

                Not reportedSummary:
                Not reportedW Global ID:
                Not reportedAssigned Name:
                Not reportedSubstance Quantity:
                Not reportedLocal Case No:
                Not reportedSuspended:
                Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
                Not reportedPriority:
                Not reportedBeneficial Use:
                Not reportedLocal Agency Staff:
                34.1803287 / -1Lat/Long:
                LUSTProgram:
                2012 N LAKE AVE, ALTADENA, CA 91001RP Address:
                RONNIE’S AUTO SERVICEResponsible Party:
                Not reportedOwner Contact:
                04Regional Board:
                Not reportedOrganization:
                Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                    Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                    Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                    Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                    2/8/1996Date Case Last Changed on Database:
                                                    2/8/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                    Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                    Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                    Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                    Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                    Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                    3/2/1995Preliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                    9/1/1993Date Leak First Reported:
                                                    Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                    Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                    1213.6719914618893587795056371Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft):
                Not reportedWell Name:
                Not reportedWater System:
                Not reportedOperator:
                9/1/1993Date Confirmation Began:
                Not reportedDate Leak Stopped:
                TankLeak Source:
                UNKCause of Leak:
                Not reportedHow Leak Stopped:
                Tank ClosureHow Leak Discovered:
                9/24/1993Date Leak Record Entered:
                10/14/1992Date Leak Discovered:
                Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                T0603704439Global ID:

RONNIE’S AUTO SERVICE  (Continued) S104159974
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          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1961Year:
          VICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORSName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

930 ft. Site 1 of 7 in cluster H
0.176 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1167 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
SE 2007   N LAKE AV    N/A
H39 EDR Historical CleanersVICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORS 1009164184

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1961Year:
          VICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORSName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

930 ft. Site 2 of 7 in cluster H
0.176 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1167 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
SE 2007   N LAKE AVE    N/A
H40 EDR Historical CleanersVICTORY CLEANERS & TAILORS 1009144206

                    OwnerOwner/Operator Type:
                    PrivateLegal status:
                    (818) 798-0738Owner/operator telephone:
                    Not reportedOwner/operator country:
                    ALTADENA, CA 91001
                    2071 N LAKE AVEOwner/operator address:
                    VIRGINIA WOLFEROwner/operator name:

Owner/Operator Summary:

                    hazardous waste at any time
                    waste during any calendar month, and accumulates more than 1000 kg of
                    hazardous waste at any time; or generates 100 kg or less of hazardous
                    waste during any calendar month and accumulates less than 6000 kg of
                    Handler: generates more than 100 and less than 1000 kg of hazardousDescription:
                    Small Small Quantity GeneratorClassification:
                    09EPA Region:
                    Not reportedContact email:
                    (818) 798-0738Contact telephone:
                    USContact country:
                    ALTADENA, CA 91001
                    2071 N LAKE AVEContact address:
                    KELVIN  RICHARDSONContact:
                    ALTADENA, CA 91001
                    N LAKE AVEMailing address:
                    CAD983646126EPA ID:
                    ALTADENA, CA 91001
                    2071 N LAKE AVEFacility address:
                    ALTADENA ANIMAL HOSPITAL INCFacility name:
                    08/17/1992Date form received by agency:

RCRA-SQG:

952 ft. Site 3 of 7 in cluster H
0.180 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1166 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  91001
SE FINDS2071 N LAKE AVE CAD983646126
H41 RCRA-SQGALTADENA ANIMAL HOSPITAL INC 1000818703
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corrective action activities required under RCRA.
program staff to track the notification, permit, compliance, and
and treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste. RCRAInfo allows RCRA
events and activities related to facilities that generate, transport,
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) program through the tracking of
RCRAInfo is a national information system that supports the Resource

                Other Pertinent Environmental Activity Identified at Site
FINDS:

                    No violations foundViolation Status:

                              Commercial status unknownOff-site waste receiver:
                              NoUsed oil transporter:
                              NoUsed oil transfer facility:
                              NoUsed oil Specification marketer:
                              NoUsed oil fuel marketer to burner:
                              NoUser oil refiner:
                              NoUsed oil processor:
                              NoUsed oil fuel burner:
                              UnknownFurnace exemption:
                              UnknownOn-site burner exemption:
                              NoUnderground injection activity:
                              NoTreater, storer or disposer of HW:
                              NoTransporter of hazardous waste:
                              NoRecycler of hazardous waste:
                              UnknownMixed waste (haz. and radioactive):
                              UnknownU.S. importer of hazardous waste:

Handler Activities Summary:

                    Not reportedOwner/Op end date:
                    Not reportedOwner/Op start date:

ALTADENA ANIMAL HOSPITAL INC  (Continued) 1000818703

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          T SHELL SERVICE 0 DName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          MITCHELL S SHELL SERVICEName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

956 ft. Site 4 of 7 in cluster H
0.181 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1166 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
SE 2000   N LAKE AV    N/A
H42 EDR Historical Auto StationsT SHELL SERVICE 0 D 1009051168
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     Not reportedWork Suspended:
     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
     Not reportedPriority:
     Not reportedBeneficial:
     SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
     19000Local Agency:
     Regional BoardLead Agency:
     JAStaff Initials:
     YRStaff:
     Not Required to be Tested.MTBE Tested:
     0MTBE Fuel:
     0MTBE Conc:
     *MTBE Class:
     LUSTOversight Prgm:
     Not reportedInterim:
     2000 LAKE AVE., N., ALTADENA, CA 91001RP Address:
     R & V MOBIL SERVICE STATIONResponsible Party:
     Not reportedContact Person:
     HydrocarbonsChemical:
     Case ClosedStatus:
     Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
     Not reportedOrg Name:
     19County:
     Not reportedMax MTBE Soil ppb:
     Not reportedMax MTBE GW ppb:
     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
     Not reportedMTBE Date:
     1993-02-19 00:00:00Enter Date:
     1993-12-09 00:00:00Review Date:
     1992-12-16 00:00:00Release Date:
     Not reportedEnforcement Dt:
     1992-07-14 00:00:00Discover Date:
     1996-09-19 00:00:00Close Date:
     Not reportedMonitoring:
     Not reportedRemed Action:
     Not reportedRemed Plan:
     Not reportedPollution Char:
     Not reportedPrelim Assess:
     Not reportedWorkplan:
     1992-07-14 00:00:00Confirm Leak:
     Not reportedStop Date:
     T0603703025Global Id:
     UNKLeak Source:
     UNKLeak Cause:
     Not reportedHow Stopped:
     OMHow Discovered:
     Not reportedFunding:
     Not reportedEnf Type:
     Not reportedCross Street:
     Soil onlyCase Type:
     STATERegion:

LUST:

956 ft. Site 5 of 7 in cluster H
0.181 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1166 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  91001
SE Cortese2000 LAKE AVE N    N/A
H43 LUSTR & V MOBIL S/S S101295530
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                Not reportedOwner Contact:
                04Regional Board:
                Not reportedOrganization:
                Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                    Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                    Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                    Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                    12/9/1993Date Case Last Changed on Database:
                                                    9/19/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                    Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                    Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                    Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                    Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                    Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                    Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                    12/16/1992Date Leak First Reported:
                                                    Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                    Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                    1279.1454995137934112446982765Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft):
                Not reportedWell Name:
                Not reportedWater System:
                Not reportedOperator:
                7/14/1992Date Confirmation Began:
                Not reportedDate Leak Stopped:
                UNKLeak Source:
                UNKCause of Leak:
                Not reportedHow Leak Stopped:
                OMHow Leak Discovered:
                2/19/1993Date Leak Record Entered:
                7/14/1992Date Leak Discovered:
                Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                T0603703025Global ID:
                Not reportedCross Street:
                HydrocarbonsSubstance:
                Case ClosedStatus:
                SoilCase Type:
                Regional BoardLead Agency:
                19000Local Agency:
                Los AngelesCounty:
                UNKStaff:
                4Region:

LUST:

Not reportedSummary:
                    Not reportedWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                    Not reportedWaste Discharge Global ID:
     0Distance To Lust:
     Not reportedWell Name:
     Not reportedWater System Name:
     Not reportedOperator:
     Not reportedAbate Method:
     Not reportedQty Leaked:
     I-05062Case Number:
     Not reportedLocal Case #:

R & V MOBIL S/S  (Continued) S101295530
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

  2000 LAKE AVE NFacility Addr2:
  CORTESERegion:

Cortese:

                Not reportedSummary:
                Not reportedW Global ID:
                Not reportedAssigned Name:
                Not reportedSubstance Quantity:
                Not reportedLocal Case No:
                Not reportedSuspended:
                Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
                Not reportedPriority:
                Not reportedBeneficial Use:
                Not reportedLocal Agency Staff:
                34.1801267 / -1Lat/Long:
                LUSTProgram:
                2000 LAKE AVE., N., ALTADENA, CA 91001RP Address:
                R & V MOBIL SERVICE STATIONResponsible Party:

R & V MOBIL S/S  (Continued) S101295530

          Not reportedType:
          1971Year:
          T & T SHELL SERName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          DName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          MITCHELL S SHELL SERVICEName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

956 ft. Site 6 of 7 in cluster H
0.181 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1166 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
SE 2000   N LAKE AVE    N/A
H44 EDR Historical Auto StationsT & T SHELL SER 1009017399

005062Facility ID:
19000Local Agency:

UST:

956 ft. Site 7 of 7 in cluster H
0.181 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1166 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  91001
SE 2000 LAKE AVE    N/A
H45 USTR&V MOBIL AUTO CENTER U003941293
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          LAUNDRIES-HANDType:
          1931Year:
          PAGE F JName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

1071 ft.
0.203 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1109 ft.

1/8-1/4 LONG BEACH, CA  
SSW 716   NEW YORK    N/A
46 EDR Historical CleanersPAGE F J 1009162119

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1971Year:
          GUSTAVSON S FEMININE FASHIONSName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

1126 ft. Site 1 of 2 in cluster I
0.213 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1276 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
NNE 2393   N LAKE AV    N/A
I47 EDR Historical CleanersGUSTAVSON S FEMININE FASHIONS 1009162452

          CLEANERS AND DYERSType:
          1971Year:
          BLEWETT STEPH E & ASSOCIATESName:

EDR Historical Cleaners:

1238 ft. Site 2 of 2 in cluster I
0.234 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1285 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
NNE 2406   N LAKE AV    N/A
I48 EDR Historical CleanersBLEWETT STEPH E & ASSOCIATES 1009162276

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          GAYLE S ROCKET SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          GALLO S ROCKET SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:
          MOORE EDWName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

1304 ft. Site 1 of 2 in cluster J
0.247 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1291 ft.

1/8-1/4 PASADENA, CA  
NNE 2427   N LAKE AVE    N/A
J49 EDR Historical Auto StationsGAYLE S ROCKET SERVICE 1009016595

TC2148863.2s   Page 35



MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1965Year:
          GAYLE S ROCKET SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE STATIONSType:
          1961Year:
          GALLO S ROCKET SERVICEName:

          GASOLINE AND OIL SERVICE STATIONSType:
          1942Year:
          MOORE EDWName:

EDR Historical Auto Stations:

1304 ft. Site 2 of 2 in cluster J
0.247 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1291 ft.

1/8-1/4 ALTADENA, CA  
NNE 2427   N LAKE AV    N/A
J50 EDR Historical Auto StationsGAYLE S ROCKET SERVICE 1009051755

     GasolineChemical:
     Case ClosedStatus:
     Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
     Not reportedOrg Name:
     19County:
     Not reportedMax MTBE Soil ppb:
     Not reportedMax MTBE GW ppb:
     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
     Not reportedMTBE Date:
     1995-06-02 00:00:00Enter Date:
     1998-09-09 00:00:00Review Date:
     1996-12-23 00:00:00Release Date:
     Not reportedEnforcement Dt:
     1993-11-30 00:00:00Discover Date:
     1996-08-12 00:00:00Close Date:
     Not reportedMonitoring:
     Not reportedRemed Action:
     Not reportedRemed Plan:
     Not reportedPollution Char:
     1996-05-20 00:00:00Prelim Assess:
     1994-02-08 00:00:00Workplan:
     Not reportedConfirm Leak:
     Not reportedStop Date:
     T0603703021Global Id:
     UNKLeak Source:
     UNKLeak Cause:
     Not reportedHow Stopped:
     OMHow Discovered:
     Not reportedFunding:
     Not reportedEnf Type:
     NEW YORK DRCross Street:
     Soil onlyCase Type:
     STATERegion:

LUST:

1564 ft.
0.296 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1135 ft.

1/4-1/2 ALTADENA, CA  91104
SSE Cortese1880 LAKE AVE N    N/A
51 LUSTARCO AM/PM S102424347
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                                                    Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                    Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                    1846.6493340062120828349095007Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft):
                Not reportedWell Name:
                Not reportedWater System:
                MUKHTIAR KAMBOYOperator:
                Not reportedDate Confirmation Began:
                Not reportedDate Leak Stopped:
                UNKLeak Source:
                UNKCause of Leak:
                Not reportedHow Leak Stopped:
                OMHow Leak Discovered:
                6/2/1995Date Leak Record Entered:
                11/30/1993Date Leak Discovered:
                Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                T0603703021Global ID:
                NEW YORK DRCross Street:
                GasolineSubstance:
                Case ClosedStatus:
                SoilCase Type:
                Regional BoardLead Agency:
                19000Local Agency:
                Los AngelesCounty:
                UNKStaff:
                4Region:

LUST:

OF THREE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
8/11/98 72 HR NOTICE OF INTENT FOR INTERIM CORRECTIVE ACTION  9/09/98 REMOVALSummary:
                    Not reportedWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                    Not reportedWaste Discharge Global ID:
     0Distance To Lust:
     Not reportedWell Name:
     Not reportedWater System Name:
     MUKHTIAR KAMBOYOperator:
     Not reportedAbate Method:
     Not reportedQty Leaked:
     I-05044Case Number:
     Not reportedLocal Case #:
     Not reportedWork Suspended:
     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
     Not reportedPriority:
     Not reportedBeneficial:
     SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
     19000Local Agency:
     Regional BoardLead Agency:
     JAStaff Initials:
     YRStaff:
     Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
     1MTBE Fuel:
     0MTBE Conc:
     *MTBE Class:
     LUSTOversight Prgm:
     Not reportedInterim:
     2176 LINCOLN AVE, PASADENA  CA  91001                      CRP Address:
     MUKHTIAR SINGH KAMBOJResponsible Party:
     Not reportedContact Person:

ARCO AM/PM  (Continued) S102424347
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

  1880 LAKE AVE NFacility Addr2:
  CORTESERegion:

Cortese:

                REMOVAL OF THREE UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
                8/11/98 72 HR NOTICE OF INTENT FOR INTERIM CORRECTIVE ACTION  9/09/98Summary:
                Not reportedW Global ID:
                Not reportedAssigned Name:
                Not reportedSubstance Quantity:
                Not reportedLocal Case No:
                Not reportedSuspended:
                Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
                Not reportedPriority:
                Not reportedBeneficial Use:
                Not reportedLocal Agency Staff:
                34.1784238 / -1Lat/Long:
                LUSTProgram:
                2176 LINCOLN AVE, PASADENA  CA  91001RP Address:
                MUKHTIAR SINGH KAMBOJResponsible Party:
                Not reportedOwner Contact:
                04Regional Board:
                Not reportedOrganization:
                Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                    Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                    Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                    Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                    9/9/1998Date Case Last Changed on Database:
                                                    8/12/1996Date the Case was Closed:
                                                    Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                    Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                    Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                    Not reportedPollution Characterization Began:
                                                    5/20/1996Preliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                    2/8/1994Preliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                    12/23/1996Date Leak First Reported:

ARCO AM/PM  (Continued) S102424347

     Not reportedStop Date:
     T0603700076Global Id:
     TankLeak Source:
     UNKLeak Cause:
     Not reportedHow Stopped:
     Tank ClosureHow Discovered:
     CLOSFunding:
     Not reportedEnf Type:
     EL MOLINOCross Street:
     Soil onlyCase Type:
     STATERegion:

LUST:

1986 ft.
0.376 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
1350 ft.

1/4-1/2 ALTADENA, CA  91001
NNE Cortese796 FONTANET WY    N/A
52 LUSTCAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC. S100227947
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Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                UNKStaff:
                4Region:

LUST:

REPORT)
THE CONTAMINATED SOIL HAS ALREADY BEEN REMOVED AND THE SITE WAS CLEANED (SE AESSummary:
                    Not reportedWaste Disch Assigned Name:
                    Not reportedWaste Discharge Global ID:
     0Distance To Lust:
     Not reportedWell Name:
     Not reportedWater System Name:
     Not reportedOperator:
     Not reportedAbate Method:
     Not reportedQty Leaked:
     042889-02Case Number:
     Not reportedLocal Case #:
     Not reportedWork Suspended:
     Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
     Not reportedPriority:
     Not reportedBeneficial:
     SAN FERNANDO VALLEYHydr Basin #:
     19000Local Agency:
     Local AgencyLead Agency:
     JAStaff Initials:
     YRStaff:
     Site NOT Tested for MTBE.Includes Unknown and Not Analyzed.MTBE Tested:
     1MTBE Fuel:
     0MTBE Conc:
     *MTBE Class:
     LUSTOversight Prgm:
     Not reportedInterim:
     7930 MARBRISA ST, HUNTINGTON PARK, CA 90255RP Address:
     CAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC.Responsible Party:
     Not reportedContact Person:
     GasolineChemical:
     Case ClosedStatus:
     Los Angeles RegionReg Board:
     Not reportedOrg Name:
     19County:
     Not reportedMax MTBE Soil ppb:
     Not reportedMax MTBE GW ppb:
     Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
     Not reportedGW Qualifier:
     Not reportedMTBE Date:
     Not reportedEnter Date:
     1989-04-28 00:00:00Review Date:
     1989-03-22 00:00:00Release Date:
     Not reportedEnforcement Dt:
     Not reportedDiscover Date:
     1989-04-26 00:00:00Close Date:
     Not reportedMonitoring:
     Not reportedRemed Action:
     Not reportedRemed Plan:
     1989-04-24 00:00:00Pollution Char:
     Not reportedPrelim Assess:
     Not reportedWorkplan:
     Not reportedConfirm Leak:

CAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC.  (Continued) S100227947
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                CLEANED (SE AES REPORT)
                THE CONTAMINATED SOIL HAS ALREADY BEEN REMOVED AND THE SITE WASSummary:
                Not reportedW Global ID:
                Not reportedAssigned Name:
                Not reportedSubstance Quantity:
                Not reportedLocal Case No:
                Not reportedSuspended:
                Not reportedCleanup Fund Id:
                Not reportedPriority:
                Not reportedBeneficial Use:
                Not reportedLocal Agency Staff:
                34.1894544 / -1Lat/Long:
                LUSTProgram:
                7930 MARBRISA ST, HUNTINGTON PARK, CA 90255RP Address:
                CAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC.Responsible Party:
                Not reportedOwner Contact:
                04Regional Board:
                Not reportedOrganization:
                Not reportedSoil Qualifier:
                Not reportedGW Qualifier:
                                                    Not reportedSignificant Interim Remedial Action Taken:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Soil:
                                                    Not reportedHist Max MTBE Conc in Groundwater:
                                                    Not reportedHistorical Max MTBE Date:
                                                    Not reportedEnforcement Action Date:
                                                    4/28/1989Date Case Last Changed on Database:
                                                    Not reportedDate the Case was Closed:
                                                    Not reportedPost Remedial Action Monitoring Began:
                                                    Not reportedRemedial Action Underway:
                                                    Not reportedRemediation Plan Submitted:
                                                    4/28/1989Pollution Characterization Began:
                                                    Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Began:
                                                    Not reportedPreliminary Site Assessment Workplan Submitted:
                                                    3/22/1989Date Leak First Reported:
                                                    Not reportedSource of Cleanup Funding:
                                                    Not reportedAbatement Method Used at the Site:
                                                    2267.3140246507618181741138555Approx. Dist To Production Well (ft):
                Not reportedWell Name:
                Not reportedWater System:
                Not reportedOperator:
                Not reportedDate Confirmation Began:
                Not reportedDate Leak Stopped:
                TankLeak Source:
                UNKCause of Leak:
                Not reportedHow Leak Stopped:
                Tank ClosureHow Leak Discovered:
                Not reportedDate Leak Record Entered:
                Not reportedDate Leak Discovered:
                Not reportedEnforcement Type:
                T0603700076Global ID:
                EL MOLINOCross Street:
                GasolineSubstance:
                Pollution CharacterizationStatus:
                SoilCase Type:
                Local AgencyLead Agency:
                19000Local Agency:
                Los AngelesCounty:

CAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC.  (Continued) S100227947
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  796 FONTANET WYFacility Addr2:
  CORTESERegion:

Cortese:

CAL PACIFIC SALVAGE INC.  (Continued) S100227947

                    Not reportedSchedule Revised Date:
                    Not reportedSchedule Due Date:
                    Not reportedSchedule Document Type:
                    Not reportedSchedule Sub Area Name:
                    Not reportedSchedule Area Name:
                    Not reportedPotenital Description:
                    NONE SPECIFIEDPotential:
                    Not reportedManagement Required Desc:
                    NONE SPECIFIEDManagement Required:
                    Not reportedMedia Affected Desc:
                    NONE SPECIFIEDMedia Affected:
                    Not reportedFuture Due Date:
                    Not reportedFuture Document Type:
                    Not reportedFuture Sub Area Name:
                    Not reportedFuture Area Name:
                    Not reportedConfirmed Description:
                    NONE SPECIFIEDConfirmed:
                    Not reportedCompleted Date:
                    Not reportedCompleted Document Type:
                    Not reportedCompleted Sub Area Name:
                    Not reportedCompleted Area Name:
                    Not reportedComments:
                    Not reportedAPN Description:
                    NONE SPECIFIEDAPN:
                    Envirostor ID NumberAlias Type:
                    19720057Alias Name:
            0Longitude:
            0Latitude:
            Not ApplicableFunding:
            NORestricted Use:
            2005-05-03 00:00:00Status Date:
            Refer: 1248 Local AgencyStatus:
            Not reportedSpecial Program:
            21Senate:
            44Assembly:
            Not reportedSite Code:
            19720057Facility ID:
            So Cal - CypressDivision Branch:
            Referred - Not AssignedSupervisor:
            Not reportedProgram Manager:
            NONE SPECIFIEDLead Agency:
            NONE SPECIFIEDRegulatory Agencies:
            NONPL:
            Not reportedAcres:
            EvaluationSite Type Detailed:
            EvaluationSite Type:

ENVIROSTOR:

4746 ft.
0.899 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
1000 ft.

1/2-1 PASADENA, CA  91104
South 1277 N.LAKE AVE.    N/A
53 ENVIROSTORMIRACLE CLEANERS S107027312
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                    NONE SPECIFIEDPastUse:

MIRACLE CLEANERS  (Continued) S107027312
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ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

ALTADENA            S107863472 CALTRANS ALTADENA MAINTENANCE LVTO 21222 NORTH WINDSOR AVENUE      SWF/LF
COUNTY              U001566408 OAK FLAT GOLDEN STATE HWY (9 MI N ON HW 91001 HIST UST
LOS ANGELES COUNTY  S105642458 1X MCKESSON DRUG CO 2      HAZNET, LUST, CHMIRS

TC2148863.2s   Page 43
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http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=6AX76K4zAXl1Xm1w7NuZ3xJ5KTqR4woizPoJADrMX95jlkGC1FyY4qNSmVQF1oAAw9Be3DESNEOEuYgRZkRY4yWsx.ayJTOC5kfbCa4LTFT3qNUeRcQBAs7iwlRHoNpwi3Ou7x.CPmTtohFPJICL9FvcDd13rQKhMvrG6wq1Ajx1Xm977ebq30orKTGL4rL3zJQK9h5qXhTGlX.W1P4o3fx4m1N41zZowgVr5zfdN.d4uNvNZ8rF55TPxPDqJNzq5WrS4O0uTmVzqXhIR8av3rI4wKBgowiViZd1BS4DPY0dolPoJCkf6xtRAppbX6ao7mdA4FALKCOQ4xZczx7B3KzSX18llenf1qfC5i.MmKD11IYUwWAk47.eNCzLutsbZ.BZ7pP7x6pwJItP5AqrBVLIToPeqj9iRc1sBm6fw.qnoCoJimNp9navPYqOooBFJjvq6ISjD8KHrTWcMYNn2Cjp9GqW5.64jRB.5t1rkFDQGY7QCobkvqBOFGZVykr0YSvQ69FLAwrJXGdI7uJI4pu1KFya4bvIzpDo36lGX7LGlu.N13YgV3JumvDl1sUAwrIT43cHNRtPu.RcZ6lN3qGFxGbXJZXg5Fu08oPzTnXGqqchRFzR90NowZxHoqKriHQZ7onePaShoY85J7QY5sIhDdMnrsPBMPhl7LaQ9zvp5Vvujsqk8FRkka05GEzmCLwXBPZMFEetyM8vYifE3


To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Number of Days to Update: Provides confirmation that EDR is reporting records that have been updated within 90 days
from the date the government agency made the information available to the public.

FEDERAL RECORDS

NPL:  National Priority List
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 10/02/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 3 EPA Region 7
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 913-551-7247

EPA Region 4 EPA Region 8
Telephone 404-562-8033 Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA Region 5 EPA Region 9
Telephone 312-886-6686 Telephone: 415-947-4246

EPA Region 10
Telephone 206-553-8665

Proposed NPL:  Proposed National Priority List Sites
A site that has been proposed for listing on the National Priorities List through the issuance of a proposed rule
in the Federal Register. EPA then accepts public comments on the site, responds to the comments, and places on
the NPL those sites that continue to meet the requirements for listing.

Date of Government Version: 10/02/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DELISTED NPL:  National Priority List Deletions
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 10/02/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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NPL LIENS:  Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by CERCLA of 1980, the USEPA has the authority
to file liens against real property in order to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner
received notification of potential liability. USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/1991
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/02/1994
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/1994
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4267
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CERCLIS:  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,
private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 01/09/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/05/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 02/05/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CERCLIS-NFRAP:  CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
Archived sites are sites that have been removed and archived from the inventory of CERCLIS sites. Archived status
indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge, assessment at a site has been completed and that EPA has determined
no further steps will be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL), unless information indicates
this decision was not appropriate or other considerations require a recommendation for listing at a later time.
This decision does not necessarily mean that there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that,
based upon available information, the location is not judged to be a potential NPL site. 

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/06/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 12/06/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LIENS 2:  CERCLA Lien Information
A Federal CERCLA (’Superfund’) lien can exist by operation of law at any site or property at which EPA has spent
Superfund monies. These monies are spent to investigate and address releases and threatened releases of contamination.
CERCLIS provides information as to the identity of these sites and properties.

Date of Government Version: 12/09/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/07/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 44

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-6023
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CORRACTS:  Corrective Action Report
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.

Date of Government Version: 12/12/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/18/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 64

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 12/03/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-TSDF:  RCRA - Transporters, Storage and Disposal
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Transporters are individuals or entities that
move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the
waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.
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Date of Government Version: 09/11/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (415) 495-8895
Last EDR Contact: 12/21/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/18/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-LQG:  RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate
over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 09/11/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (415) 495-8895
Last EDR Contact: 12/21/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/18/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-SQG:  RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate
between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 09/11/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (415) 495-8895
Last EDR Contact: 12/21/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/18/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-CESQG:  RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
(CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 09/11/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (415) 495-8895
Last EDR Contact: 12/21/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/18/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RCRA-NonGen:  RCRA - Non Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous
waste.

Date of Government Version: 09/11/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (415) 495-8895
Last EDR Contact: 12/21/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/18/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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US ENG CONTROLS:  Engineering Controls Sites List
A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. Engineering controls include various forms of caps, building
foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regulated substances to enter environmental
media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 07/16/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 69

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8905
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US INST CONTROL:  Sites with Institutional Controls
A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use restrictions, construction restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation
care requirements intended to prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. Deed restrictions are generally
required as part of the institutional controls.

Date of Government Version: 07/16/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 69

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8905
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ERNS:  Emergency Response Notification System
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous
substances.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/24/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/12/2007
Number of Days to Update: 47

Source:  National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone:  202-267-2180
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

HMIRS:  Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone:  202-366-4555
Last EDR Contact: 01/17/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

DOT OPS:  Incident and Accident Data
Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety Incident and Accident data.

Date of Government Version: 11/14/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/29/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 83

Source:  Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety
Telephone:  202-366-4595
Last EDR Contact: 11/29/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CDL:  Clandestine Drug Labs
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

TC2148863.2s     Page GR-4

GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING



Date of Government Version: 09/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 12/28/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

US BROWNFIELDS:  A Listing of Brownfields Sites
Included in the listing are brownfields properties addresses by Cooperative Agreement Recipients and brownfields
properties addressed by Targeted Brownfields Assessments. Targeted Brownfields Assessments-EPA’s Targeted Brownfields
Assessments (TBA) program is designed to help states, tribes, and municipalities--especially those without EPA
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration Pilots--minimize the uncertainties of contamination often associated with
brownfields. Under the TBA program, EPA provides funding and/or technical assistance for environmental assessments
at brownfields sites throughout the country. Targeted Brownfields Assessments supplement and work with other efforts
under EPA’s Brownfields Initiative to promote cleanup and redevelopment of brownfields. Cooperative Agreement
Recipients-States, political subdivisions, territories, and Indian tribes become Brownfields Cleanup Revolving
Loan Fund (BCRLF) cooperative agreement recipients when they enter into BCRLF cooperative agreements with the
U.S. EPA. EPA selects BCRLF cooperative agreement recipients based on a proposal and application process. BCRLF
cooperative agreement recipients must use EPA funds provided through BCRLF cooperative agreement for specified
brownfields-related cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 01/03/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/17/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-2777
Last EDR Contact: 01/17/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

DOD:  Department of Defense Sites
This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that
have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-692-8801
Last EDR Contact: 02/08/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

FUDS:  Formerly Used Defense Sites
The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers
is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/31/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone:  202-528-4285
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LUCIS:  Land Use Control Information System
LUCIS contains records of land use control information pertaining to the former Navy Base Realignment and Closure
properties.

Date of Government Version: 12/09/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/11/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Department of the Navy
Telephone:  843-820-7326
Last EDR Contact: 12/10/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CONSENT:  Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.
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Date of Government Version: 09/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone:  Varies
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ROD:  Records Of Decision
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical
and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 01/14/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2008
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-416-0223
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

UMTRA:  Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills
shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from
the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized.

Date of Government Version: 07/13/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  505-845-0011
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DEBRIS REGION 9:  Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
A listing of illegal dump sites location on the Torres Martinez Indian Reservation located in eastern Riverside
County and northern Imperial County, California.

Date of Government Version: 12/28/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/28/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA, Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3336
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ODI:  Open Dump Inventory
An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258
Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/1985
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17/2004
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 06/09/2004
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

MINES:  Mines Master Index File
Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes
violation information.

Date of Government Version: 11/20/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone:  303-231-5959
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

TRIS:  Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title III Section 313.
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Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/27/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/05/2007
Number of Days to Update: 69

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0250
Last EDR Contact: 12/18/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

TSCA:  Toxic Substances Control Act
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/14/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/30/2006
Number of Days to Update: 46

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-260-5521
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

FTTS:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 01/15/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2008
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
A listing of FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) inspections and enforcements.

Date of Government Version: 01/15/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/30/2008
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HIST FTTS:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
A complete administrative case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA regions. The
information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation of FIFRA
(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some EPA regions
are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing EPA Headquarters
with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that may not be included
in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SSTS:  Section 7 Tracking Systems
Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all
registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/13/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/27/2007
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4203
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

TC2148863.2s     Page GR-7

GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING



INDIAN ODI:  Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands
Location of open dumps on Indian land.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/1998
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-308-8245
Last EDR Contact: 11/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ICIS:  Integrated Compliance Information System
The Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS) supports the information needs of the national enforcement
and compliance program as well as the unique needs of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
program.

Date of Government Version: 07/27/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/13/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 59

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-5088
Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PADS:  PCB Activity Database System
PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 04/12/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/08/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/29/2007
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0500
Last EDR Contact: 02/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

MLTS:  Material Licensing Tracking System
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 10/04/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone:  301-415-7169
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RADINFO:  Radiation Information Database
The Radiation Information Database (RADINFO) contains information about facilities that are regulated by U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations for radiation and radioactivity.

Date of Government Version: 10/30/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-343-9775
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FINDS:  Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and ’pointers’ to other sources that contain more
detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).
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Date of Government Version: 01/04/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/10/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/20/2008
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  (415) 947-8000
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RAATS:  RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/1995
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/1995
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/07/1995
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4104
Last EDR Contact: 12/03/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

BRS:  Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/06/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/13/2007
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  EPA/NTIS
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 12/13/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Biennially

STATE AND LOCAL RECORDS

HIST CAL-SITES:  Calsites Database
The Calsites database contains potential or confirmed hazardous substance release properties. In 1996, California
EPA reevaluated and significantly reduced the number of sites in the Calsites database. No longer updated by the
state agency. It has been replaced by ENVIROSTOR.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/03/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/24/2006
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  Department of Toxic Substance Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 11/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CA BOND EXP. PLAN:  Bond Expenditure Plan
Department of Health Services developed a site-specific expenditure plan as the basis for an appropriation of
Hazardous Substance Cleanup Bond Act funds. It is not updated.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/1989
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/1994
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/02/1994
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  916-255-2118
Last EDR Contact: 05/31/1994
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SCH:  School Property Evaluation Program
This category contains proposed and existing school sites that are being evaluated by DTSC for possible hazardous
materials contamination. In some cases, these properties may be listed in the CalSites category depending on the
level of threat to public health and safety or the environment they pose.

Date of Government Version: 11/27/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/28/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 11/28/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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TOXIC PITS:  Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Sites
Toxic PITS Cleanup Act Sites. TOXIC PITS identifies sites suspected of containing hazardous substances where cleanup
has not yet been completed.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/1995
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/30/1995
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/26/1995
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-227-4364
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SWF/LF (SWIS):  Solid Waste Information System
Active, Closed and Inactive Landfills. SWF/LF records typically contain an inve ntory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills. These may be active or i nactive facilities or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Section
4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal sites.

Date of Government Version: 12/12/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/13/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 63

Source:  Integrated Waste Management Board
Telephone:  916-341-6320
Last EDR Contact: 12/13/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

WMUDS/SWAT:  Waste Management Unit Database
Waste Management Unit Database System. WMUDS is used by the State Water Resources Control Board staff and the
Regional Water Quality Control Boards for program tracking and inventory of waste management units. WMUDS is composed
of the following databases: Facility Information, Scheduled Inspections Information, Waste Management Unit Information,
SWAT Program Information, SWAT Report Summary Information, SWAT Report Summary Data, Chapter 15 (formerly Subchapter
15) Information, Chapter 15 Monitoring Parameters, TPCA Program Information, RCRA Program Information, Closure
Information, and Interested Parties Information.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/2000
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/10/2000
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/10/2000
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-227-4448
Last EDR Contact: 12/03/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CA WDS:  Waste Discharge System
Sites which have been issued waste discharge requirements.

Date of Government Version: 06/19/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/20/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/29/2007
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5227
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

CORTESE:  "Cortese" Hazardous Waste & Substances Sites List
The sites for the list are designated by the State Water Resource Control Board (LUST), the Integrated Waste
Board (SWF/LS), and the Department of Toxic Substances Control (Cal-Sites). This listing is no longer updated
by the state agency.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/2001
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/29/2001
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/2001
Number of Days to Update: 58

Source:  CAL EPA/Office of Emergency Information
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SWRCY:  Recycler Database
A listing of recycling facilities in California.

Date of Government Version: 01/07/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/09/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  Department of Conservation
Telephone:  916-323-3836
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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LUST REG 9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Report
Orange, Riverside, San Diego counties. For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources
Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 03/01/2001
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/23/2001
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/21/2001
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Diego Region (9)
Telephone:  858-637-5595
Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
California Regional Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8). For more current information, please refer
to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 02/14/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/15/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/28/2005
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8)
Telephone:  909-782-4496
Last EDR Contact: 02/05/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LUST REG 6V:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing
Leaking Underground Storage Tank locations.  Inyo, Kern, Los Angeles, Mono, San Bernardino counties.

Date of Government Version: 06/07/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/07/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/29/2005
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Victorville Branch Office (6)
Telephone:  760-241-7365
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 6L:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing
For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 09/09/2003
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/10/2003
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/07/2003
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region (6)
Telephone:  530-542-5572
Last EDR Contact: 12/03/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 5:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database
Leaking Underground Storage Tank locations. Alameda, Alpine, Amador, Butte, Colusa, Contra Costa, Calveras, El
Dorado, Fresno, Glenn, Kern, Kings, Lake, Lassen, Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Modoc, Napa, Nevada, Placer, Plumas,
Sacramento, San Joaquin, Shasta, Solano, Stanislaus, Sutter, Tehama, Tulare, Tuolumne, Yolo, Yuba counties.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/23/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (5)
Telephone:  916-464-4834
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LUST REG 4:  Underground Storage Tank Leak List
Los Angeles, Ventura counties. For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources Control
Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 09/07/2004
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/07/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/12/2004
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region (4)
Telephone:  213-576-6710
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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LUST REG 3:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database
Leaking Underground Storage Tank locations. Monterey, San Benito, San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara, Santa Cruz counties.

Date of Government Version: 05/19/2003
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/19/2003
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/02/2003
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Coast Region (3)
Telephone:  805-542-4786
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 2:  Fuel Leak List
Leaking Underground Storage Tank locations. Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa
Clara, Solano, Sonoma counties.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2004
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/20/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/19/2004
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Francisco Bay Region (2)
Telephone:  510-622-2433
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LUST REG 1:  Active Toxic Site Investigation
Del Norte, Humboldt, Lake, Mendocino, Modoc, Siskiyou, Sonoma, Trinity counties. For more current information,
please refer to the State Water Resources Control Board’s LUST database.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2001
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/28/2001
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/29/2001
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board North Coast (1)
Telephone:  707-570-3769
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST:  Geotracker’s Leaking Underground Fuel Tank Report
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports. LUST records contain an inventory of reported leaking underground
storage tank incidents. Not all states maintain these records, and the information stored varies by state. For
more information on a particular leaking underground storage tank sites, please contact the appropriate regulatory
agency.

Date of Government Version: 01/07/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/09/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  see region list
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LUST REG 7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Listing
Leaking Underground Storage Tank locations.  Imperial, Riverside, San Diego, Santa Barbara counties.

Date of Government Version: 02/26/2004
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/26/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/24/2004
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Colorado River Basin Region (7)
Telephone:  760-776-8943
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CA FID UST:  Facility Inventory Database
The Facility Inventory Database (FID) contains a historical listing of active and inactive underground storage
tank locations from the State Water Resource Control Board. Refer to local/county source for current data.

Date of Government Version: 10/31/1994
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/05/1995
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/29/1995
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-341-5851
Last EDR Contact: 12/28/1998
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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SLIC:  Statewide SLIC Cases
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 01/07/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/09/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  866-480-1028
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

SLIC REG 1:  Active Toxic Site Investigations
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 04/03/2003
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/07/2003
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/25/2003
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, North Coast Region (1)
Telephone:  707-576-2220
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SLIC REG 2:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2004
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/20/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/19/2004
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board San Francisco Bay Region (2)
Telephone:  510-286-0457
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SLIC REG 3:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 05/18/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/18/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/15/2006
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Coast Region (3)
Telephone:  805-549-3147
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SLIC REG 4:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 11/17/2004
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/18/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/04/2005
Number of Days to Update: 47

Source:  Region Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region (4)
Telephone:  213-576-6600
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

SLIC REG 5:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/05/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/21/2005
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (5)
Telephone:  916-464-3291
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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SLIC REG 6V:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 05/24/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/25/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/16/2005
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Regional Water Quality Control Board, Victorville Branch
Telephone:  619-241-6583
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SLIC REG 6L:  SLIC Sites
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 09/07/2004
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/07/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/12/2004
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region
Telephone:  530-542-5574
Last EDR Contact: 12/03/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SLIC REG 7:  SLIC List
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 11/24/2004
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/29/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/04/2005
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  California Regional Quality Control Board, Colorado River Basin Region
Telephone:  760-346-7491
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SLIC REG 8:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 10/02/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/07/2007
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  California Region Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8)
Telephone:  951-782-3298
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SLIC REG 9:  Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing
The SLIC (Spills, Leaks, Investigations and Cleanup) program is designed to protect and restore water quality
from spills, leaks, and similar discharges.

Date of Government Version: 09/10/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/11/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 17

Source:  California Regional Water Quality Control Board San Diego Region (9)
Telephone:  858-467-2980
Last EDR Contact: 11/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

UST:  Active UST Facilities
Active UST facilities gathered from the local regulatory agencies

Date of Government Version: 01/07/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/09/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  SWRCB
Telephone:  916-480-1028
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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UST MENDOCINO:  Mendocino County UST Database
A listing of underground storage tank locations in Mendocino County.

Date of Government Version: 12/26/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/28/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Department of Public Health
Telephone:  707-463-4466
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

HIST UST:  Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database
The Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database is a historical listing of UST sites. Refer to local/county
source for current data.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/1990
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/25/1991
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/12/1991
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5851
Last EDR Contact: 07/26/2001
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

AST:  Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
Registered Aboveground Storage Tanks.

Date of Government Version: 11/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/27/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 79

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-341-5712
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LIENS:  Environmental Liens Listing
A listing of property locations with environmental liens for California where DTSC is a lien holder.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/09/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 97

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 02/05/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

SWEEPS UST:  SWEEPS UST Listing
Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning System. This underground storage tank listing was updated and
maintained by a company contacted by the SWRCB in the early 1980’s. The listing is no longer updated or maintained.
The local agency is the contact for more information on a site on the SWEEPS list.

Date of Government Version: 06/01/1994
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/07/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/11/2005
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/03/2005
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CHMIRS:  California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting System. CHMIRS contains information on reported hazardous material
incidents (accidental releases or spills).

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/23/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/06/2007
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Office of Emergency Services
Telephone:  916-845-8400
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

NOTIFY 65:  Proposition 65 Records
Proposition 65 Notification Records. NOTIFY 65 contains facility notifications about any release which could impact
drinking water and thereby expose the public to a potential health risk.
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Date of Government Version: 10/21/1993
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/01/1993
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/19/1993
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone:  916-445-3846
Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

DEED:  Deed Restriction Listing
Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program Facility Sites with Deed Restrictions & Hazardous Waste Management
Program Facility Sites with Deed / Land Use Restriction. The DTSC Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program
(SMBRP) list includes sites cleaned up under the program’s oversight and generally does not include current
or former hazardous waste facilities that required a hazardous waste facility permit. The list represents deed
restrictions that are active. Some sites have multiple deed restrictions. The DTSC Hazardous Waste Management
Program (HWMP) has developed a list of current or former hazardous waste facilities that have a recorded land
use restriction at the local county recorder’s office. The land use restrictions on this list were required by
the DTSC HWMP as a result of the presence of hazardous substances that remain on site after the facility (or
part of the facility) has been closed or cleaned up. The types of land use restriction include deed notice, deed
restriction, or a land use restriction that binds current and future owners.

Date of Government Version: 01/03/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/04/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 01/04/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
Contains low threat level properties with either confirmed or unconfirmed releases and the project proponents
have request that DTSC oversee investigation and/or cleanup activities and have agreed to provide coverage for
DTSC’s costs.

Date of Government Version: 11/27/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/28/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 11/28/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DRYCLEANERS:  Cleaner Facilities
A list of drycleaner related facilities that have EPA ID numbers. These are facilities with certain SIC codes:
power laundries, family and commercial; garment pressing and cleaner’s agents; linen supply; coin-operated laundries
and cleaning; drycleaning plants, except rugs; carpet and upholster cleaning; industrial launderers; laundry and
garment services.

Date of Government Version: 07/31/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/31/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/09/2007
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  Department of Toxic Substance Control
Telephone:  916-327-4498
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

WIP:  Well Investigation Program Case List
Well Investigation Program case in the San Gabriel and San Fernando Valley area.

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/23/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Los Angeles Water Quality Control Board
Telephone:  213-576-6726
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CDL:  Clandestine Drug Labs
A listing of drug lab locations. Listing of a location in this database does not indicate that any illegal drug
lab materials were or were not present there, and does not constitute a determination that the location either
requires or does not require additional cleanup work.
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Date of Government Version: 09/30/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/15/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/07/2007
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-255-6504
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RESPONSE:  State Response Sites
Identifies confirmed release sites where DTSC is involved in remediation, either in a lead or oversight capacity.
These confirmed release sites are generally high-priority and high potential risk.

Date of Government Version: 11/27/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/28/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 11/28/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HAZNET:  Facility and Manifest Data
Facility and Manifest Data. The data is extracted from the copies of hazardous waste manifests received each year
by the DTSC. The annual volume of manifests is typically 700,000 - 1,000,000 annually, representing approximately
350,000 - 500,000 shipments. Data are from the manifests submitted without correction, and therefore many contain
some invalid values for data elements such as generator ID, TSD ID, waste category, and disposal method.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/04/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/07/2007
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  California Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  916-255-1136
Last EDR Contact: 02/08/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

EMI:  Emissions Inventory Data
Toxics and criteria pollutant emissions data collected by the ARB and local air pollution agencies.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/17/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  California Air Resources Board
Telephone:  916-322-2990
Last EDR Contact: 01/18/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ENVIROSTOR:  EnviroStor Database
The Department of Toxic Substances Control’s (DTSC’s) Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program’s (SMBRP’s)
EnviroStor database identifes sites that have known contamination or sites for which there may be reasons to investigate
further. The database includes the following site types: Federal Superfund sites (National Priorities List (NPL));
State Response, including Military Facilities and State Superfund; Voluntary Cleanup; and School sites. EnviroStor
provides similar information to the information that was available in CalSites, and provides additional site information,
including, but not limited to, identification of formerly-contaminated properties that have been released for
reuse, properties where environmental deed restrictions have been recorded to prevent inappropriate land uses,
and risk characterization information that is used to assess potential impacts to public health and the environment
at contaminated sites.

Date of Government Version: 11/27/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/28/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  Department of Toxic Substances Control
Telephone:  916-323-3400
Last EDR Contact: 11/28/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HAULERS:  Registered Waste Tire Haulers Listing
A listing of registered waste tire haulers.

Date of Government Version: 09/17/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/18/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  Integrated Waste Management Board
Telephone:  916-341-6422
Last EDR Contact: 02/05/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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TRIBAL RECORDS

INDIAN RESERV:  Indian Reservations
This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/08/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  202-208-3710
Last EDR Contact: 02/08/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/05/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN LUST R1:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
A listing of leaking underground storage tank locations on Indian Land.

Date of Government Version: 12/01/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/01/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2007
Number of Days to Update: 59

Source:  EPA Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R4:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Florida, Mississippi and North Carolina.

Date of Government Version: 09/05/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-8677
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN LUST R6:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in New Mexico and Oklahoma.

Date of Government Version: 12/12/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/12/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 43

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-6597
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska

Date of Government Version: 06/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/14/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/05/2007
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming.

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/06/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6271
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 11/30/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/30/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/28/2007
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  415-972-3372
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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INDIAN LUST R10:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 11/27/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R1:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
A listing of underground storage tank locations on Indian Land.

Date of Government Version: 12/01/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/01/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2007
Number of Days to Update: 59

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R4:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Date of Government Version: 09/05/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/02/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-9424
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R5:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Date of Government Version: 12/21/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/21/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  EPA Region 5
Telephone:  312-886-6136
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R6:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Date of Government Version: 12/12/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/12/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 43

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-7591
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R7:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Date of Government Version: 06/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/14/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/05/2007
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R8:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/06/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 49

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6137
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R9:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
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Date of Government Version: 11/30/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3368
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R10:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Date of Government Version: 11/27/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

Manufactured Gas Plants:  EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
The EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plant Database includes records of coal gas plants (manufactured gas plants)
compiled by EDR’s researchers. Manufactured gas sites were used in the United States from the 1800’s to 1950’s
to produce a gas that could be distributed and used as fuel. These plants used whale oil, rosin, coal, or a mixture
of coal, oil, and water that also produced a significant amount of waste. Many of the byproducts of the gas production,
such as coal tar (oily waste containing volatile and non-volatile chemicals), sludges, oils and other compounds
are potentially hazardous to human health and the environment. The byproduct from this process was frequently
disposed of directly at the plant site and can remain or spread slowly, serving as a continuous source of soil
and groundwater contamination.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

EDR Historical Auto Stations:  EDR Proprietary Historic Gas Stations
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
gas station/filling station/service station sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR’s review was limited
to those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include gas station/filling station/service station
establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were not limited to gas, gas station, gasoline station,
filling station, auto, automobile repair, auto service station, service station, etc.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR Historical Cleaners:  EDR Proprietary Historic Dry Cleaners
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
dry cleaner sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR’s review was limited to those categories of sources
that might, in EDR’s opinion, include dry cleaning establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were
not limited to dry cleaners, cleaners, laundry, laundromat, cleaning/laundry, wash & dry etc.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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COUNTY RECORDS

ALAMEDA COUNTY:

Contaminated Sites
A listing of contaminated sites overseen by the Toxic Release Program (oil and groundwater contamination from
chemical releases and spills) and the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Program (soil and ground water contamination
from leaking petroleum USTs).

Date of Government Version: 01/28/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/29/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Telephone:  510-567-6700
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Underground Tanks
Underground storage tank sites located in Alameda county.

Date of Government Version: 01/28/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/29/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  Alameda County Environmental Health Services
Telephone:  510-567-6700
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY:

Site List
List includes sites from the underground tank, hazardous waste generator and business plan/2185 programs.

Date of Government Version: 12/04/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/06/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 70

Source:  Contra Costa Health Services Department
Telephone:  925-646-2286
Last EDR Contact: 11/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

FRESNO COUNTY:

CUPA Resources List
Certified Unified Program Agency. CUPA’s are responsible for implementing a unified hazardous materials and hazardous
waste management regulatory program. The agency provides oversight of businesses that deal with hazardous materials,
operate underground storage tanks or aboveground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 01/16/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/17/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Dept. of Community Health
Telephone:  559-445-3271
Last EDR Contact: 01/17/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/04/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

KERN COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Sites & Tank Listing
Kern County Sites and Tanks Listing.

Date of Government Version: 12/17/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/18/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Kern County Environment Health Services Department
Telephone:  661-862-8700
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LOS ANGELES COUNTY:
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San Gabriel Valley Areas of Concern
San Gabriel Valley areas where VOC contamination is at or above the MCL as designated by region 9 EPA office.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/1998
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/07/1999
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: 0

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3178
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

HMS: Street Number List
Industrial Waste and Underground Storage Tank Sites.

Date of Government Version: 11/29/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Public Works
Telephone:  626-458-3517
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

List of Solid Waste Facilities
Solid Waste Facilities in Los Angeles County.

Date of Government Version: 11/13/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/20/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 86

Source:  La County Department of Public Works
Telephone:  818-458-5185
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

City of Los Angeles Landfills
Landfills owned and maintained by the City of Los Angeles.

Date of Government Version: 03/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/27/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/27/2007
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Engineering & Construction Division
Telephone:  213-473-7869
Last EDR Contact: 12/10/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Site Mitigation List
Industrial sites that have had some sort of spill or complaint.

Date of Government Version: 05/30/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/11/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/09/2007
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Community Health Services
Telephone:  323-890-7806
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

City of El Segundo Underground Storage Tank
Underground storage tank sites located in El Segundo city.

Date of Government Version: 11/13/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/20/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 80

Source:  City of El Segundo Fire Department
Telephone:  310-524-2236
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

City of Long Beach Underground Storage Tank
Underground storage tank sites located in the city of Long Beach.

Date of Government Version: 03/28/2003
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/23/2003
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/26/2003
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  City of Long Beach Fire Department
Telephone:  562-570-2563
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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City of Torrance Underground Storage Tank
Underground storage tank sites located in the city of Torrance.

Date of Government Version: 12/13/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/14/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  City of Torrance Fire Department
Telephone:  310-618-2973
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/12/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

MARIN COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Sites
Currently permitted USTs in Marin County.

Date of Government Version: 11/29/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 51

Source:  Public Works Department Waste Management
Telephone:  415-499-6647
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

NAPA COUNTY:

Sites With Reported Contamination
A listing of leaking underground storage tank sites located in Napa county.

Date of Government Version: 01/15/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/16/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Napa County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-253-4269
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Closed and Operating Underground Storage Tank Sites
Underground storage tank sites located in Napa county.

Date of Government Version: 01/15/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/16/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Napa County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-253-4269
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ORANGE COUNTY:

List of Industrial Site Cleanups
Petroleum and non-petroleum spills.

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 57

Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Last EDR Contact: 12/06/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

List of Underground Storage Tank Cleanups
Orange County Underground Storage Tank Cleanups (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/21/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Last EDR Contact: 12/06/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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List of Underground Storage Tank Facilities
Orange County Underground Storage Tank Facilities (UST).

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 51

Source:  Health Care Agency
Telephone:  714-834-3446
Last EDR Contact: 12/06/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PLACER COUNTY:

Master List of Facilities
List includes aboveground tanks, underground tanks and cleanup sites.

Date of Government Version: 07/23/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/23/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/09/2007
Number of Days to Update: 17

Source:  Placer County Health and Human Services
Telephone:  530-889-7312
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

RIVERSIDE COUNTY:

Listing of Underground Tank Cleanup Sites
Riverside County Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Sites (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 08/06/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/26/2007
Number of Days to Update: 50

Source:  Department of Public Health
Telephone:  951-358-5055
Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Underground Storage Tank Tank List
Underground storage tank sites located in Riverside county.

Date of Government Version: 08/06/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/24/2007
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  Health Services Agency
Telephone:  951-358-5055
Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SACRAMENTO COUNTY:

Contaminated Sites
List of sites where unauthorized releases of potentially hazardous materials have occurred. 

Date of Government Version: 10/29/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/30/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/07/2007
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  Sacramento County Environmental Management
Telephone:  916-875-8406
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

ML - Regulatory Compliance Master List
Any business that has hazardous materials on site - hazardous material storage sites, underground storage tanks,
waste generators.

Date of Government Version: 10/29/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/30/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/07/2007
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  Sacramento County Environmental Management
Telephone:  916-875-8406
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/28/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY:
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Hazardous Material Permits
This listing includes underground storage tanks, medical waste handlers/generators, hazardous materials handlers,
hazardous waste generators, and waste oil generators/handlers.

Date of Government Version: 12/28/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/28/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  San Bernardino County Fire Department Hazardous Materials Division
Telephone:  909-387-3041
Last EDR Contact: 12/03/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/03/2007
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SAN DIEGO COUNTY:

Hazardous Materials Management Division Database
The database includes: HE58 - This report contains the business name, site address, business phone number, establishment
’H’ permit number, type of permit, and the business status. HE17 - In addition to providing the same information
provided in the HE58 listing, HE17 provides inspection dates, violations received by the establishment, hazardous
waste generated, the quantity, method of storage, treatment/disposal of waste and the hauler, and information
on underground storage tanks. Unauthorized Release List - Includes a summary of environmental contamination cases
in San Diego County (underground tank cases, non-tank cases, groundwater contamination, and soil contamination
are included.)

Date of Government Version: 05/16/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/18/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/16/2005
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Hazardous Materials Management Division
Telephone:  619-338-2268
Last EDR Contact: 01/04/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Solid Waste Facilities
San Diego County Solid Waste Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/05/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  619-338-2209
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Environmental Case Listing
The listing contains all underground tank release cases and projects pertaining to properties contaminated with
hazardous substances that are actively under review by the Site Assessment and Mitigation Program.

Date of Government Version: 08/22/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/07/2007
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  San Diego County Department of Environmental Health
Telephone:  619-338-2371
Last EDR Contact: 01/04/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY:

Local Oversite Facilities
A listing of leaking underground storage tank sites located in San Francisco county.

Date of Government Version: 12/18/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 57

Source:  Department Of Public Health San Francisco County
Telephone:  415-252-3920
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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Underground Storage Tank Information
Underground storage tank sites located in San Francisco county.

Date of Government Version: 12/18/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 51

Source:  Department of Public Health
Telephone:  415-252-3920
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY:

San Joaquin Co. UST
A listing of underground storage tank locations in San Joaquin county.

Date of Government Version: 10/18/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/19/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 81

Source:  Environmental Health Department
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SAN MATEO COUNTY:

Business Inventory
List includes Hazardous Materials Business Plan, hazardous waste generators, and underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 01/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/01/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  San Mateo County Environmental Health Services Division
Telephone:  650-363-1921
Last EDR Contact: 10/09/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Fuel Leak List
A listing of leaking underground storage tank sites located in San Mateo county.

Date of Government Version: 01/09/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/11/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  San Mateo County Environmental Health Services Division
Telephone:  650-363-1921
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SANTA CLARA COUNTY:

HIST LUST - Fuel Leak Site Activity Report
A listing of open and closed leaking underground storage tanks. This listing is no longer updated by the county.
Leaking underground storage tanks are now handled by the Department of Environmental Health.

Date of Government Version: 03/29/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/30/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/21/2005
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Santa Clara Valley Water District
Telephone:  408-265-2600
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LOP Listing
A listing of leaking underground storage tanks located in Santa Clara county.

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/05/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  Department of Environmental Health
Telephone:  408-918-3417
Last EDR Contact: 01/15/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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Hazardous Material Facilities
Hazardous material facilities, including underground storage tank sites.

Date of Government Version: 12/17/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/19/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 57

Source:  City of San Jose Fire Department
Telephone:  408-277-4659
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/03/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SOLANO COUNTY:

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
A listing of leaking underground storage tank sites located in Solano county.

Date of Government Version: 09/24/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/23/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/07/2007
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  Solano County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-784-6770
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Underground Storage Tanks
Underground storage tank sites located in Solano county.

Date of Government Version: 01/07/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/30/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  Solano County Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  707-784-6770
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/24/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SONOMA COUNTY:

Leaking Underground Storage Tank Sites
A listing of leaking underground storage tank sites located in Sonoma county.

Date of Government Version: 01/22/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  707-565-6565
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/21/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SUTTER COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tanks
Underground storage tank sites located in Sutter county.

Date of Government Version: 05/04/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/04/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/24/2007
Number of Days to Update: 20

Source:  Sutter County Department of Agriculture
Telephone:  530-822-7500
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

VENTURA COUNTY:

Business Plan, Hazardous Waste Producers, and Operating Underground Tanks
The BWT list indicates by site address whether the Environmental Health Division has Business Plan (B), Waste
Producer (W), and/or Underground Tank (T) information.
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Date of Government Version: 11/26/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/07/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  Ventura County Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 12/13/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Inventory of Illegal Abandoned and Inactive Sites
Ventura County Inventory of Closed, Illegal Abandoned, and Inactive Sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/29/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/26/2007
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 02/19/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/19/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Listing of Underground Tank Cleanup Sites
Ventura County Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Sites (LUST).

Date of Government Version: 11/26/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/07/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/14/2008
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 12/13/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Underground Tank Closed Sites List
Ventura County Operating Underground Storage Tank Sites (UST)/Underground Tank Closed Sites List.

Date of Government Version: 12/26/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/09/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  Environmental Health Division
Telephone:  805-654-2813
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

YOLO COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Comprehensive Facility Report
Underground storage tank sites located in Yolo county.

Date of Government Version: 10/16/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/05/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/08/2008
Number of Days to Update: 95

Source:  Yolo County Department of Health
Telephone:  530-666-8646
Last EDR Contact: 01/28/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/14/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete.  For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included.  Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

CT MANIFEST:  Hazardous Waste Manifest Data
Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through
transporters to a tsd facility.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/15/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/20/2007
Number of Days to Update: 66

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  860-424-3375
Last EDR Contact: 12/13/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/10/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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NJ MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/04/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/31/2007
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/31/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NY MANIFEST:  Facility and Manifest Data
Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through transporters to a TSD
facility.

Date of Government Version: 11/26/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/29/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/05/2008
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8651
Last EDR Contact: 11/29/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/25/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

PA MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/21/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/10/2008
Number of Days to Update: 20

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 12/10/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/10/2007
Data Release Frequency: Annually

RI MANIFEST:  Manifest information
Hazardous waste manifest information

Date of Government Version: 10/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/09/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/15/2008
Number of Days to Update: 67

Source:  Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  401-222-2797
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

WI MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/27/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/08/2007
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/07/2008
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Oil/Gas Pipelines: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in 1994. It is referred to by USGS as GeoData Digital Line Graphs
from 1:100,000-Scale Maps. It was extracted from the transportation category including some oil, but primarily
gas pipelines.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source: PennWell Corporation
Telephone: (800) 823-6277
This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information is provided
on a best effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant its
fitness for any particular purpose.  Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges.  These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children.  While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.
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Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.

Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States.  It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States. 

Daycare Centers: Licensed Facilities
Source: Department of Social Services
Telephone: 916-657-4041

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 and 2005 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Scanned Digital USGS 7.5’ Topographic Map (DRG)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
A digital raster graphic (DRG) is a scanned image of a U.S. Geological Survey topographic map. The map images
are made by scanning published paper maps on high-resolution scanners. The raster image
is georeferenced and fit to the Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) projection.

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2008 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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geologic strata.
of the soil, and nearby wells.  Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the
Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics

  2.  Groundwater flow velocity.
  1.  Groundwater flow direction, and

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principle investigative components:

forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in

1994Most Recent Revision:
34118-B1 MOUNT WILSON, CAEast Map:

1994Most Recent Revision:
34118-B2 PASADENA, CATarget Property Map:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP

1190 ft. above sea levelElevation:
3782906.5UTM Y (Meters): 
395463.6UTM X (Meters): 
Zone 11Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
118.13438 - 118˚ 8’ 3.8’’Longitude (West): 
34.18366 - 34˚ 11’ 1.2’’Latitude (North): 

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

ALTADENA, CA 91001
2212 EL MOLINO AVENUE
MONTECEDRO PROPERTY

TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE ADDENDUM®



TC2148863.2s   Page A-2

should be field verified.
on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
Source: Topography has been determined from the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated

SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY: ELEVATION PROFILES
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General SSWGeneral Topographic Gradient:
TARGET PROPERTY TOPOGRAPHY

should contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
assist the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or,
Surface topography may be indicative of the direction of surficial groundwater flow.  This information can be used to
TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

collected on nearby properties, and regional groundwater flow information (from deep aquifers).
sources of information, such as surface topographic information, hydrologic information, hydrogeologic data
using site-specific well data. If such data is not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary to rely on other
Groundwater flow direction for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Not Reported

GENERAL DIRECTIONLOCATION
GROUNDWATER FLOWFROM TPMAP ID

hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.
authorities at select sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

AQUIFLOW®

 Search Radius: 1.000 Mile.

Not found     Status:
1.25 miles     Search Radius:

Site-Specific Hydrogeological Data*:

* ©1996 Site−specific hydrogeological data gathered by CERCLIS Alerts, Inc., Bainbridge Island, WA.  All rights reserved.  All of the information and opinions presented are those of the cited EPA report(s), which were completed under
a Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) investigation.

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
of groundwater flow direction in the immediate area.  Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator
HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Not AvailablePASADENA

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY
NWI Electronic
Data CoverageNWI Quad at Target Property

0650500000A Additional Panels in search area:

0650430675B Flood Plain Panel at Target Property:

YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail MapLOS ANGELES, CA

FEMA FLOOD ZONE
FEMA Flood
Electronic DataTarget Property County

and bodies of water).
Refer to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
Surface water can act as a hydrologic barrier to groundwater flow.  Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 10 inchesDepth to Bedrock Max:

> 10 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

Not ReportedCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Soil does not meet the requirements for a hydric soil.

Not reportedSoil Drainage Class:

Not reportedHydrologic Group:

variableSoil Surface Texture:

URBAN LAND                    Soil Component Name:

The following information is based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data.
in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO) soil survey maps.
for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation of soil patterns
Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey information
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS) leads the National Cooperative Soil

DOMINANT SOIL COMPOSITION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).
of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - a digital representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman
Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology

ROCK STRATIGRAPHIC UNIT GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATION

Stratifed SequenceCategory:CenozoicEra:
QuaternarySystem:
QuaternarySeries:
QCode:    (decoded above as Era, System & Series)

at which contaminant migration may be occurring.
Geologic information can be used by the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the relative speed
GEOLOGIC INFORMATION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

move more quickly through sandy-gravelly types of soils than silty-clayey types of soils.
characteristics data collected on nearby properties and regional soil information. In general, contaminant plumes
to rely on other sources of information, including geologic age identification, rock stratigraphic unit and soil
using site specific geologic and soil strata data. If such data are not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary
Groundwater flow velocity information for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW VELOCITY INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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clay loam
silty clay loam
gravelly - fine sandy loam
sand
weathered bedrock
very fine sandy loam
stratified
very gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loam
gravelly - sandy loamDeeper Soil Types:

sand
silty clay
clay
sandy clay loam
sandy clay
gravelly - loam
fine sandy loamShallow Soil Types:

fine sandy loam
sand
gravelly - sand
fine sand
clay
silt loam
gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loamSurficial Soil Types:

fine sandy loam
sand
gravelly - sand
fine sand
clay
silt loam
gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loamSoil Surface Textures:

appear within the general area of target property.
Based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data, the following additional subordinant soil types may

OTHER SOIL TYPES IN AREA

Min:    0.00
Max:   0.00

Min:    0.00
Max:   0.00Not reportedNot reportedvariable 6 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Permeability Soil Reaction
Rate (in/hr) (pH)

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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1/2 - 1 Mile West460   6
1/2 - 1 Mile WNW459   5
1/4 - 1/2 Mile WSW461   A3
1/4 - 1/2 Mile WSW22781   A2
0 - 1/8 Mile SSE462   1

STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

Note: PWS System location is not always the same as well location.

1/4 - 1/2 Mile NNECA1910061   4

FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

No Wells Found

FEDERAL USGS WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

1.000State Database
Nearest PWS within 1 mileFederal FRDS PWS
1.000Federal USGS

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)DATABASE

opinion about the impact of contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.
professional in assessing sources that may impact ground water flow direction, and in forming an
EDR Local/Regional Water Agency records provide water well information to assist the environmental

LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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WELL 01 - INACTIVESource Name:
1,000 Feet (10 Seconds)Precision:341055.0 1180825.0Source Lat/Long:
Inactive RawWell Status:Well/GroundwaterWater Type:
WELL/AMBNT/MUN/INTAKE/SUPPLYStation Type:07District Number:
Los AngelesCounty:1910061002FRDS Number:
4THUser ID:01N/12W-09Q01 SPrime Station Code:

Water System Information:

A3
WSW
1/4 - 1/2 Mile
Lower

461CA WELLS

CENTRAL ALTADENAArea Served:
1469Connections:3000Pop Served:

ALTADENA, CA 91001
P O BOX 426

Organization That Operates System:
LAS FLORES WATER CO.System Name:
1910061System Number:
2728 N. SANTA ROSA - FL BL & URANIUM BLSource Name:

1,000 Feet (10 Seconds)Precision:341055.5 1180825.0Source Lat/Long:
Combined TreatedWell Status:Well/GroundwaterWater Type:
WELL/AMBNT/MUN/INTAKEStation Type:07District Number:
Los AngelesCounty:1910061004FRDS Number:
4THUser ID:G19/061-FLBLM01Prime Station Code:

Water System Information:

A2
WSW
1/4 - 1/2 Mile
Lower

22781CA WELLS

ALTADENAArea Served:
3119Connections:8000Pop Served:

ALTADENA 91001
583 E SACRAMENTO

Organization That Operates System:
RUBIO CANON LAND AND WATER ASSOCIATIONSystem Name:
1910140System Number:
WELL 02 - ABANDONEDSource Name:

UndefinedPrecision:341100.0 1180800.0Source Lat/Long:
AbandonedWell Status:Well/GroundwaterWater Type:
WELL/AMBNT/MUN/INTAKE/SUPPLYStation Type:07District Number:
Los AngelesCounty:1910140002FRDS Number:
4THUser ID:01N/12W-09R01 SPrime Station Code:

Water System Information:

1
SSE
0 - 1/8 Mile
Lower

462CA WELLS

Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation EDR ID NumberDatabase

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedArea Served:
Unknown, Small SystemConnections:Unknown, Small SystemPop Served:

Not Reported
Organization That Operates System:

PASADENA CEMETERY ASSOCIATIONSystem Name:
1910998System Number:
WELL 02-03Source Name:

1 Mile (One Minute)Precision:341115.0 1180845.0Source Lat/Long:
Active RawWell Status:Well/GroundwaterWater Type:
WELL/AMBNT/MUN/INTAKEStation Type:15District Number:
Los AngelesCounty:1910998001FRDS Number:
METUser ID:01N/12W-09E01 SPrime Station Code:

Water System Information:

5
WNW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

459CA WELLS

Fed Compliance AchievedEnf. Action:1993-12-15Enforcement Date:
93V0001Violation ID:
1992-07-01 - 2015-12-31Compliance Period:
LEAD & COPPER RULEContaminant:
Initial Tap Sampling for Pb and CuViolation Type:
LAS FLORES WATER CO.System Name:

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

Violations information not reported.

4000Population:Mixed (treated and untreated)Treatment Class:
CENTRAL ALTADENCity Served:

118 07 49Facility Longitude:34 11 22Facility Latitude:

Not ReportedAddressee / Facility: 

           Process: RAPID MIXTreatment Objective: DISINFECTION BY-PRODUCTS CONTROL
Source: Purchases surface water

ALTADENA,  CA 91001
LAS FLORES WATER CO.PWS Name:

Not ReportedDate Deactivated:Not ReportedDate Initiated:
Not ReportedPWS Status:CA1910061PWS ID:

4
NNE
1/4 - 1/2 Mile
Higher

CA1910061FRDS PWS

CENTRAL ALTADENAArea Served:
1469Connections:3000Pop Served:

ALTADENA, CA 91001
P O BOX 426

Organization That Operates System:
LAS FLORES WATER CO.System Name:
1910061System Number:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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ALTADENAArea Served:
3119Connections:8000Pop Served:

ALTADENA 91001
583 E SACRAMENTO

Organization That Operates System:
RUBIO CANON LAND AND WATER ASSOCIATIONSystem Name:
1910140System Number:
WELL 06 - ABANDONEDSource Name:

UndefinedPrecision:341100.0 1180900.0Source Lat/Long:
AbandonedWell Status:Well/GroundwaterWater Type:
WELL/AMBNT/MUN/INTAKE/SUPPLYStation Type:07District Number:
Los AngelesCounty:1910140006FRDS Number:
4THUser ID:01N/12W-09K01 SPrime Station Code:

Water System Information:

6
West
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

460CA WELLS

Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation EDR ID NumberDatabase

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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0%0%100%1.300 pCi/LBasement
Not ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedLiving Area - 2nd Floor
0%0%100%0.100 pCi/LLiving Area - 1st Floor

% >20 pCi/L% 4-20 pCi/L% <4 pCi/LAverage ActivityArea

Number of sites tested: 1

Federal Area Radon Information for Zip Code:   91001

             : Zone 3 indoor average level < 2 pCi/L.
             : Zone 2 indoor average level >= 2 pCi/L and <= 4 pCi/L.
     Note: Zone 1 indoor average level > 4 pCi/L.

Federal EPA Radon Zone for LOS ANGELES County:  2 

10.7132891001

_________________________________
Pct. > 4 Pci/L> 4 Pci/LTotal SitesZip

Radon Test Results                                                                                 

State Database: CA Radon                                                                           

AREA RADON INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS
RADON

®



TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model (DEM)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
EDR acquired the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model in 2002 and updated it in 2006. The 7.5 minute DEM corresponds
to the USGS 1:24,000- and 1:25,000-scale topographic quadrangle maps. The DEM provides elevation data
with consistent elevation units and projection.

Scanned Digital USGS 7.5’ Topographic Map (DRG)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
A digital raster graphic (DRG) is a scanned image of a U.S. Geological Survey topographic map. The map images
are made by scanning published paper maps on high-resolution scanners. The raster image
is georeferenced and fit to the Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) projection.

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 and 2005 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

AQUIFLOW       Information SystemR

Source:  EDR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System (AIS) to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to regulatory authorities at select sites and has
extracted the date of the report, hydrogeologically determined groundwater flow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit
Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) leads the national
Conservation Soil Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil
survey information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation
of soil patterns in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO)
soil survey maps.

SSURGO: Soil Survey Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services (NRCS)
Telephone:  800-672-5559
SSURGO is the most detailed level of mapping done by the Natural Resources Conservation Services, mapping
scales generally range from 1:12,000 to 1:63,360. Field mapping methods using national standards are used to
construct the soil maps in the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO) database. SSURGO digitizing duplicates the
original soil survey maps. This level of mapping is designed for use by landowners, townships and county
natural resource planning and management.

TC2148863.2s     Page A-12
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LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System.  A PWS is any water system which provides water to at

least 25 people for at least 60 days annually.  PWSs provide water from wells, rivers and other sources.

PWS ENF: Public Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after

August 1995.  Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS).

USGS Water Wells: USGS National Water Inventory System (NWIS)
This database contains descriptive information on sites where the USGS collects or has collected data on surface
water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on wells, springs, and other sources of groundwater.

STATE RECORDS

Water Well Database
Source:  Department of Water Resources
Telephone:  916-651-9648

California Drinking Water Quality Database
Source:  Department of Health Services
Telephone:  916-324-2319
The database includes all drinking water compliance and special studies monitoring for the state of California

since 1984. It consists of over 3,200,000 individual analyses along with well and water system information.

OTHER STATE DATABASE INFORMATION

California Oil and Gas Well Locations
Source:  Department of Conservation
Telephone:  916-323-1779

RADON

State Database: CA Radon
Source: Department of Health Services
Telephone: 916-324-2208
Radon Database for California

Area Radon Information
Source: USGS
Telephone:  703-356-4020
The National Radon Database has been developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and is a compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon Survey.
The study covers the years 1986 - 1992. Where necessary data has been supplemented by information collected at
private sources such as universities and research institutions.

EPA Radon Zones
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-356-4020
Sections 307 & 309 of IRAA directed EPA to list and identify areas of U.S. with the potential for elevated indoor
radon levels.
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OTHER

Airport Landing Facilities: Private and public use landing facilities
Source:  Federal Aviation Administration, 800-457-6656

Epicenters: World earthquake epicenters, Richter 5 or greater
Source:  Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

California Earthquake Fault Lines: The fault lines displayed on EDR’s Topographic map are digitized quaternary fault lines,
prepared in 1975 by the United State Geological Survey.  Additional information (also from 1975) regarding activity at specific fault
lines comes from California’s Preliminary Fault Activity Map prepared by the California Division of Mines and Geology.

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2008 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

ALTADENA S107863472 CALTRANS ALTADENA MAINTENANCE LVTOP 21222 NORTH WINDSOR AVENUE SWF/LF
COUNTY U001566408 OAK FLAT GOLDEN STATE HWY (9 MI N ON HW 91001 HIST UST
ANAHEIM S105642458 1X MCKESSON DRUG CO 2 92806 LUST, CHMIRS, HAZNET

TC2148863.2s   Page 1 of 1



DETAILED ORPHAN LISTING

EDR ID Number
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)Site

                            Cu Yards/yearRemaining Capacity with Units:
                            Not reportedRemaining Capacity:
                            15600Permitted Capacity with Units:
                            Cu Yards/dayActual Throughput with Units:
                            60Permitted Throughput with Units:
          Not reportedProgram Type:
          Valencia, CA 91355Issue & Observations:
          19-AA-1092Swisnumber:
          Not reportedDisposal Acreage:
          Not reportedClosure Type:
          Not reportedClosure Date:
          municipal,Tires
          Construction/demolition,Green Materials,Inert,Metals,MixedAccepted Waste:
          QuarterlyInspection Frequency:
          01Unit Number:
          Transfer/ProcessingCategory:
          MapGIS Source:
          Residential,Industrial,CommercialLanduse Name:
          NotificationRegulation Status:
          Limited Volume Transfer OperationActivity:
          $3.50Permitted Acreage:
          Not reportedPermit Status:
          5/9/2006Permit Date:
          ActiveOperator’s Status:
          Valencia, CA 91355Operator City,St,Zip:
          28820 North The Old RoadOperator Address2:
          Wallie V. Jordan,  N Region, Dist. 7Operator Address:
          6617755465Operator Phone:
          CalTrans, Altadena MaintenanceOperator:
          Sacramento, CA 95814Owner City,St,Zip:
          1120 "N" StreetOwner Address2:
          Not reportedOwner Address:
          9166542852Owner Telephone:
          State of California. CalTtransOwner Name:
          34.18174 / -118.16804Lat/Long:
          19-AA-1092Facility ID:
          STATERegion:

SWF/LF:

ALTADENA, CA  
21222 NORTH WINDSOR AVENUE    N/A 

SWF/LFCALTRANS ALTADENA MAINTENANCE LVTOP S107863472

     PASADENA, CA 91001Owner City,St,Zip:
     150 S. LOS ROBLES AVE SUITE 30Owner Address:
     U.S.D.A. FOREST SERVICE, ANGELOwner Name:
     8185770050Telephone:
     Not reportedContact Name:
     0001Total Tanks:
     FS STATIONOther Type:
     OtherFacility Type:
     00000063742Facility ID:
     STATERegion:

HIST UST:

COUNTY, CA  91001
GOLDEN STATE HWY (9 MI N ON HW    N/A 

HIST USTOAK FLAT U001566408

ORPHAN DETAIL  TC2148863.2s  Page 1



DETAILED ORPHAN LISTING

EDR ID Number
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)Site

     Visual, Stock InventorLeak Detection:
     Not reportedTank Construction:
     UNLEADEDType of Fuel:
     PRODUCTTank Used for:
     00000300Tank Capacity:
     1941Year Installed:
     20-01-53Container Num:
     001Tank Num:

U001566408OAK FLAT  (Continued)

                    Not reportedReport Date:
                    Not reportedReporting Officer Name/ID:
                    Not reportedCompany Name:
                    Not reportedCA/DOT/PUC/ICC Number:
                    Not reportedVehicle Id Number:
                    Not reportedVehicle State:
                    Not reportedVehicle License Number:
                    Not reportedVehicle Make/year:
                                          Not reportedOthers Number Of Fatalities:
                                          Not reportedOthers Number Of Injuries:
                                          Not reportedOthers Number Of Decontaminated:
                                          Not reportedResponding Agency Personel # Of Fatalities:
                                          Not reportedResponding Agency Personel # Of Injuries:
                                          Not reportedResp Agncy Personel # Of Decontaminated:
                                          Not reportedMore Than Two Substances Involved?:
                    Not reportedSpecial Studies 6:
                    Not reportedSpecial Studies 5:
                    Not reportedSpecial Studies 4:
                    Not reportedSpecial Studies 3:
                    Not reportedSpecial Studies 2:
                    Not reportedSpecial Studies 1:
                    Not reportedProperty Management:
                    Not reportedEstimated Temperature:
                    Not reportedSurrounding Area:
                    Not reportedTime Completed:
                    Not reportedTime Notified:
                    Not reportedAgency Incident Number:
                    Not reportedAgency Id Number:
                    Not reportedProperty Use:
                    Not reportedDate Completed:
                    Not reportedIncident Date:
                    04:31:57 PMOES Time:
                    1/13/1995OES Date:
                    Not reportedOES notification:
                    006210OES Incident Number:

CHMIRS:

9Status:
Soil onlyCase Type:
92842Facility ID:
2Employee ID:
Referred to Water BoardSite Closed:
RIVERSIDERegion:

LUST:

HAZNETANAHEIM, CA  92806
CHMIRS2    N/A 

LUST1X MCKESSON DRUG CO S105642458

ORPHAN DETAIL  TC2148863.2s  Page 2



DETAILED ORPHAN LISTING

EDR ID Number
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)Site

     OrangeFacility County:
     4.46Tons:
     Disposal, Land FillDisposal Method:
     Asbestos-containing wasteWaste Category:
     OrangeTSD County:
     CAD009007626TSD EPA ID:
     OrangeGen County:
     ANAHEIM, CA 928060000Mailing City,St,Zip:
     2Mailing Address:
     Not reportedMailing Name:
     Not reportedFacility Addr2:
     7147726060Telephone:
     TOM HARGER  SHIPPING SUPContact:
     CAC002562836Gepaid:

HAZNET:

                    Not reportedDescription:
                    NONumber of Fatalities:
                    NONumber of Injuries:
                    NOEvacuations:
                    reported to DFG by agency pilot - cause and source unknownDescription:
                    Not reportedUnknown:
                    Not reportedTons:
                    Not reportedSheen:
                    Not reportedQuarts:
                    Not reportedPints:
                    Not reportedOunces:
                    Not reportedLiters:
                    Not reportedPounds:
                    Not reportedGrams:
                    Not reportedGallons:
                    Not reportedCUFT:
                    Not reportedCups:
                    Not reportedBBLS:
                    Not reportedQuantity Released:
                    diesel shhenSubstance:
                    Not reportedE Date:
                    Not reportedSite Type:
                    YESContained:
                    unknownAmount:
                    Not reportedAdmin Agency:
                    1/13/95    1632Incident Date:
                    DFGAgency:
                    1995Year:
                    Not reportedDate/Time:
                    Not reportedOther:
                    Not reportedMeasure:
                    Not reportedType:
                    Not reportedWhat Happened:
                    Not reportedContainment:
                    not feasibleCleanup By:
                    Not reportedSpill Site:
                    long beach harbourWaterway:
                    NOWaterway Involved:
                    Not reportedFacility Telephone:
                    Not reportedComments:

S1056424581X MCKESSON DRUG CO  (Continued)

ORPHAN DETAIL  TC2148863.2s  Page 3



 

 

Appendix C Documentation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 































The EDR-City Directory 
Abstract 

Montecedro Property
2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
The Standard in
Environmental Risk
InformationInquiry Number: 2148863.6

440 Wheelers Farms Road
Milford, Connecticut  06461

Wednesday, February 20, 2008

Nationwide Customer Service

Telephone:
Fax:
Internet:

1-800-352-0050
1-800-231-6802
www.edrnet.com



EDR City Directory Abstract

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.’s (EDR) City Directory Abstract is a screening report designed to assist 
environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDR’s 
City Directory Abstract includes a search and abstract of available city directory data. For each address, the 
directory lists the name of the corresponding occupant at five year intervals.

Thank you for your business. 
Please contact EDR at  1-800-352-0050 

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental 
Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties 
does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION
WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH 
WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR 
PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE 
LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER 
CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OR DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR 
EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY 
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, 
estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are 
not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction orforecast of, any 
environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional 
can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not 
to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2008 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.  All rights reserved.  Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part,  
of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates is prohibited without prior written permission.   

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All 
other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.



SUMMARY

. City Directories:

Business directories including city, cross reference and telephone directories were reviewed, if available, at 
approximately five year intervals for the years spanning 1920 through 2006.  (These years are not 
necessarily inclusive.)   A summary of the information obtained is provided in the text of this report.

This report compiles information by geocoding the subject properties (that is, plotting the latitude and 
longitude for such subject properties and obtaining data concerning properties within 1/8th of a mile of the 
subject properties).  There is no warranty or guarantee that geocoding will report or list all properties within 
the specified radius of the subject properties and any such warranty or guarantee is expressly disclaimed.  
Accordingly, some properties within the aforementioned radius and the information concerning those 
properties may not be referenced in this report.



February 20, 2008Date EDR Searched Historical Sources:  

Target Property:

2212 El Molino Avenue
Altadena, CA   91001

Year Uses Source

1920 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1921 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1923 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1924 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1925 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1926 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1927 Address Not Listed in Research Source Kaasen Directory Company Publishers

1928 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1929 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1930 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1931 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Company Publishers

1932 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1933 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1934 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1935 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1936 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

2148863- 6  

2



Year Uses Source

1937 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1938 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Company Publishers

1939 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1940 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1942 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1944 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1945 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1946 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1947 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Directory Co.

1948 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1949 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1950 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1951 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co Publishers

1952 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1954 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1955 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1956 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1957 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1958 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1960 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

1961 Address Not Listed in Research Source Luskey Brothers & Co

1962 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1963 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1964 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1965 Address Not Listed in Research Source GTE

1966 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1967 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1969 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1970 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1971 Address Not Listed in Research Source B&G Publications

1972 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1975 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1976 Address Not Listed in Research Source R.L. Polk & co Publishers

1980 **EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

EATON H  EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

RUBY MARIE G MISS  EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

1981 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1985 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Bell

1986 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Bell

1990 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Bell

1991 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific  Bell

1995 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Bell Telephone

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

1996 Address Not Listed in Research Source GTE

1999 Address Not Listed in Research Source Haines  Company

2000 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Bell Telephone

2001 Address Not Listed in Research Source Haines & Company, Inc.

2003 Address Not Listed in Research Source Haines & Company

2004 Address Not Listed in Research Source Haines  Company

2006 **EL MOLINO AVE** Haines  Company, Inc.

BETTINGER MARY (2212)

BARSTOW DOROTHY (2212)

BAILEY MAGDELLNE (2212)

BALENT BETH (2212)

BOHANNON NOMINNA R (2212)

BEMNET BARBARA (2212)

APARTMENTS AGHAZARIAN EVA (2212)

ALLEN GLADYS (2212)

Adjoining Properties

SURROUNDING
Multiple Addresses                      
Altadena, CA   91001

Year Uses Source

1920 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1921 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1923 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1924 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1925 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1926 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

1927 **CALAVERAS  E** Kaasen Directory Company Publishers

ELLLOTT A F (721)

IOBSIEN OTTO (751)

ESTES F (777)

ILARRIN L V (783)

SUIRAR IT A BLDG CONTR (785)

LORAN LAURA M (787)

DAVIS A M (790)

VACANT (791)

VACANT (795)

CROOSEY H B (817)

SCHUMANN L W (851)

**MENDOCINO  E** Kaasen Directory Company Publishers

WILLIAMNSON 1 C (755)

FLETCHCR II (771)

1928 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1929 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1930 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1931 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Company Publishers

1932 **E CALAVERAS ST** Los Angeles Directory Co.

VACANT (721)

COUNTY ROAD ERQUIP  MENT DEPT (751)

PHELPS W W (776)

ESTES F R O (777)

VACANT (779)

JORAN LAURA M (781)

RUSSELL A N MRS (783)

B VACANT (785)

A COOK J H (785)

MC LEAN J F (785)

VACANT (787)

VACANT (789)

SATTERFIELD H E (790)

POTTER W R (791)

BAILEY W A (795)

PERRY PEARL MRS (817)

SCHURMANN L W O (851)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Los Angeles Directory Co.

2148863- 6  

6



Year Uses Source

1932 (continued)

WILLIAMSON D C O (755)

FLETCHER H C O (771)

1933 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1934 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1935 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1936 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1937 **E MENDOCINO ST** Los Angeles Directory Co.

NICHOLS R 3 TO (755)

HOFFMAN BLANCHE (771)

MRS REST HOME FOR GIRLS (771)

**CALAVERAS  E** Los Angeles Directory Co.

HOWARD F K O (721)

COUNTY ROAD DEPT (751)

PHELPS W W (776)

R O A J (777)

T DANIES J 3 M MRS (777)

COOPER C Q MRS (779)

JORAN LAURA M (781)

RU HSELL AVIS MRS (783)

B MC CALLUM W B (785)

A BAKER H D MRS (785)

REYER W D II (785)

1 RUSSLL GRACE MRS (787)

ROBINSON H M MRS (789)

KYFFIN  T (790)

NAUD 1 K W MRS (791)

CRAWFORD INTERSECTS (795)

HASTINGS DELLA (795)

OBRIEN D E (817)

SCHUMANN L W TO (851)

1938 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Company Publishers

1939 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1940 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1942 **MENDOCINO  E** Los Angeles Directory Co.

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

1942 (continued)

ADEMLNGF L M MRS (754)

AROBE CHAS (766)

APIAN DAVID (772)

1944 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1945 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1946 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1947 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Directory Co.

AWICKHCIN FRANK (662)

AALTADENA SCHOOL (743)

NL ATTOWARD F K (791)

AWILAL TJ (829)

MOSS IT HR (831)

T ACOOPFER C Q MRS (833)

GALE T W (835)

LI H I MSARY MRS (837)

IOYNTON 13 M MRS (839)

DAVISON B H MRS (841)

2 LI AMC GUL IRE P J (841)

11 ANAVTSON C P (841)

DOWNS L BS (843)

MI AROBLULSON H M MRS (845)

NOU ND EDNA MRS (847)

CR 05Y MILDRED MRS (849)

ILD AFAR BE C C (850)

L ROLBLIE CTCIL (851)

AOLLREN E (857)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Directory Co.

ATILINGSWORTH G N MRS (754)

BUCKLEY J J (766)

1948 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1949 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1950 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

SHOEBRIDGE ALFRED H R (704)

GRIMWOOD ALLEN R (712)

WILDERSON M S R (720)

HOWARD FRED K R (791)

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

1950 (continued)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF AGRICULTURAL DEPT (815)

GOLDSTEIN JOE E R (829)

SPONDER VERA R (831)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (832)

GALE THOS W R (833)

FERRIER EDW R (835)

CHRISTOPHER N T MRS R (837)

YOUNG JOY O R (839)

DAVISON ERIE H R (841)

KOBACK W J R (841)

ROBINSON HELEN M MRS R (845)

NOUD REUBEN P MRS R (847)

KIDD RICHARD M R (849)

SHERMAN FREDERICK MRS R (850)

SMITH R P R (851)

O BRIEN ELIZABETH J R (857)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

BUCKLEY JOS JR (766)

PIAN DAVID R (772)

**N CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Telephone

FORSBERG HANNAH MRS R (2199)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

VAN VRANKEN GILBERT DR R (2124)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (2212)

MACMILLAN CATHERINE A MRS R (2212)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (2212)

TOLHURST MILDRED R (2340)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

BLENNERHASSETT L I R (2156)

**E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

SHOEBRIDGE ALFRED H R (704)

GRIMWOOD ALLEN R (712)

WILDERSON M S R (720)

HOWARD FRED K R (791)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF AGRICULTURAL DEPT (815)

GOLDSTEIN JOE E R (829)

SPONDER VERA R (831)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (832)

GALE THOS W R (833)

FERRIER EDW R (835)

CHRISTOPHER N T MRS R (837)

YOUNG JOY O R (839)
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Year Uses Source

1950 (continued)

DAVISON ERIE H R (841)

KOBACK W J R (841)

ROBINSON HELEN M MRS R (845)

NOUD REUBEN P MRS R (847)

KIDD RICHARD M R (849)

SHERMAN FREDERICK MRS R (850)

SMITH R P R (851)

O BRIEN ELIZABETH J R (857)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

BUCKLEY JOS JR (766)

PIAN DAVID R (772)

**N CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Telephone

FORSBERG HANNAH MRS R (2199)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

DODGE FRANK L MRS R (2090)

O TOOLE H JAS R (2097)

FERRANTE DANTE R (2107)

O SHAUGHNESSY FRANK T F R (2115)

GILL WALLACE E REV R (2116)

WHITEHOUSE CLAUDE W R (2117)

VAN VRANKEN GILBERT DR R (2124)

LEDINGHAM GLEN W R (2150)

BATHRICK JOAN R (2154)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (2212)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (2212)

MACMILLAN CATHERINE A MRS R (2212)

SCOTT A W R (2225)

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF ALTADENA (2290)

WALSWORTH L G R (2312)

NEWCUM EARL L R (2326)

TOLHURST MILDRED R (2340)

MACKENZIE MABEL R (2340)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

TEMPLE MARLE MRS R (2100)

YATES H C R (2100)

BACHMAN ROY W R (2105)

WERNER A G R (2125)

BIBY HARRY C R (2130)

EVANS JAS S R (2133)

CROSS MARJORY G MRS R (2135)

CURRAN J A R (2155)

BLENNERHASSETT L I R (2156)
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Year Uses Source

1950 (continued)

PANOS JAS A R (2160)

LEWIS JOS W JR R (2165)

LEEFELDT C H R (2200)

MCINTYRE WM R (2205)

ARLETH K R (2215)

FREUTEL EDW C JR R (2220)

REIS J W JR R (2230)

HAMMOND LE ROSS R (2235)

HOLMES S S MRS R (2243)

BLANCHE J K COL R (2245)

KOSTER E L R (2245)

1951 **E CALAVERAS ST** Los Angeles Directory Co Publishers

ROBINSON B M (662)

SEACHRLST A W (688)

BOURNE A R (696)

SHOEBRIDG FE A H (704)

GRIMWOOD ALLEN (712)

WILKERSON MHS (720)

ALTADENA SCH (743)

HULL W W WOODAON R A SY (791)

GRAY H N MRS (791)

LA COUNTY ROAD DEPT (815)

GOLDSTEIN J B (829)

SPONDER VERA (831)

MITCHELL ESTHER MRS (832)

GALE T W (833)

WOOD C C (835)

CHRISTOPHER EDITH MRS (837)

BOYNTON B M MRS (839)

1/2 KOBACK W J (841)

AYERS E L (841)

DOWNS L E (843)

ROBINSON H M MRS (845)

CALAV 3 ESRAS  EAST CONTD (847)

NOUD EDNA MRS (847)

IIDD R M SY (849)

JINMINOCK H M (850)

JIMINCIK M C (850)

WRIGHT J W (851)

OBRIEN D E SY (857)

**COLMAN AVE** Los Angeles Directory Co Publishers

F72 MOITIOR  1 1 B (652)

:17 MC 31 J P (655)
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Year Uses Source

1951 (continued)

190 JURE S M 61 MY (672)

FOX JI XLTEN (687)

11 6 VA 15 IIL ITOLANSL (690)

FEINNSR IHOROTHY A 61 SY (705)

LOLHRIRS V WVT (706)

WINTERS J M (721)

PRALT 16 A (729)

WOODS I M (737)

**MENDOCINO  E** Los Angeles Directory Co Publishers

HANSEN MURIEL MRS (754)

BUCKLEY 5 J (766)

HEIDNER V L SY (772)

1952 Address Not Listed in Research Source Los Angeles Directory Co.

1954 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1955 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1956 **S EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

HOLM W G (2337)

**E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

ROBINSON BRUCE M (662)

HERSHBERGER EARL L (676)

SEACHRIST AARON W (688)

BOURNE A ROSS A SY (696)

SHOEBRIDGE ALF HO (704)

GRIMWOOD ALLEN (712)

COX CHAS W A RY (720)

ALTADENA SCH A SY (743)

ANDERSEN ARTH A SY (829)

SPONDER VERA A SY (831)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED NURSES HOME A SY (832)

GALE THOS W A SY (833)

HOESE FLORENCE MRS (835)

FISK DOROTHY R A SY (837)

BOYNTON ETHEL M MRS (839)

1/2 POTTER ANN E A SY (841)

POTTER MAY A MRS (843)

STOTTS IDA E MRS A SY (845)

NOUD EDNA J MRS A SY (847)

KIDD WALT SY (849)

JIMMINK HAZEL D MRS (850)
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Year Uses Source

1956 (continued)

GOSS GERALDINE A SY (851)

OBRIEN ELIZ MRS (855)

VACANT (857)

VACANT (859)

NO RETURN (861)

HOLLINGSWORTH PAUL (863)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

FALSEY MJ (754)

VACANT (757)

TROUGHTON ROBT W (759)

BUCKLEY JOS JA SY (766)

HEIDNER VERNON L (772)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Telephone

CATE PAUL H C A SY (652)

SHREIBER ALAN P 4 SY (655)

MOORE ROBT T Y AS (665)

DIEHL EDW KW R A SY (672)

NELSON ARTH (681)

MC NIE JOHN T C A SY (687)

MALLEY THOS M 4 SY (690)

COLMAN A CONTD (695)

ALEKNA EMILY A R (695)

BROWN CLAYTON R (705)

FENNER DOROTHY A (706)

WORSDEL JOHN W SY (711)

WORSFOLD CARRIE M MRS (721)

HAYES PAUL L A SY (729)

WOODS IRVING M (737)

**CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Telephone

FORSBERG HANNAH A MRS (2199)

VACANT (2202)

HUNSAKER ARCHIE J (2207)

SHUFF HENRIETTA R MRS (2207)

KIDNER COLSTON W (2210)

BARRETT ELIZ T MRS (2215)

CRAWFORD ETHEL F MRS (2220)

1957 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

HERSHBERGER EARL L (676)

SEACHRIST AARON W R (688)

SHOEBRIDGE ALFRED H R (704)

GRIMWOOD ALLEN R (712)

COX CHAS W (720)
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Year Uses Source

1957 (continued)

PASADENA CITY SCHOOL DISTRICTS (743)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

PAULSON ORLAN E (791)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF ROAD DEPT (815)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF PARKS & RECREATION DEPT (815)

BOURRIOUX R (824)

ANDERSEN ARTHUR A (829)

SPONDER VERA R (831)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (832)

WILLIAMS PEARL E (833)

HOESE FLORENCE (835)

FISK DOROTHY R (837)

YOUNG JOY O R (839)

POTTER ANN E (841)

POTTER MAY A (843)

STOTTS IDA MRS (845)

NOUD REUBEN P MRS R (847)

KIDD WALT COLLECTN AGCY (849)

JIMMINK HAZEL D MRS (850)

SKIDMORE GERALDINE (851)

SKIDMORE WAINE F (851)

O BRIEN ELIZABETH J (855)

O BRIEN M H (859)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

TROUGHTON VIRGINIA G MRS (749)

TROUGHTON ROBT W (749)

FALSLEV M J (754)

CHATTERTON VIRGIL W DR (757)

BUCKLEY JOS J R (766)

HEIDNER JOSEPHINE R (772)

**N CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Telephone

FORSBERG HANNAH MRS R (2199)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Telephone

CATE PAUL H R (652)

SCHREIBER ALAN P (655)

HELD JOHN B (665)

DIEHL EDW K JR R (672)

MCNIE JOHN R (687)

MALLEY THOS M JR (690)

ALEKNA EMILY A (695)

LICHTNER JULIUS L (705)

FENNER DOROTHY R (706)
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Year Uses Source

1957 (continued)

MCLERAN HELEN R (706)

MEARS JOE L JR (711)

WORSFOLD CARRIE M MRS (721)

HAYES PAUL L (729)

**CRAWFRD AVE** Pacific Telephone

BARRETT ELIZABETH T R (2215)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED (2212)

TAGGART RICHARD T (2346)

1958 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

COX CHAS W (720)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

ARGONAUT PRODUCTIONS INC (2346)

TAGGART RICHARD T (2346)

1960 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

FRAZE HOWARD (662)

HERSHBERGER EARL L (676)

SEACHRIST AARON W (688)

SHOEBRIDGE ALFRED H (704)

BEDNAR THOS (712)

COX CHAS W (720)

COX SUE (720)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

PASADENA CITY SCHOOLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (743)

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF ALTADENA (791)

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF ALTADENA (791)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF ROAD DEPT (815)

MOSTAD EDGAR N (824)

MOSTAD EDGAR N (824)

ANDERSEN ARTHUR A (829)

SPONDER VERA (831)

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED EMPLOYEES (832)

MOLLOY EILEEN MRS (833)

FISK DOROTHY R   ALTADENA (837)

FISK DOROTHY R   ALTADENA (837)

YOUNG JOY O   ALTADENA (839)

POTTER ANN E (841)

RICE BLANCHE B (843)

VAN DER WYK E (845)

NOUD REUBEN P MRS (847)

JIMMINK HAZEL D MRS (850)

GOSS GERALDINE K (851)
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Year Uses Source

1960 (continued)

MUSSER GERALDINE K (851)

O BRIEN ELIZABETH J (855)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

BATSCH FRANK F (749)

FALSLEV M J (754)

CHATTERTON VIRGIL W DR (757)

BUCKLEY JOS J (766)

**N CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Telephone

FORSBERG HANNAH MRS (2199)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Telephone

CATE PAUL H (652)

DIEHL EDW K JR (672)

MC NIE JOHN (687)

MALLEY NATALIE (690)

SOFFIETTI YOLANDA (695)

ALEKNA EMILY A (695)

LICHTNER JULIUS L (705)

MC LERAN HELEN (706)

FENNER DOROTHY (706)

MEARS JOE L JR (711)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

PASA HOME FOR THE AGED SUPTS OFC (2212)

TOLHURST MILDRED    ALTADENA (2340)

TAGGART RICHARD T (2346)

1961 Address Not Listed in Research Source Luskey Brothers & Co

1962 **E CALAVERAS** Pacific Telephone

COX CHAS W (720)

1963 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1964 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1965 **COLMAN ST** GTE

DOKEY LOUISE MRS A (672)

ANSITE W K  (N) (681)

MC NIE LILLIAN A MRS  (N) (687)

DIEHL EDW K JR (690)

ALEKNA EMILY A MRS A (695)

COOKSON RALPH (705)

FENNER DOROTHY (706)

NEARS JOSEPH L JR A (711)
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Year Uses Source

1965 (continued)

WOELKE GEO  (N) (721)

NO RETURN (729)

WOODS IRVING M (737)

**CRAWFORD AVE** GTE

FORSBERG HANNAH A MRS A (2199)

GIPSON GEO  (N) (2202)

HUSAKER ARCHIE J (2207)

GONZALES VINCENT H A (2210)

BARRETT ELIZ T MRS (2215)

NYWENING RICHD (2220)

1966 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

FRAZE HOWARD (662)

ARMSTRONG VICTOR L (676)

BOURNE CHARLOTTE M (696)

SHOEBRIDGE ALFRED H (704)

HAUGEN ERIC (712)

COX CHAS W (720)

PASADENA CITY SCHOOLS ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (743)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA BAPTIST CHURCH (791)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF ROAD DEPT (815)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF ROAD DEPT (815)

SPONDER VERA (829)

LUDLUM HELEN K (833)

ROHRER I B MRS (835)

HUBBARD LEE G (837)

JOHNSON ALLEN C (839)

STELLER H R (841)

NEILL HATTIE E (843)

JIMMINK HAZEL D MRS (850)

LEMBKE GERTRUDE D (851)

LEO ERNEST (857)

DREW PAULINE M (859)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

HIBSHMAN ROBT E (749)

FALSEY M J (754)

KLEIN J H JR MRS (766)

HEIDNER JOSEPHINE (772)

**N CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Telephone

FORSBERG HANNAH MRS (2199)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Telephone

CATE PAUL H (652)
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Year Uses Source

1966 (continued)

WILKINSON H M (665)

DOCKEY LOUISE (672)

ANSITE WM K (681)

MCNIE JOHN (687)

BYRNE JOS E (690)

ALEKNA EMILY A (695)

MCLERAN HELEN (706)

FENNER DOROTHY (706)

MEARS JOE L JR (711)

WOELKE GEO (721)

WOELKE MARY (721)

AGUILAR ELISA F (732)

MORGAN JEANNE (734)

MCCABE PATK E (736)

LORTON GEORGIA FAYE (750)

**CRAWFRD AVE** Pacific Telephone

BARRETT ELIZABETH T (2215)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

JACOBS JOS E (2149)

1967 **E CALAVERAS** R. L. Polk & Co.

COX CHAS W (720)

**COLMAN** R. L. Polk & Co.

MCCABE PATK E (736)

1969 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Telephone

1970 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1971 **E CALAVERAS ST** B&G Publications

MENDOZA JAVIER R (676)

PEREZ PHILLIP J JR (688)

BOURNE A ROSA (696)

SHOEBRIDGE ALFI H (704)

HAUGEN ERIC A (712)

NO RETURN (720)

ALTADENA SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA BAPTIST CHURCH (791)

COUNTY ROAD DEPT (PERMIT OFC) (815)

COUNTY ROAD DEPT (MTCE DIV) (815)

JAMES SPENCER (824)

SPONDER VER (829)

DICK RONALD B (831)
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Year Uses Source

1971 (continued)

WILLOUGHBY OPAL H (833)

FORTH EFFIE M (835)

BABICK MARY MRS (837)

JOHNSON ALIEN C (839)

STELLER HILDA R MRS (841)

BELL JENNIE MRS (841)

NEILL HATTIE (843)

NO RETURN (845)

NOUD EDNA J MRS (847)

JIMMINK HAZEL D MRS (850)

NO RETURN (851)

LOYA MARIE MRS (855)

VACANT (857)

LARSEN BEULAH MRS (859)

LOYA ANDREW H (861)

BLANCHETTE M (863)

**COLMAN ST** B&G Publications

DOCKEY LOUISE MRS (672)

ANSITE W K (681)

MC NIE LILLIAN A MRS (687)

WILSON ANDRE (690)

ALEKNA EMILY A MRS (695)

VACANT (705)

FENNER DOROTHY A (706)

MEARS JOSEPH L JR (711)

WOELKE GEO (721)

BOONE GARY R (729)

AGUILAR ANTONIO E (732)

COX GLORIA M MRS (734)

MC CABE PATK E (736)

ARMSTRONG DWIGHT L (737)

BAILEY JAY W (748)

**CRAWFORD AVE** B&G Publications

FORSBERG MARGT (2199)

WHITMORE LLOYD (2202)

HUNSAKER ARCHIE J (2207)

HOULEMAR LUDOWIC F (2210)

BARRETT ELIZ T MRS (2215)

FOX RICHD (2220)

1972 Address Not Listed in Research Source R. L. Polk & Co.

1975 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone
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Year Uses Source

1975 (continued)

ROAD PERMITS (815)

FRAZE HOWARD (662)

BOURNE CHARLOTTE M (696)

SHOEBRIDGE ALFRED H   ALTADENA (704)

HAUGEN ERIC (712)

HALAPUA SIONE (720)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA BAPTIST CHURCH (791)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF ROAD DEPT (815)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF ROAD DEPT (815)

JAMES D S (824)

SPONDER VERA (829)

WILLOUGHBY O H (833)

JOHNSON ALLEN C (839)

ROZSA M (841)

STELLER H R   ALTADENA (841)

NEILL HATTIE E (843)

JENKINSON HILDA (845)

NOUD REUBEN P MRS (847)

JIMMINK HAZEL D MRS (850)

GERMAN BOOK CENTER (857)

SCHWORM FRED G (861)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

WILLIAMS MARGARET E (749)

EXECUTIVE INVESTMENT SERVICES (757)

HEIDNER JOSEPHINE (772)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Telephone

WAHLER JOS J (655)

WILKINSON H M (665)

CONNOLLY C A (687)

CONNOLLY PAT (687)

AMERICAN DEFENSE PREPAREDNESS ATTN L A CHAPTER 
(687)

VAUGHN ROBT J (690)

AKEY RICHARD E (690)

ALEKNA EMILY A (695)

LYVERS JOS M (705)

FENNER D A (706)

MCLERAN H B (706)

MCCABE C R (736)

CARRUTHERS JAS DONALD (737)

MCKEEVER LEWIS (748)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone
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Year Uses Source

1975 (continued)

BLACK MARY E (2308)

1976 **N EL MOLINO AVE** R.L. Polk & co Publishers

WHITE GLADYS B (2097)

TAGGART RICHARD T (2346)

ARGONAUT PRODUCTIONS INC (2346)

**EL MOLINO AVE** R.L. Polk & co Publishers

LYNN WM M (2100)

COULTER CLARENCE W (2150)

**COLMAN ST** R.L. Polk & co Publishers

DOCKEY LOUISE M  MRS (672)

MITCHEL TONY (681)

CONNOLLY C A (687)

NO RETURN (690)

ALEKNA EMILY A (695)

LYVERS JOSEPH M (705)

FENNER DOROTHY A (706)

AMBROZE MARIO (711)

NO RETURN (721)

COLEMAN ROSEMARY (728)

HADING ALIEN (729)

BOOTH SHEIL (732)

KELLY COLLEEN (734)

MC CABE PATK E (736)

CARRUTHERS JAMES D (737)

BRIDGEFORTH LOUISE C (748)

MC KEEVER A LEWIS (750)

**CRAWFORD AVE** R.L. Polk & co Publishers

NO RETURN (2199)

(N) WILLIAMS RON (2202)

SMITH GERALD L (2207)

NO RETURN (2210)

BARRETT WM A (2215)

(N) ACEBO FRANCES (2220)

1980 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Telephone

GIPSON ALFRED  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (676)

BOURNE CHARLOTTE M  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (696)

HAUGEN ERIC  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (712)

COFFMAN E D  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (720)

HARMS C  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (720)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  E CALAVERAS ST 
ALTADENA (743)

CARR A R  E CALAVERAS ST GLENDORA (750)
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Year Uses Source

1980 (continued)

ALTADENA BAPTIST CHURCH  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA 
(791)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY OF ROAD DEPT (815)

LANCASTER CLARENCE  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (829)

SPONDER VERA  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (829)

LEE H K  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (831)

ROBESON EVELYN B  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (833)

NANCE FREDERICK S  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (835)

BLISS AGNES M  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (839)

ROZSA M  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (841)

MCGUIRE FAUSTA C  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (847)

JIMMINK HAZEL D MRS  E CALAVERAS ST ALTADENA (850)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Telephone

BARROW JOHN H  E MENDOCINO ST ALTADENA (766)

HEIDNER JOSEPHINE  E MENDOCINO ST ALTADENA (772)

**N CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Telephone

KNODE DOUGLAS S  N CRAWFORD AVE ALTADENA (2202)

PSOMAS DAVID  N CRAWFORD AVE ALTADENA (2220)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Telephone

PARKER ALBERT K JR REV  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (672)

CONNOLLY C A  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (687)

CONNOLLY PAT  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (687)

YOUNG R  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (690)

ALEKNA EMILY A  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (695)

TELTING JULES D  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (705)

MCLERAN H B  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (706)

LUCAS ROBT  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (729)

GRIFFITH L  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (737)

LAMPERT H KATTRINE  COLMAN ST ALTADENA (748)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

WHITE GLADYS B  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2097)

BOND KEITH  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2116)

JAMES L  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2121)

KEY JOS H JR  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2124)

EWING ANDREW H  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2125)

MC DANIEL H  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2131)

CRUMP HENRY M  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2133)

VELASQUEZ PASCUAL  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2135)

THOMPSON CLARICE  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2139)

THOMPSON ORA  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2139)

JACOBS JOS E  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2149)

PARSLEY MALCOLM & KWIHWA  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA 
(2154)
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Year Uses Source

1980 (continued)

SPEAR RICHARD C  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2181)

RUTHERFORD W L  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2195)

RUPP F NAOMI  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

ROWAN HELEN MRS  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

WEGENER L A  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

GILMORE HELEN  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

HARRIMAN T  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

HAYT F A  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SWANSON M R  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

TERHUNE ELSIE M MRS  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

GRIFFITHS E M  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

ANDERSON E E  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

EATON MARY  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

FOSTER MABEL I  N EL MOLINO AVE PASADENA (2212)

GREGG M P  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

BYNON M D  N EL MOLINO AVE PASADENA (2212)

BECKER C  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

WALTON LILLIE  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

THOMPSON C  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

PASADENA HOME FOR THE AGED SEE SCRIPPS HOME THE  N 
EL MOLINO (2212)

BOURRIOUX O  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

MCKENZIE ORLA  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

KRATKA ALICE R  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

WHITE EILEEN M  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

KANE MARGUERITE  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

DEVAHL M C  N EL MOLINO AVE PASADENA (2212)

ARNOLD EVELYN MRS  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

THAYER LOUISE NOLT  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

PATTING CARL  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

HEITEL L  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

PHELPS JENNIE C  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SALVINGER C V  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SHAFFER JOHN M  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

CORLETT E G  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

MITCHELL G R  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

ALLEN E K MRS  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

WILLIAMS L  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SANDERS M B  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SCRIPPS HOME THE  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

BOARDMAN ALLYNE  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

JARDINE JEAN  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

KEITH J  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1980 (continued)

CALDWELL LETA P  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

CREHAN ANNA R  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

HOCKER M B  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SHEPARD H E  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

LANGRELL HILDA  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

MACKIE E  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

WOOLSEY N M  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SMALL R J  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

SMITH EDOYLE  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

NORTON LURA MRS  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

OGBORN RUTH MRS  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2212)

DAMON DONALD  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2231)

APOSTOLIC CHRISTIAN CHURCH OF ALTADENA  N EL MOLINO 
AVE ALTA (2243)

COBB C H JR  N EL MOLINO AVE ALTADENA (2312)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

LYNN WM M  EL MOLINO AVE SAN MARINO (2100)

HERRON LLOYD E  EL MOLINO AVE SAN MARINO (2112)

DAY OWEN WINSTON  EL MOLINO AVE SAN MARINO (2136)

KAPLANIS PETER  EL MOLINO AVE SAN MARINO (2140)

COULTER CLARENCE W & RITA  EL MOLINO AVE SAN MARINO 
(2150)

WESTFALL FESSENDEN  EL MOLINO AVE SAN MARINO (2170)

TURICK HENRY H ATTY  EL MOLINO AVE SAN MARINO (2245)

1981 **COLMAN** Pacific Telephone

PARKER NORMA J    ALTADENA (672)

YOUNG R    ALTADENA (690)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

WHITE GLADYS B    ALTADENA (2097)

EWING ANDREW H    ALTADENA (2125)

COOPER KEITH    ALTADENA (2150)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Telephone

COULTER CLARENCE W & RITA    SAN MARINO (2150)

1985 **E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Bell

GIPSON ALFRED (676)

BOURNE CHARLOTTE M (696)

HAUGEN ERIC (712)

COFFMAN E D (720)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA CHRISTIAN CHILDRENS CENTER (791)

ALTADENA BAPTIST CHURCH (791)

SPONDER VERA (829)
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Year Uses Source

1985 (continued)

ITOW T (835)

BLISS AGNES M (839)

NICHOLS RANDOLPH   ALTADENA (841)

MC GUIRE FAUSTA C (847)

GRIFFITHS DAN (850)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Bell

HARRISON GEORGETTE (766)

HEIDNER JOSEPHINE (772)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Bell

ANDERSON TYRONE A (681)

CONNOLLY PAT (687)

CONNOLLY C A (687)

YOUNG R (690)

TELTING JULES D (705)

MC LERAN H B (706)

DAMON DONALD (728)

LUCAS ROBT (729)

SNAER KENNETH R JR (734)

GRIFFITH L (737)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell

WHITE GLADYS B (2097)

THOMAS ROSE STAN & ERIN (2125)

THOMPSON CLARICE (2139)

THOMPSON ORA (2139)

MAYNARD J R (2149)

COOPER MARLENE SESSION (2150)

COOPER KEITH (2150)

WILLIAMS JENICE (2151)

LYLES E A (2151)

RUTHERFORD SELMA (2195)

AMEND R H (2212)

FRANKE H (2212)

HAHN M (2212)

HELLER O O (2212)

PASADENA HOME FOR THE AGED (2212)

PHELPS JENNIE C (2212)

REBHANSEN ADAH (2212)

TRUITT B (2212)

BALLARD I M (2212)

CORLETT E G (2212)

FERRIS ESTHER E MRS (2212)

BOHLER LUCY M (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1985 (continued)

GREGG M P (2212)

HOSS C S   ALTADENA (2212)

KEITH J (2212)

NATION H (2212)

PRATTE A M MRS (2212)

ROWE M A   ALTADENA (2212)

SANDERS M B (2212)

SHECKARD EVELYN P (2212)

TERHUNE ELSIE M MRS (2212)

THOMAS ELEANOR   ALTADENA (2212)

THOMPSON C (2212)

WEMYSS A R (2212)

BOARDMAN ALLYNE (2212)

BOVETT ALICE (2212)

HARRIMAN T (2212)

HOBBY F MELVIN (2212)

JONES H E (2212)

KANE M A (2212)

NELSON E (2212)

NOREN PERRY (2212)

SHEPERD H E (2212)

WEGENER L A   ALTADENA (2212)

GOVITS BEATRICE P (2212)

HOWLAND E M (2212)

AXTATER MARY (2212)

BROWNING M E (2212)

BOURRIOUX O (2212)

FRANKLIN B M (2212)

GILMORE HELEN (2212)

HAYT F A (2212)

JUELSON CLARA S (2212)

RUPP F NAOMI (2212)

SANDERS MARIE (2212)

CAMPBELL L M (2212)

EASTON RUBY LEE (2212)

BRANDHAGEN E (2212)

HETTEMA JENNIE MRS (2212)

STAFFORD E J (2212)

STEELE A B (2212)

WHITE EILEEN M (2212)

ANDERSON E E (2212)

BOUVARD FLORENCE J (2212)

ALENA KAROLINE (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1985 (continued)

KELLY D S (2212)

MAY M   ALTADENA (2212)

NAPIER COLEMAN G (2212)

SALVINGER C V (2212)

TREGLOWN EVIA (2212)

TRICK ROY M MRS (2212)

WOOLSEY N M (2212)

DANBERRY H (2212)

FEDT LARS (2212)

GRIFFITHS E M (2212)

HEILMAN E (2212)

SCRIPPS HOME THE (2212)

SHILLING WM E (2212)

SMALL R J (2212)

TIDWELL VIOLA MRS (2212)

APOSTOLIC CHRISTIAN CHURCH OF ALTADENA (2243)

COBB C H JR (2312)

BRUCATO R J (2340)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell

LYNN WM M (2100)

HERRON LLOYD E (2112)

DAY OWEN WINSTON (2136)

KAPLANIS PETER (2140)

COULTER CLARENCE W & RITA (2150)

WESTFALL FESSENDEN (2170)

WESTFALL BETTY G (2170)

**EL MOLINO PL** Pacific Bell

SCHRAMM A J (2343)

1986 **E CALAVERAS** Pacific Bell

BLISS AGNES M    ALTADENA (839)

**E MENDOCINO** Pacific Bell

HARRISON GEORGETTE    ALTADENA (766)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell

WHITE GLADYS B    ALTADENA (2097)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell

WESTFALL FESSENDEN    SAN MARINO (2170)

1990 **COLMAN** Pacific Bell

YOUNG R    ALTADENA (690)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell

ARGONAUT PRODUCTIONS INC    ALTADENA (2346)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell
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Year Uses Source

1990 (continued)

LYNN WM M    SAN MARINO (2100)

WESTFALL FESSENDEN    SAN MARINO (2170)

1991 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific  Bell

1995 **E CALAVERAS** Pacific Bell Telephone

GIPSON ALFRED (676)

BOURNE C M (696)

APOSTOLIC CHRISTIAN CHURCH OF ALTADENA (736)

STONE SOUP ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA CHRISTIAN CHILDREN S CENTER (791)

CONGREGACLON HISPANA BELEN (791)

ALTADENA BAPTIST CHURCH (791)

SCOTT WILLIAM (829)

COOPER MASON (835)

CHAPMAN BARBARA (845)

GRIFFITHS DAN (850)

**E MENDOCINO** Pacific Bell Telephone

HARRISON GEORGETTE (766)

HTEIDNER JOSEPHINE (772)

**CRAWFORD ALY** Pacific Bell Telephone

GOMEZ CARLOS (2202)

WATKINS LADY (2207)

BLANSETT THERESA (2220)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell Telephone

! TATUM RAYMOND (2107)

TORRES C & D (2123)

TRAVIS CARL & MARY (2124)

BEST IN THE WEST CLEANING SERVICE (2139)

GOHLKE JAN (2151)

ECKERTETHEL (2212)

HUBM (2212)

LEHMER E S (2212)

MAYM (2212)

NELSONE (2212)

SADLER NORLSE (2212)

TRICK ROY M MRS (2212)

CARTER ANDREWC (2212)

COOPERALMAB (2212)

CRONK M LEE (2212)

DENNIS CHESTER (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1995 (continued)

FIRESTONE H (2212)

HAHN FERN M (2212)

HOUSERH B (2212)

MCLARTY SARAH (2212)

MYERSE (2212)

NOREN VICTORIA (2212)

SCHAUER HOMER R (2212)

TURNER FLORENCE (2212)

ALVARADO G G (2212)

CALLAWAY SF (2212)

ESLINGER PAUL MRS (2212)

HILLMAN H A (2212)

HUBM (2212)

BLACKBURN BESSIE (2212)

HELLERO (2212)

INGRAMM (2212)

ADAMSAS (2212)

BALLARD I M (2212)

BELLISD (2212)

GORDON CLEMENTS (2212)

JONES H E (2212)

PRUSSLON KARL (2212)

BANKSLULUS (2212)

OLSON HERMAN C (2212)

SINCLAIR MILDRED MRS (2212)

BORDEN NELLIE (2212)

FRANCIS DM (2212)

FROMM SOFIA (2212)

GREGORY A (2212)

JOSELLE A (2212)

KNUDSEN LOUISE (2212)

LOGIE FLORENCE (2212)

MIELKE EMIL C (2212)

PASADENA HOME FOR THE AGED SEE SCRIPPS HOME THE 
(2212)

SHILLING WM E (2212)

BOHLER LUCY M (2212)

ATTAA (2212)

EASTON RUBY LEE (2212)

GILMORE H (2212)

HARRIMANT (2212)

LUPTON R (2212)

REESE LOLA (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1995 (continued)

SCRIPPS HOME THE (2212)

ALLEN LEONA (2212)

COBB LAURA (2212)

GASS ME (2212)

HARRISON JEAN (2212)

HEATWOLE W H (2212)

TRUILTT B (2212)

WRIGHT JAMES & HAZEL (2212)

GOLDEN A HARVEY (2312)

GOLDEN A HARVEY (2312)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell Telephone

LYNNWMF2 3 2 13&89M4 (2100)

LYNN COLLEENE (2100)

SCHLUE JOHN W (2130)

DAY OWEN WINSTON (2136)

ZEUMER ALEXANDER (2140)

KAPLANISPETER (2140)

SCHLUE KAREN (2145)

COULTER CLARENCE W & RITE (2150)

PANAMAX (2155)

CLEARMAN HOLLY (2160)

IN ECTA MACHINERY (2217)

OLSON JON DESIGNER (2217)

EAGLE TOOLS (2217)

CHAMBERS ROBT M (2225)

WERNER FLOOR COVERING (2235)

CALDWELL JOHN EDW (2235)

DE SIMONE RALPH JR (2245)

**E MENDOCINO** Pacific Bell Telephone

HARRISON GEORGETTE    ALTADENA (766)

**COLMAN** Pacific Bell Telephone

YOUNG R    ALTADENA (690)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell Telephone

LYNN WM M    SAN MARINA (2100)

**E CALAVERAS ST** Pacific Bell Telephone

I MOORE ROBERT (662)

GIPSON ALFRED (676)

BOURNE C M (696)

2 HAUGEN ERIC (712)

COFFMAN E D (720)

COFFMAN G (720)

COFFMAN EDW M N (720)
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Year Uses Source

1995 (continued)

STONE SOUP ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA FAMILY SERVICE (743)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (743)

ALTADENA BAPTIST CHURCH (791)

OR (791)

ALTADENA CHRISTIAN CHILDRENS CENTER (791)

CONGREGACLON HISPANA BELEN (791)

SCOTT WILLIAM (829)

COOPER MASON (835)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Pacific Bell Telephone

STROUT PHILIP (749)

HARRISON GEORGETTE (766)

HTEIDNER JOSEPHINE (772)

**COLMAN ST** Pacific Bell Telephone

MC LERAN H B (706)

GRIFFITH L (737)

**CRAWFORD AVE** Pacific Bell Telephone

GOMEZ CARLOS (2202)

WATKINS LADY (2207)

BLANSETT THERESA (2220)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Pacific Bell Telephone

MC MIL IIAN THEDRA (2117)

MC MILLLAN VE E 81 (2117)

TORRES C & D (2123)

TRAVIS DL (2124)

TRAVIS CARL & MARY (2124)

G ALLEN LEONA (2212)

I AIVARADO GABRLELA (2212)

COGDEIL L L (2212)

FROMM SOFIA (2212)

GASS ME (2212)

HELLER O O (2212)

LEHMER E S (2212)

LOGIE FLORENCE (2212)

MAY MG&S (2212)

NELSON E (2212)

NELSON E C LH (2212)

BUSINESS & INFORMATION (2212)

TRICKEY UNDA (2212)

TRUILTT B (2212)

CALLAWAY S F (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1995 (continued)

CRONK M LEE (2212)

GORDON CLEMENTS (2212)

GORDON D DUEAR (2212)

NELSON E J GLANDRA (2212)

GORDON D AZU (2212)

BORDEN PACKAGING & INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS (2212)

GREGORY O A (2212)

HILLMAN H A (2212)

HU BM (2212)

JOSENHANS RJJR (2212)

MYERS E (2212)

SINCLAIR N WHIT (2212)

ADAMS AS (2212)

AIVARADO G&J PICO RIV (2212)

CARTER ANDREW C (2212)

COBB LAURA (2212)

COGDILL B (2212)

INGRAM M (2212)

INGRAM M&C (2212)

MAY M (2212)

! REESE J (2212)

SCRIPPS HOME THE (2212)

TRULTT GARY E (2212)

TRUILTT J (2212)

BALLARD I M (2212)

BORDEN NELLIE (2212)

CARTER ANGERLIA MON (2212)

COGDIL C A (2212)

DENNIS CHESTER (2212)

EASTON RUBY LEE (2212)

PASADENA HOME FOR THE AGED SEE SCRIPPS HOME THE 
(2212)

SCHAUER HOMER R (2212)

SHILLING WM E (2212)

TRICK ROY M MRS (2212)

TURNER FLORENCE (2212)

HARRISON JEAN (2212)

BALLARD J (2212)

ECKERT ETHEL (2212)

JONES H E (2212)

JOSENHANS RJ (2212)

MAY MARLA L ISL OOELEFFNGWL RD LM (2212)

NELSON E L WHIT (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1995 (continued)

REESE LOLA (2212)

WRIGHT JAMES & HAZEL (2212)

ALVARADO G G (2212)

BOHLER LUCY M (2212)

FIRESTONE H I (2212)

IORDON CRAIG IM (2212)

GORDON D (2212)

HU BM (2212)

JOSELLE A (2212)

MAY ML WHIT (2212)

MIELKE EMIL C (2212)

OLSON HERMAN C (2212)

PRUST GINA&JAS GLANDRA (2212)

SHILO INN DIAMOND BAR POMONA HOTEL AT ORIGINAL 
LOCATION (2212)

SINCLAIR MILDRED MRS (2212)

B BANKS LULU S (2212)

COOPER ALMA B (2212)

GILMORE H (2212)

GREGORY D R (2212)

HAHN FERN M (2212)

I HOUSER H B (2212)

MAY M&J WHIT (2212)

MAY MARK GINDRA (2212)

MC LARTY SARAH (2212)

PRUSSLON KARL (2212)

PNRUSYNSKL ELIZABETH AOU (2212)

BASINESS FAX MACHINE (2212)

TRICK SIEGFRIED ARC (2212)

GOLDEN A HARVEY (2312)

GOLDEN AHARVEY (2312)

1996 Address Not Listed in Research Source GTE

1999 **E CALAVERAS ST** Haines  Company

MOORE ROBERT (662)

GIPSON ALFRED (676)

BOURNE C M (696)

HAUGEN ERIC (712)

XXXX (720)

APOSTOLIC CHRISTIAN CHURCH (736)

ALTADNA CHRISTIAN CHLDRNS CTR ALTADNA ELM SC (743)

X ELMOLINO AV N (743)

ALTADNA BAPTIST CH (791)
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Year Uses Source

1999 (continued)

X CRAWFORD AV N (791)

ALTADNA CHRSTN CT (791)

CUNNINGHAM JOE L JR (815)

CALAVERAS E 91001 CONT GILLIS EMMA (815)

BROWN ELNORA (815)

CLARK RILEY (815)

HANDY TED (815)

ALTADNA VISTA APTS ALTADNA VISTA (815)

ITON J (815)

GREATHOUSE WILLIE 625 794 9 S (815)

XXXX (824)

XXXX (829)

XXXX (833)

XXXX (835)

KAMM STEPHEN (847)

PARADIS D (850)

XXXX (857)

X LAKE AV N (861)

XXXX (861)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Haines  Company

STROUT PHILIP (749)

TAYLOR SAML R B (749)

BENN R L (754)

CALKINS JAMES E (757)

EXECUTIVE ADVISORY (757)

HARRISON GEORGETTE (766)

XXXX (772)

X ELMOLINO AV N (772)

**COLMAN ST** Haines  Company

ABBOTT MEI LIN (655)

ABBOTT MEI LN (655)

CAIN ERIC R (665)

RAMSEY WILLIAM L (672)

ANDERSON TYRONE A (681)

SKURA JANICE M (687)

BROWN GISELLE S (690)

RICKERSON TAELMA J (695)

TELTING JULES D (705)

BETTS CARL E (706)

JONES JAMES E (711)

HASTINGS LISA A (721)

DYCUS DAVID E (728)

DONNOLA LOUIS A (732)
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Year Uses Source

1999 (continued)

XXXX (734)

XXXX (736)

GRIFFITH L (737)

XXXX (750)

**CRAWFORD AVE** Haines  Company

HERNANDEZ BRIGIDA (2202)

XXXX (2207)

XXXX (2210)

VELEZ NELTALI R (2215)

BOZAJIAN JACQUELINE (2220)

**N EL MOLINO AVE** Haines  Company

COLLAZO RAUL (2117)

XXXX (2121)

XXXX (2122)

XXXX (2124)

XXXX (2135)

GRAHAM KENNETH W (2149)

TENEOTTE PAUL A 00 T (2150)

GOHLKE JAN (2151)

XXXX (2154)

X ALAMEDA AV E (2154)

WHITFIELD DAVID E (2181)

WILSON YOSHI (2195)

SINGER DULCIE V (2212)

TUNIS G (2212)

CALQUHOUN ROBERT 626 79 B 6742 H CARTER ANDREW C 
(2212)

CLARKSOM RUTH (2212)

CRONK M LEE (2212)

FRANCIS D M 828 78 272A FROMM SOFIA (2212)

KALLESTAD F 289 98 1669 I KAWAI LUIEL (2212)

LINDMARK D (2212)

OLSON HERMEN C (2212)

SCHAUER HOMER R (2212)

SINCLAIR MILDRED (2212)

WILSON E L (2212)

LOGIE FLORENCE 629 784  7 S (2212)

THE SCRIPPS HOME ALLEN LEONA (2212)

FIRESTONE H L (2212)

GREGORY D A 626796 W (2212)

HARRISON JEAN 629 784 684 I (2212)

HU B M (2212)

LESKO ENID (2212)
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Year Uses Source

1999 (continued)

PAGE E (2212)

SCRIPPS HOME THE (2212)

BALLINGER R (2212)

CRAIG LUCILLE (2212)

BAKER HARLEY E 62791 H 68 I (2212)

BETTINGER MARY (2212)

EASTON RUBY LEE (2212)

KENNEDY JOHN LEO (2212)

LUSCY MONA L (2212)

MORFORD S (2212)

PETERSEN CARL J (2212)

PURDY MARY B 626 39 14 S 4 I RADCLIFF C (2212)

SADLER NORISE (2212)

THISTLEWHITE D (2212)

WHEALE MARY (2212)

EVANS L W (2212)

BOUNDS LESLIE (2212)

COGDELL L L 6297968 OS COLDEEN BLANCHE (2212)

EICHENBERGER WALTER O 626 W 7 S 2 W (2212)

GATES M E (2212)

HILLMAN JANE (2212)

LEHMER E S (2212)

SILVA JOSEPHINE (2212)

HAYASHIA E (2212)

BUTLER HELEN 62 W (2212)

CALMORE RUBY 626 9 FS 6 S (2212)

JONES H E 26 784 19 S (2212)

JOSELLE A 829 791 51M (2212)

MIELKE EMIL C (2212)

OLIN ORLINE (2212)

PRUSSION KARL 62396 634 I (2212)

RAMOS E M (2212)

SULLIVAN ANNE M (2212)

THOMAS L (2212)

WRIGHT HAZEL (2212)

WRIGHT JAMES (2212)

BORDEN NELLIE S (2212)

DONHOFF JUNE (2212)

HU B M 829 794 763 I INGRAM M (2212)

RAMOS MARIE 26 791 21N (2212)

SCRIPPS HOME THE (2212)

SLEIGH ANNA P (2212)

TURNER FLORENCE (2212)

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

1999 (continued)

WAUGH J (2212)

BARRETO HELEN (2212)

ERDMANN KURT 629 396 1 B (2212)

HEATWOLE W H 826 829 7 B (2212)

LOBUGLIO BEALRICE 628 797 05 B 9 (2212)

LUPTON R 626 791 R (2212)

HAHN FEM M (2212)

HOLLOWAY RODMA E 62 784 6K (2212)

KNUDSEN LOUISE (2212)

PAULIN YVONNE (2212)

XXXX (2215)

AGUINIGA STEVE D (2231)

XXXX (2243)

X CALAVERAS E (2243)

GOLDEN A HARVEY (2312)

2000 Address Not Listed in Research Source Pacific Bell Telephone

2001 Address Not Listed in Research Source Haines & Company, Inc.

2003 Address Not Listed in Research Source Haines & Company

2004 Address Not Listed in Research Source Haines  Company

2006 **E CALAVERAS ST** Haines  Company, Inc.

MOORE ROBERT (662)

ALLEN TIM S (664)

GIPSON ALFRED (676)

PEREZALLSON (688)

BOURNE CM (696)

BACON SAMUEL (704)

HAUGEN ERIC (712)

BRYANT SCOT (720)

CHRISTIAN CHURCH (736)

APOSTOLIC (736)

ATTDNCE OFC (743)

ALTADNA ELEM SC (743)

ALTADNA ELEM SC (743)

ALTADNA BAPTIST (791)

CH ALTADNACHRSTN (791)

ALTADNA VISTA APTS ALTADNA VISTA (815)

ALTADNA VISTAS (815)

NO CURRENT LISTING (824)

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

2006 (continued)

KINLEYMORGEN (829)

LEWIS LEON (829)

**E MENDOCINO ST** Haines  Company, Inc.

ANDALIBIAII (749)

BENN REGINALD (754)

CALKINS MOLLY (757)

HARRISON GEORGETTE (766)

HILUARD PETER (772)

**COLMAN ST** Haines  Company, Inc.

ABBOTTMEL LIN (655)

GOULD WILLIAM (665)

NO CURRENT LISTING (672)

HOLMES DAVID (681)

SKURAJANICE (687)

HOLLOWAY MARK (690)

RICKERSON THELMA (695)

MISCHOJOHN (705)

BETTS CARD (706)

JONESJAMES (711)

HASTINGS LISA (721)

DYCUSDAVE E (728)

BRAITHWAITE DAVID (729)

COLEJACQULENE (732)

BUENOJ (734)

NO CURRENT LISTING (736)

GRIFFIHL (737)

BUENO J (748)

NO CURRENT LISTING (750)

**CRAWFORD AVE** Haines  Company, Inc.

RAMOS PEDRO (2202)

NO CURRENT LISTING (2207)

NO CURRENT LISTING (2210)

NO CURRENT LISTING (2215)

DEVRIENDTAILSON (2220)

PARKERDENA (2223)

**EL MOLINO AVE** Haines  Company, Inc.

DYRNESS WILIAM (2097)

HENDERSON GYASL (2098)

FISHERWIILIAM (2107)

MELGOZAJOSE (2115)

RUVALCABAONAR (2115)

FRANKLIN BUFEORD (2116)

2148863- 6  
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Year Uses Source

2006 (continued)

MELGOZAJOSE (2117)

O MELGOZAJOSE (2117)

NO CURRENT LISTING (2121)

NO CURRENT LISTING (2123)

TRAVIS MARY (2124)

NO CURRENT LISTING (2131)

WHANG EUL (2135)

ARNOLD MARK (2139)

GRAHAM KENNETH (2149)

TENETTEDONNA (2150)

A GOHLKEJAN (2151)

JERNAGIN EDDIE (2154)

KAHNJOAN (2181)

ABRONJAMES (2195)

ROBLES SUSAN (2231)

GOLDEN PEGGY (2312)

MCHUGH CHERYL (2340)

2148863- 6  
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Sanborn® Library search results
Certification # 7FD7-4850-9889

Certified Sanborn® Map Report

Montecedro Property

2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001

Inquiry Number 2148863.3s

February 21, 2008

The Standard in
Environmental Risk
Information

440 Wheelers Farms Rd
Milford, Connecticut 06461

Nationwide Customer Service

Telephone:
Fax:
Internet:

1-800-352-0050
1-800-231-6802
www.edrnet.com



Certified Sanborn® Map Report 2/21/08

Site Name:
Montecedro Property
2212 El Molino Avenue
Altadena, CA 91001

Client Name:
RBF Consulting
14725 Alton Parkway
Irvine, CA 92618

EDR Inquiry # 2148863.3s Contact: Kristen Bogue

The complete Sanborn Library collection has been searched by EDR, and fire insurance maps covering the target
property location provided by RBF Consulting were identified for the years listed below. The certified Sanborn Library
search results in this report can be authenticated by visiting www.edrnet.com/sanborn and entering the certification
number. Only Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR) is authorized to grant rights for commercial reproduction of
maps by Sanborn Library LLC, the copyright holder for the collection.

Certified Sanborn Results:

Site Name: Montecedro Property
Address: 2212 El Molino Avenue
City, State, Zip: Altadena, CA 91001
Cross Street:
P.O. # 30-100868
Project: Montecedro Prop
Certification # 7FD7-4850-9889

Library of Congress

University Publications of America

EDR Private Collection

The Sanborn Library includes more than 1.2 million
Sanborn fire insurance maps, which track historical
property usage in approximately 12,000 American
cities and towns. Collections searched:

Sanborn® Library search results
Certification # 7FD7-4850-9889

Maps Identified  - Number of maps indicated within “( )”

1960 (1)

1958 (1)

1949 (1)

1926 (1)

1908 (1)

Total Maps: 5

Limited Permission To Make Copies
RBF Consulting (the client) is permitted to make up to THREE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance map
accompanying this report solely for the limited use of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request made
directly to an EDR Account Executive, the client may be permitted to make a limited number of additional photocopies. This permission is
conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark notice
This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be
concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR
IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE
MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL
RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL,
INCIDENTAL CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk
levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing
any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an
environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be
construed as legal advice.
Copyright 2008 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of
Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.
EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are
the property of their respective owners.
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2/21/2008 10:15:26 AM
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RBF Consulting
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The Standard in
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Information

440 Wheelers Farms Rd
Milford, Connecticut 06461

Nationwide Customer Service

Telephone: 1-800-352-0050
Fax: 1-800-231-6802
Internet: www.edrnet.com

EDR Historical
Topographic Map

Report

Montecedro Property
2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001

Inquiry Number: 2148863.4

February 21, 2008



EDR Historical Topographic Map Report

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.s (EDR) Historical Topographic Map Report is designed to assist professionals in
evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDRs Historical Topographic Map Report
includes a search of a collection of public and private color historical topographic maps, dating back to the early 1900s.

Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO
WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION,
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE,
ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report AS IS. Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they
be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the
information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2008 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map
of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks
used herein are the property of their respective owners.



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: LOS ANGELES
MAP YEAR: 1900

SERIES: 15
SCALE: 1:62500

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: SOUTHERN CA SHEET 1
MAP YEAR: 1901

SERIES: 60
SCALE: 1:250000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: PASADENA
MAP YEAR: 1913

SERIES: 15
SCALE: 1:62500

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: ALTADENA
MAP YEAR: 1941
REVISED FROM:1928
SERIES: 6
SCALE: 1:24000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: LOS ANGELES AND

VICINITY EAST 4 OF 4

MAP YEAR: 1953

SERIES: 7.5
SCALE: 1:24000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: PASADENA
MAP YEAR: 1953

SERIES: 7.5
SCALE: 1:24000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: PASADENA
MAP YEAR: 1966

SERIES: 7.5
SCALE: 1:24000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: PASADENA
MAP YEAR: 1972
PHOTOREVISED FROM:1966
SERIES: 7.5
SCALE: 1:24000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: PASADENA
MAP YEAR: 1988
PHOTOREVISED FROM:1966
SERIES: 7.5
SCALE: 1:24000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008



Historical Topographic Map

→

N
TARGET QUAD
NAME: PASADENA
MAP YEAR: 1994
REVISED FROM:1966
SERIES: 7.5
SCALE: 1:24000

SITE NAME: Montecedro Property
ADDRESS: 2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001
LAT/LONG: 34.1837 / 118.134

CLIENT: RBF Consulting
CONTACT: Kristen Bogue
INQUIRY#: 2148863.4
RESEARCH DATE: 02/21/2008











































































The Standard in
Environmental Risk
Information

440 Wheelers Farms Road
Milford, Connecticut 06461

Nationwide Customer Service

Telephone: 1-800-352-0050
Fax: 1-800-231-6802
Internet: www.edrnet.com

The EDR Aerial Photo
Decade Package

Montecedro Property
2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001

Inquiry Number: 2148863.5

February 21, 2008



EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package

Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) Aerial Photo Decade Package is a screening tool designed to assist
environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDRs
professional researchers provide digitally reproduced historical aerial photographs, and when available, provide one photo
per decade.

When delivered electronically by EDR, the aerial photo images included with this report are for ONE TIME USE
ONLY. Further reproduction of these aerial photo images is prohibited without permission from EDR. For more
information contact your EDR Account Executive.

Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO
WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION,
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE,
ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report AS IS. Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they
be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the
information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2008 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map
of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks
used herein are the property of their respective owners.



Date EDR Searched Historical Sources:
Aerial Photography	February 21, 2008

Target Property:
2212 El Molino Avenue

Altadena, CA 91001

Year Scale Details Source

1928 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500' Flight Year: 1928 Fairchild

1938 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=555' Flight Year: 1938 Laval

1956 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=400' Flight Year: 1956 Fairchild

1968 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=480' Flight Year: 1968 Teledyne

1976 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=666' Flight Year: 1976 Teledyne

1989 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=666' Flight Year: 1989 USGS

1994 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=666' Flight Year: 1994 USGS

2002 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=666' Flight Year: 2002 USGS

2148863.5
2



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

1928

 = 500'



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

1938

 = 555'



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

1956

 = 400'



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

1968

 = 480'



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

1976

 = 666'



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

1989

 = 666'



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

1994

 = 666'



INQUIRY #:

YEAR:

2148863.5

2002

 = 666'



































 

 

Appendix D Qualifications 
 



Appendix D 
 
 

Tracy Properties Phase I ESA D-2 

QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE 
 
RBF Consulting, established in 1944, has over 60 years of experience in providing comprehensive 
land development services.  Some, but not all of the services RBF Consulting provides includes: 
 

 Construction Management 

 Entitlement/Governmental Processing 

 Environmental Services (CEQA/NEPA documents, permitting) 

 Feasibility Studies/Due Diligence Reports 

 Infrastructure Planning and Design (circulation, water, wastewater, flood 
control, dry utilities) 

 Land Planning (Site Plans, Landscape Architecture, Specific Plans, Master 
Plans) 

 Media Services (video, newsletters, presentation/marketing materials) 

 Phase I Environmental Site Assessments 

 Site Engineering (Grading, Structures) 

 Surveying, Mapping and Aerial Photogrammetry 

 Regulatory Services (Delineations and permit processing) 
 
Focus on: Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs).  Phase 1 ESAs prepared by RBF 

Consulting reflect the most current interpretations of industry standards, which are 
the American Society for Testing & Materials (ASTM) standards for commercial real 
estate transactions (E1527-05 and E1528-06). The comprehensive in-house 
capabilities and professional experience in completing a wide range of projects 
allows RBF to effectively and efficiently complete Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessments for any type of property. 
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Tracy Properties Phase I ESA D-3 

RBF REPRESENTATIVE PROJECTS 
 
RBF Consulting’s staff is uniquely qualified to effectively manage complex projects.  RBF 
Consulting has prepared Phase I ESAs on vacant, residential, agricultural, commercial, industrial and 
federal properties, for a wide range of clients.  Our clients include, but are not limited to, the 
following: 
 

 Avanti Investment Advisors (multiple sites) 

 Bardeen Investment Company 

 California Department of Transportation (multiple sites) 

 City of Bell Gardens (multiple sites) 

 City of Lake Elsinore 

 City of Long Beach (multiple sites) 

 City of Lynwood (multiple sites) 

 City of Murrieta (multiple sites) 

 City of Palm Desert 

 City of Rancho Mirage 

 City of Temecula 

 City of Watsonville 

 Community Southwest 

 Kemper Real Estate 

 Kredit Toronto Corporation (multiple sites) 

 Lear Enterprises (multiple sites) 

 Midland Properties (multiple sites) 
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Tracy Properties Phase I ESA D-4 

KEY PERSONNEL 
 
Projects are overseen by Mr. Bruce R. Grove, Jr., Registered Environmental Assessor/Certified 
Environmental Inspector (REA/CEI), which shall provide the quality assurance/quality control 
oversight of each Phase I ESA prepared.  Document research and preparation will be provided by Mr. 
Richard Beck, Ms. Stephanie Melton, Ms. Kristen Hurley, and Ms. Lauren See. 
 
Bruce R. Grove, Jr., REA #06865, CEI #14551 
 
Mr. Grove graduated from California State University, Chico, with a degree in Geography and 
Planning. Mr. Grove’s professional environmental experience includes the management, review, and 
preparation of Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs), Initial Site Assessments (ISAs), and 
Environmental Baseline Surveys (EBSs) consistent with the American Society of Testing & Materials 
(ASTM) Standards for sites located throughout California, Nevada, and Arizona.  In the past seven 
years Mr. Grove has been involved in the preparation of review of well over 400 assessments.  In 
addition Mr. Grove also serves as Field Analyst for several projects requiring conceptual analysis of 
flood control issues, including the assessment of existing wetland/habitat areas, opportunities for 
wetland habitat enhancement, and permit/regulatory services including acquisition of permits from 
the ACOE (404), CDFG (Streambed Alteration Agreements), and the State Water Quality Control 
Board (NPDES Dewatering, NPDES Stormwater Runoff, and Water Quality Certification). 
 
 
Richard Beck, REA #08065 
Project Manager, Environmental Services 
 
Mr. Beck assists in the preparation of environmental and planning studies for public and private 
sector clients.  As the Regulatory Manager at RBF, Mr. Beck has been involved with 404/401/1600 
permit processing, wetland delineation, field studies, permitting in accordance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and Phase I 
ESAs.  In the past four (4) years Mr. Beck has personally evaluated over 200 real properties in 
California. 
 
Stephanie Melton 
Environmental Services 
 
Ms. Melton assists in the preparation of environmental and planning studies for public and private 
sector clients.  As an Environmental Analyst at RBF, Ms. Melton is involved with 404/401/1600 
permit processing, wetland delineations, field studies, Phase I ESAs, and the preparation of 
environmental documents pursuant to CEQA and NEPA. 
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Kristen Hurley 
Environmental Services 
 
Ms. Hurley assists in the preparation of environmental and planning studies for public and private 
sector clients.  As an Environmental Analyst at RBF, Ms. Hurley is involved with Phase I ESAs, 
Visual Impact Assessments (VIAs), field studies, as well as various technical studies in support of 
CEQA and NEPA. 
 
Lauren See 
Environmental Services 
 
Ms. See assists in the preparation of environmental and planning studies for public and private sector 
clients.  As an Environmental Analyst at RBF, Ms. See is involved with 404/401/1600 permit 
processing, wetland delineations, field studies, Phase I ESAs, and permitting in accordance with 
CEQA and NEPA. 
 
Wesley Salter 
Environmental Services 
 
Mr. Salter assists in the preparation of environmental and planning studies for public and private 
sector clients.  As an Environmental Analyst at RBF, Mr. Salter is involved with 404/401/1600 permit 
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