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FACT SHEET: US NAVY WEAPONS-DEVELOPMENT, TOXIC-WASTE SITE: 
“PASADENA GATEWAY,” 3200 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD, PASADENA, CALIFORNIA  

 
by Kristin Shrader-Frechette, PhD, O’Neill Endowed Professor, 

Dept of Biological Sciences, University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, IN 46556 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
Pasadena City Council approved a project to build 550 apartments on an un-remediated 
US Navy toxic-waste site, used to develop and test missiles, torpedoes, and other 
classified weapons.1 The site has not been cleaned up--only walled and paved over.2 The 
slated project is 40% 2BR and 3BR apartments, designed to house hundreds of children 
and their families. Many units are reserved for moderate- and low-income families.3 
  

FACTS 
 
In Los Angeles County 570,000 residents qualify for affordable housing but can’t find any.4 
 
Regulators said this housing site was an “imminent and substantial” danger.5 The city 
says current site cancer risks are up to 8,300 times higher6 than allowed.7    
 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control admits that although the project health 
“impacts…remain significant, even after adopting mitigation measures” required by the 
city, the “overriding considerations” are that  “project benefits [economic development] 
outweigh the significant environmental effects.”8 
 
The city is allowing many site carcinogens to remain “in place,” as they are below 
ground.9  It admits that site groundwater-contamination is “unknown”;10  that many soil 
areas have never been sampled;11 and  that not all “sources” of site carcinogens, metals, 
dioxins, solvents, and propellants have been  located.12 The city is requiring no 
groundwater or full soil-carcinogen testing until after construction,13 though site toxins 
have already contaminated and closed two Pasadena drinking-water wells.14 
  
The site has never been tested for (and no pre-construction tests are required for) the 
widespread neurotoxic, military-explosive carcinogens15 RDX and TNT.16 California has 
drinking-water regulations17 for RDX and TNT, and 60-70% of missiles and torpedoes 
(that were developed and tested at this site) contained RDX and TNT.18  
 
The developer has promised to “safely clean up” the site and provide “affordable 
housing.”19 The city says the project would preserve air quality and safety.20  
 
In 2011 the developer signed an agreement with the state. It gives the developer liability 
protection from site toxins, in exchange for doing only inexpensive removal of 11 sus-
pected “hot spots” and no other cleanup before redevelopment. The agreement also says 
site land-use restrictions “may be necessary to insure full protection” of residents.21   
  
State water-protection authorities say that "from our experience at other cleanup sites, the 
most thorough and best way to handle a site of this type, a very dangerous one, is for 
site cleanup work and supervision of work to be conducted by an independent party. It's 
easier and cheaper to clean up the site now rather than later, after construction."22 
 
When California Toxic Substances Control asked the developer for evidence that soil 
carcinogens, “left in place….will not be a future threat,” the developer responded that 
providing such testing and evidence “is outside the…obligations of Pasadena Gateway.”23 
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The developer also said that site “remedial decisions can be made” by using studies that 
don’t meet required US EPA data-validation (anti-fraud) requirements.24 
 
However, the developer said “numerous site investigations,”25 including in 2007 by the 
developer’s consultant,26 show the site will be “safe for occupancy.”27   
  
The city and developer claim site safety,28 based on studies that  include 3 done by SAIC 
and Tetra Tech who admitted repeated fraud at other toxic-waste clean-ups.29  SAIC 
had to pay $566 million in fines; the government levied criminal fines against Tetra Tech,30 
now being sued for $27 billion by homeowners who claim harm from its fraudulent clean-
up of another US Navy toxic-waste site, in San Francisdo.31 Most site studies used by 
the developer and city do not meet US EPA data-validation (anti-fraud) requirements.32 
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