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Description

The California Department of Transportation, District 7 (Caltrans) is proposing the addition of
one High Occupancy Vehicle lane in each direction within the median of Interstate 5 between
State Route 134 and State Route 118. The project extends into the cities of Burbank, Glendale
and Los Angeles in Los Angeles County. The proposed improvements to the facility will involve
widening the state right-of-way in portions of the transportation corridor.

Determination

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared an Initial
Study/Environmental Assessment. On the basis of this study it is determined that the proposed
action will not have a significant effect upon the environment for the following reasons:

1. The proposed project will require the acquisition of both commercial and residential property
and the displacement of some businesses, but adequate compensation will be provided for
those acquisitions and relocation assistance will be provided for those displaced.
Incorporation of these mitigation measures will reduce the project’s potential impact to less
than significant.

2. There will be no adverse effects on unique or significant natural features, including, but not
limited to, plant life, animal life, or animal habitat or movement.

3. There will be no adverse effect on archaeological, cultural or historic, parkland, recreational,
or scenic areas.

4. The proposed project will promote improved regional air quality.

The proposed project will result in increased noise levels along its route, but with the addition

of soundwalls these effects will be reduced to acceptable levels.

There will be no significant impacts to water quality.

There will be no effects on wetland, floodplain or agricultural areas.

There will be no impacts to scenic resources.

There will be no adverse impacts on local traffic.
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SUMMARY

This Initiad Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA) addresses the potential
environmental impacts resulting from the construction of two High Occupancy Vehicle
(HOV) Lane projects. One project proposes one HOV lane in each direction, in the
median of Interstate 5 (I-5) between Route 134 and Route 170 in the cities of Los
Angeles, Glendadle and Burbank, Los Angeles County, California. The other project
proposes one HOV lane in each direction, in the median of 1-5 between Route 170 and
Route 118 in the city of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California.  Some of the
Build Alternatives will require widening of the highway to accommodate the HOV lanes
and associated improvements.

This ISEA is a preliminary analysis of the proposed projects to determine whether a
Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Impact (ND/FONSI) is appropriate or if
there will be significant impacts which would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report/Study (EIR/EIS). This ISIEA has been prepared in
accordance with the Cadlifornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the Nationa
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

1. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR PROPOSED PROJECT

11 I ntroduction

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 7 has a district wide
HOV Lane Program in place to provide HOV lanes on most of the freeways in Los
Angeles County. The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority (LACMTA)
has incorporated the district’'s HOV Lane Program in its 20-year Long-Range
Transportation Plan for funding purposes. The I-5 corridor from Route 10 to Route 14 is
included in this program. An HOV project on Route 170, from United States Highway
101 (U.S. 101) to I-5 is currently under construction. The proposed HOV projects on |-5
will provide a direct connection with the Route 170 project as well as fill a gap between
another -5 HOV project currently in the design stage (from Route 118 to Route 14) to
provide continuous HOV lanes on Route 170 and 1-5 for commuter traffic.

In the early 1990's, in examining aternatives to aleviate the congestion, the 1-5 Concept
Report was prepared by the Caltrans Office of Planning and Public Transportation. The
I-5 Concept Report proposed the addition of an HOV lane as a minimum improvement to
reduce traffic congestion on I-5 by 2020. In 1998 the Division of Planning and Public
Transportation released the 1-5 Transportation Concept Report as District 7's basic guide
to the development of I-5 for the next 20 years. The implementation of an ultimate
freeway improvement, which included adding an HOV lane and an additional mixed-flow
lane in each direction, was initiated as a first step towards defining and programming the
Ultimate Freeway Improvements. An Ultimate Freeway Improvement project is not
expected to be fundable within the next 20 years.
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The purpose of the proposed project is to reduce existing and future traffic congestion
and reduce ar pollution by constructing HOV lanes in the median. HOV lanes
constructed on heavily traveled freeways help to alleviate congestion, encourage
ridesharing, and reduce air pollution.

1-2  Changes Since Circulation of Draft Document

Public and Agency comments received during the circulation of the Draft ISEA, the |
Public Hearing process, and subsequent agency consultations have resulted in project
modifications that have been incorporated in this fina document. A vertical line in the
outside margin indicates changes in the text.

1-3  Capacity Problems

Roadway capacity is generally measured by the number of vehicles that can pass over a
given section of roadway during a specified period of time. This capacity is usualy
considered in terms of “Levels Of Service” (LOS) where different levels of service
represent different levels of congestion.

The Highway Capacity Manual defines six levels of service, A through F, where ‘A’
represents free flow conditions and ‘F the most congested. For areas where traffic
volumes exceed LOS F in a significant way, Caltrans has developed a LOS classification,
which includes levels FO to F3. A freeway is considered by Caltrans to be congested
when travel speeds of less than 35 miles per hour are experienced for more than 15
minutes (see table 1-1).

Table 1-1: Levelsof Service vs. Operating Characteristics
Level of _ . .
: Description Operating Characteristics
Service P P g
A Free Flow (Best) Low volumes, high speeds, selectivity. Driversnot impaired by
55+ mph other traffic.
B Stggl)remF;gw Operating speeds beginning to be restricted by traffic conditions.
Sta_ble Flow Volumer restricts driver's speed and maneuverability: suitable for
C (Design Value) .
urban design.
50+ mph
D l’j‘pp;g?dglng Temporary restrictions cause drop in volume speed; comfort
nstable Flow convenienceislow but tolerable for short periods of time.
35-50 mph
E Unstable Flow Speeds on freeway at 30 mph with momentary stoppages.
30-35 mph Unsuitable for usein design.
= Forced Flow L ow speeds, many stoppages on freeways, long queues, and long
<30 mph delays: Roadway becomes storage area.
FO Congestion delay of 0-1 hour
F1 Congestion delay of 1-2 hour
F2 Congestion delay of 2-3 hour
F3 Congestion delay of more than 3 hours

The existing traffic volumes on 1-5 for 1997 range from 224,000 Average Daily Traffic
(ADT) between the Western Avenue Interchange and the Alameda Avenue Interchange
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to 156,000 ADT between the Sheldon Street Interchange and the Route 170 Interchange.
The existing LOS within this segment of 1-5 is FO (peak period congestion for up to one
hour). The 2020 traffic volumes are expected to increase to an ADT of 325,600 vehicles
per day and 26,300 vehicles for the peak hour total for both directions. Consequently, the
LOS will decrease to F1 (peak period congestion for up to two hours) by the year 2020.
Adding a HOV lane in each direction on this stretch of 1-5 would improve present travel
conditions significantly as well as maintaining an acceptable level of service in 2020.

1-4  Safety Problems

A study of accident records from 01-01-96 to 12-31-98 from the Traffic Accident
Surveillance and Analysis System (TASAYS) reveals an accident rate for fatality and
injury between 0.60-0.62 accidents per million vehicle miles (MVM) for N/B and S/B
directions for this segment of 1-5. This is approximately 34% lower than the expected
average of 0.95 accidents per MVM on similar facilities statewide. TASAS Selective
Record Retrieval data from January 1996 through December 1998 reveals that side swipe
and rear end type accidents represent between 64.8 and 71.5% of the total accidents that
occur on this freeway segment. This type of data indicates that 1-5 experiences heavy
congestion (within the limits of this project) and has an inadequate number of lanes
causing motorists to make "end of queue’ (end of a stopped lane of vehicles) lane
changes under “stop-and-go” conditions. Providing HOV lanes in the median should
aleviate congestion thereby reducing the number of accidents and improving the
operating conditions and safety of this highway. Accident rates in the study area are
anticipated to increase if no improvements are made.

1-5 Summary of Transportation Problems

I-5 currently experiences serious congestion while carrying substantia traffic volumes
through the study area during peak hours. Due to continuous development along this
corridor, long-range projections predict a 19% increase in amount of trips. Travel
demands and urban growth projections indicate that if no improvements are made,
unacceptable levels of service will extend for longer periods of time and over larger
sections during peak travel periods.

There is a critical need to eliminate existing and projected freeway congestion by
improving the people-carrying capacity of this corridor and reducing the number of
accidents caused by “stop-and-go” and “end of queue’ situations. These improvements
should be cost effective and minimize impacts to the environment to the maximum
feasible extent. Finally, improvements are needed to allow for continuity of the proposed
interregional HOV system.
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2. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT

2-1  TheProposed Project

These projects propose the addition of two HOV lanes, one in each direction, within the
median of 1-5 in Los Angeles County (see figure 2-1). The proposed projects begin at the
[-5/SR-134 interchange (PM 26.7/KP 43.0) and end at the I-5/SR-118 interchange (PM
39.4/KP 63.2). The addition of one unidirectiona and one bi-directional California
Highway Patrol (CHP) HOV enforcement area in the median is included as part of the
proposed projects. The proposed projects are entirely within urban areas of Los Angeles
County, and pass through the cities of Burbank, Glendae and Los Angeles in the
communities of Arleta, Pacoima, and Sun Valley (see figure 2-2).

The total length of the two projectsis 12.7 miles. The HOV lanes will add atotal of 25.4 |
lane miles to this portion of Interstate 5. |

To accommodate the addition of HOV lanes in the median, the projects propose that the
median be reconstructed and restriped. The new structural section for the median will be
260 mm Portland Cement Concrete (PCC) pavement on top of a 150 mm Lean Concrete
Base (LCB) and a 210 mm Aggregate Subbase (AS). For the length of the project, al of
the existing drainage in the median will be removed. A new drainage system, utilizing
Concrete Barrier Type 60W, will be installed. Deck drains will be provided in the new
bridge decks where the existing openings are to be closed (decked over). The new
structural section for the widened areas will be 260 mm PCC pavement on top of 150 mm
LCB and 2120 mm AS.

Retaining walls will be constructed to support the widened areas and to maintain the
minimum 2:1 side slope. All soundwalls that are removed to accommodate freeway
widening will be replaced. At those locations where it is feasible, the bridge railing and
metal beam guardrail will be upgraded to the current standard to enhance safety.

In order to maximize the usage of the existing facilities and minimize the need to acquire
additiona right-of-way, lane widths will vary within the project limits. Lane widths for
this project will be either standard 3.6 meter (12 feet) or non-standard 3.3 meter (11 feet).
The buffer area between the HOV lanes and the mixed flow lanes will vary between 0.3
meters and 0.6 meters (1 to 2 ft) for the length of the project. The horizontal clearance
between the HOV lanes and the median concrete barrier will vary between 0.3 meters and
4.35 meters (1 to 14.2 ft). The use of these non-standard features will alow for the most
environmentally sensitive design possible, while providing improvements that will
address current and future predicted traffic demands.

Adding HOV lanes, versus mixed flow lanes, will create a more efficient transportation
system and ultimately result in less air pollution and a reduction in traffic congestion on
the freeway and on secondary routes during peak commute periods. HOV lanes aso
promote ridesharing and other multiple occupant transit options. In portions of the study
area, this project will also reduce the accident rates caused by congestion and “end of
gqueue’ lane changes.
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Figure 2-1: Regional Location Map
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2-2  Statusof Project

These projects are proposed to be built in two segments, one from Route 134 to Route
170 and the other from Route 170 to Route 118. Both segments are identified in the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 1998/99-2004/05 Regional
Transportation Improvement Plan (RTIP), and the 1994 Regional Mobility Element
(RME). They are consistent with the goas and objectives contained in the 1993
Congestion Management Program (CMP) and Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for
Los Angeles County.

Both segments are proposed to begin construction in the 2002-03 fiscal year. LACMTA,
through its bi-annual "Call for Projects’ process, will determine funding for both projects.

2-3  Major Investment Study

The Statewide and Metropolitan Planning regulations under the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) became effective November 29, 1993. An
important provision under the Metropolitan Planning regulations is the Major
Metropolitan Transportation Investments, also known as Mgjor Investments Study (MI1S).

Section 450.104 of the Metropolitan Planning regulations defines a major metropolitan
transportation investment as a “high-type highway or transit improvement of substantial
cost that is expected to have a significant effect on capacity, traffic flow, level of service,
or mode share at the transportation corridor or subarea scale”. Consultation among the
Federa Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
and the Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs), such as the SCAG and LACMTA,
is key to deciding the types of projects affected by this requirement. For highway
projects, the project length and access controls are some of the considerations.

Cdltrans in partnership with LACMTA and SCAG evaluated feasible alternatives for the
I-5 corridor. LACMTA, functioning as both a local transit operator and project sponsor,
had the opportunity to consider severa modal options as part of the corridor
improvement program. This process involved numerous policy and technical discussions
with state, regional, and local jurisdictions before programming decisions were made.

The MIS prepared by Caltrans contains a synopsis of the corridor analysis. Copies of the
MIS are available for review or purchase at Caltrans District 7 offices at 120 South
Spring Street, Los Angeles, California 90012.

2-4 Alternatives Considered

This ISEA isintended to document the environmental effects of two separate, but related
projects. Since both projects have different aternatives, the description of the various
alternatives will be done according to their specific project. The project segment
alternatives will be referred to as Route 134 to 170 Alternative 1, 2, 3 and Route 170 to
118 Alternative 1, 2, 3.
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The preferred alternatives for the proposed projects are Alternative 3 for both Route 134 |
to 170 and Route 170 to 118. The cost estimates given for the alternatives are
conceptual estimates and are subject to change during the final design stage.

2-4.1 Route134to 170 Alternative 1 — No Action

The No Action alternative would retain 1-5 as it currently exists. Under this aternative
the LOS will deteriorate from the current LOS FO to at least F2 by the year 2015. This
would cause a higher level of congestion over a greater extent of the freeway corridor and
for longer time periods than presently exist. The No Action aternative could also result
in an increase in accidents caused by “stop-and-go” and “end of queue’ lane changes.
This alternative does not promote the formation of carpools, vanpools, and other transit
options, nor does it address anticipated congestion expected from projected increases in
traffic volumes. This alternative does not complete the HOV system.

2-4.2 Route 134to 170 Alternative 2

The freeway will be widened on both sides between Buena Vista Street and Hollywood
Way to provide for a CHP enforcement area and between Providencia Avenue and
Verdugo Avenue to accommodate the HOV lanes and facilitate a design speed of 105
km/h (65.2 mph).

The Providencia Avenue overhead bridge and the Verdugo Avenue undercrossing will be
widened on both sides to provide adequate stopping distance for a design speed of 105
km/h (65.2 mph). New right-of-way will be required for the bridge widening at
Provedencia Avenue. A new structure will be constructed at the Burbank Avenue
overcrossing to accommodate the HOV lanes. The Cohasset Street undercrossing will be
widened on both sides to accommodate the CHP Enforcement area. All of the openings at
the LA River undercrossing, the Sonora Avenue undercrossing, the Western Avenue
undercrossing, the Alameda Avenue undercrossing, and the Providencia Avenue
overhead will be closed (decked-over) to accommodate the added HOV lanes. The
widening of the Providencia Avenue overhead will also result in the removal of a
pedestrian overcrossing attached to the northbound side of the freeway. It is proposed to
replace and relocate the pedestrian overcrossing, the exact location will be determined
during the final design stage of this project.

The existing Burbank Boulevard overcrossing will be removed and replaced. The new
structure would be designed to facilitate a 60 m (197 ft) wide cross section. The existing
Burbank Boulevard on and off ramps from the southbound I-5 would remain in the same
location and be realigned to accommodate the addition of the HOV lanes. The estimated
cost for this dternative is $120 million.

2-4.3 Route134to 170 Alternative 3

Layouts for this alternative can be found in APPENDIX J. This alternative is similar to
Alternative 2 above with the following exceptions:
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The freeway will be widened on the outside from just north of the LA River Bridge
Separation to just south of the Olive Avenue overcrossing. This will be to accommodate
standard lane widths though out this section. Standard shoulders will also be provided
where feasible. Additional outside widening of the structures will be required at Sonora
Avenue, Western Avenue, Allen Avenue, and Alameda Avenue undercrossings. The
shoulders will be reduced at these undercrossings to facilitate the standard lane widths
and to maintain the vertical clearance to the local streets.

North of Burbank Boulevard, outside widening will provide for standard lane widths
from 500 m (547 yards) north of Buena Vista Street undercrossing to 300 m (328 yards)
south of Roscoe Boulevard. Just north of the CHP Enforcement area the shoulders will
be reduced at the Lanark Street and Hollywood Way undercrossings. The outside
widening of those structures will reduce the vertical clearance to the local streets. This
will be minimized by not widening to include full 3 m (10 ft) shoulder. If the reduction
of the existing vertica clearance can not be avoided, it will be determined whether or not
regrading of the local streetsis required. The local agency will determine the best course
of action.

Existing soundwalls will be removed and new soundwalls will be placed at the right-of-
way line to facilitate this design. The estimated cost for this alternative is $140 million in
2000 dollars.

Thisisthe preferred alternative for the segment from State Route 134 to 170. |
2-4.4 Route 170to 118 Alternative 1 — No Action

The No Action aternative would retain 1-5 as it currently exists. Under this aternative
the LOS will deteriorate from the current LOS FO to at least F2 by the year 2015. This
would cause a higher level of congestion over a greater extent of the freeway corridor and
for longer time periods than presently exist. The No Action aternative could also result
in an increase in accidents caused by “stop-and-go” and “end of queue’ lane changes.
This aternative does not promote the formation of carpools, vanpools, and other transit
options, nor does it address anticipated congestion expected from projected increases in
traffic volumes. This alternative does not complete the HOV system.

2-45 Route170to 118 Alternative 2

This alternative proposes that the median be reconstructed as described in section 2-1. |
The traffic lanes will be restriped to accommodate the addition of the HOV Lanes. There
is no outside widening proposed for this aternative. The estimated cost for this
aternative is $22.1 million in 1995 dollars.

2-4.6 Route170to 118 Alternative 3
This is the recommended and preferred alternative. Layouts for this aternative can be

found in APPENDIX K. This aternative proposes outside widening of 1-5 on the
northbound side from the Sheldon Street undercrossing to Terra Bella Street to provide
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enough room for the addition of the HOV lanes. The ramps on the northbound side of 1-5
will be realigned to accommodate the outside widening.

A new connector structure will be constructed to accommodate the existing mixed-flow
traffic from northbound Route 170 to northbound 1-5. The existing northbound Route
170 to northbound 1-5 connector will be reconstructed to accommodate HOV lanes for
both the northbound and southbound directions of Route 170. New right-of-way will be
required for the construction of this structure. The estimated cost for this aternative is
$111.4 million in 2000 dollars.

Thisisthe preferred aternative for the segment from State Route 170 to 118.

2-5

1

Alternatives No Longer Under Consideration

Alternative to Initially Construct the Ultimate Transportation Corridor
Improvements. This aternative would result in the addition of at least 1 mixed
flow lane and 1 HOV lane and either 1 truck lane or 1 additional mixed flow lane
in each direction. This alternative would require the reconstruction of the SR
134/1-5 Interchange. Due to the prohibitively high project cost and the major
right-of-way involved, this aternative is not viable at this time. Therefore, this
aternative was rejected from further consideration.

Route 134 to 170 Alternatives 2A and 3A. These alternatives are similar to
Route 134 to 170 Alternatives 2 and 3 except for the following: The existing
ramps at Burbank Boulevard and the southbound 1-5 will be removed to provide
adequate weaving distance from a proposed ramp construction project at Empire
Avenue. A new set of hook ramps will be constructed south of Burbank
Boulevard to provide access for Burbank Boulevard to and from the southbound
I-5 via a city access road that is approximately 70 meters (230 ft) from the state
right-of-way. The construction of these ramps will require the acquisition of new
right-of-way. The estimated cost for these alternatives is an additional $5 million
to ther respective aternative costs. This dternative was dropped from
consideration due to its conflict with a planned redevelopment in the area of the
proposed hook ramps.

Alternative to Initially Construct an Interim HOV Facility to Full Standard
Design Requirements Route 134 to 170. This alternative would require the
replacement of a majority of the existing structures that would lead to increased
right-of-way requirements. Due to high capital costs, this alternative was rejected
from further consideration as an initial construction project.

Alternative to Construct the Interim HOV Facility with CHP Enforcement
Area and Widen from Buena Vista to Lankershim Boulevard. This
dternative was rejected due to the excessive construction cost related to the
structural widening, the demolition and replacement of three additional structures
and regrading of the local streets to improve the reduced vertical clearance created
for accommodation of this alternative. This alternative could also create social
impacts due to the extensive construction on the local streets and the freeway,
which would have adverse effects on the traveling motorist.

Alternative to Construct Fully Standard Lanes from Route 170 to Route 118.
This alternative is similar to Route 170 to 118 Alternative 3 with the following
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2-6

exception. This alternative proposes outside widening on both sides of the |
freeway to accommodate standard lane widths from the I-5/Route 170 interchange ‘
to the northern terminus of the project. This aternative was rejected from further
consideration due to high project cost. The estimated cost for this aternative is
$137.2 million in 2000 dollars.

Mass Transit Alternatives in the Corridor. The project corridor is presently
used by a number of bus routes of various bus lines (MTA, Santa Clarita Transit,
and Antelope Valley Transit Authority). In addition to the various bus routes the
Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink) also serves the project
corridor. The addition of HOV lanes will improve the service of the mass transit
facilities that already exist within the corridor.

Related Transportation Projects

The following are projects that are within the genera vicinity of the proposed
transportation improvements discussed in this document.

?

I-5 Pavement Rehabilitation - A major pavement rehabilitation project is programmed
for funding. This rehabilitation project will employ the "long life pavement strategy”.
The project limits are from 1-5/1-10/U.S. 101 interchange to the Providencia Avenue
overhead.

I-5 at Western Avenue Interchange Improvement - An interchange modification is
being planned for the I-5/Western Avenue interchange. Planned modifications
include the reconfiguration of the north and southbound ramps. Surface streets will
be widened and/or extended to match the reconfigured ramps.

[-5 at Empire Avenue Access Improvements - Proposed Improvements consist of
constructing a new underpass connecting Empire Avenue with San Fernando Road.
The existing underpass will be closed. The existing Empire Avenue to the southbound
I-5 on-ramp will be closed and a new on-ramp will be constructed.

[-5 HOV - An HOV facility is currently in the design phase, extending from State
Route 118 to State Route 14. This project proposes to reconstruct and restripe the
median to provide for the new HOV lanes. The project construction will begin in mid
2002.
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3. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

3-1  Geology, Soil, and Topography
3-1.1 Geologic Features

Regionally, these project sites are located within the Los Angeles Basin, which is situated
at the juncture of the Peninsular Range and the Transverse Range Provinces. The Los
Angeles Basin is divided into four distinct structural blocks separated by major faults or
flexures. The existing freeway is located at the northwestern block, which includes
portions of the east-west trending San Fernando Valley. Structurally, this block is the
only portion of the present day basin located within the east-west trending Transverse
Ranges Province.

3-1.2 Sail Conditions

Locdly, the existing freeway is Situated roughly paralel to the foot of the Verdugo
Mountains and was constructed entirely over alluvium sediments, consisting of gravel,
sand, silt and clay.

3-1.3 Seismicity

The projects are located in a seismically active area. The geologic processes, which have
caused earthguakes in the past, can be expected to continue. Seismic events, which are
likely to produce the greatest bedrock accelerations, could be a moderate event on the
Mission Hills (San Fernando) fault zone and/or alarge event on a distant active fault.

A fault is considered by the State of California to be active if geologic evidence indicates
that movement on the fault has occurred in the last 11,000 years, and potentially active if
movement is demonstrated to have occurred in the last 2 million years.

There is no geologica information that indicates an active fault in the project areas. The
nearest known active fault (under Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act) is the
Mission Hills (San Fernando) Earthquake Fault Zone and is located 2.03 km (1.2 miles)
to the northwest at the end of the project (PM 39.4).

The Verdugo fault runs roughly parallel to the project. Current studies by J. Cota, from
GeoSoils Inc. have concluded that the Cabrini segment of the Verdugo fault zone
(between Verdugo Wash and Big Tujunga Wash) displaces 8000+ year old aluvial
deposits by over 6.1 m (20 feet). However, at the present time pursuant to the Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, this fault segment has not been zoned (Geotechnical
Report, April 1999).
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Seismic Phenomena

Ground Shaking

Ground shaking is the primary cause of structural damage during an earthquake; it is to
be considered the most damage-producing phenomena for this project. The magnitude,
duration and vibration frequency characteristics will vary greatly, depending upon the
particular causative fault and its distance from the project.

Deterministic site parameters obtained using the EQFAULT-Version 2.20 computer
program for the deterministic prediction of peak acceleration from digitized California
Fault system indicates that the Verdugo-Eagle Rock fault system is the closest to the site,
having a largest maximum-credible site acceleration of 0.767 g and a largest maximum-
probable site acceleration of 0.597 g.

Using the 1996 Los Angeles Area Seismic Hazard Map prepared by Caltrans, a peak
acceleration based on maximum credible earthquakes of magnitude 6.75 aong the
Verdugo-Eagle Rock system would be higher than 0.6 g.

The Arleta - Nordhoff Avenue Fire Station (#24087) from the California Strong Motion
Instrumentation Program - California Division of Mines and Geology is located 1.8 km
(2.23 miles) west of the project, recorded a horizontal acceleration of 0.35 g and a
vertical acceleration of 0.59 g during the 6.7 Magnitude (Mn) 1994 Northridge
earthquake.

Ground Rupture

An anaysis of the fault rupture hazard for a particular fault requires that the fault be
located exactly, and its potential for rupture to be known, if only approximately.

The existing freeway is not located within the confines of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Act and is not located over a previous well-defined fault trace of the
Verdugo-Eagle Rock system. The closest well-defined fault trace for this system is
located 0.43 km (0.26 miles) to the east of the existing freeway.

Based on the review of severa geologic/seismologic reports, it is our opinion that the
potential for ground rupture is small, however, a the north-end of the project it is
reasonable to assume that possible surface ground rupture of any of the minor faults
within Mission Hills (San Fernando System) would occur in the future asit did during the
1971 San Fernando Earthquake.

Liquefaction
Liquefaction exists when fine dilts and sands are located below the water table. The

water table can also be perched ground water. Liquefaction has been documented to
affect soilsto +15m (50 feet) deep, during prolonged periods of ground shaking.
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Based on aregiona study conducted by the U.S. Geological Survey (1985) using ground
water levels measured from 1960-1975, it can be concluded that the relative liquefaction
susceptibility along the project is considered to be very low to low.

The 1999 Hazard Maps - Burbank, Van Nuys and San Fernando Quadrangles issued by
The Department of Conservation - Division of Mines & Geology shows that from PM
26.7 to PM 31.5 there is a potential for liquefaction along the project. However, during
the last two major earthquakes in this area (1971 San Fernando: Mm=6.62 and the 1994
Northridge: Mm=6.7) liquefaction did not occur within these limits and/or the entire
project limits.

Widening of the existing structures will require additional subsurface exploration, which
would permit assessment of this seismic phenomenon in detail.

3-2 Energy

Energy consumption associated with vehicular movement is ailmost entirely confined to
the consumption of fossil fuel (gasoline and diesel). According to the SCAG 1998
Regional Transportation Plan, in the six-county SCAG region, an estimated 5.5 billion
galons of gasoline and 530 million gallons of diesel fuel were consumed annually in
1990. By the year 2020, these figures are estimated to grow to 7.7 billion gallons of
gasoline and 740 million gallons of diesdl fuel per year.

3-3 Hazardous M aterials

An Initial Site Assessment (ISA) was completed in January 1995. The result of the ISA
indicates that lead contamination exists on the unpaved area within the project limits.

Contaminated sites may exist adjacent to the highway and may impact the project during
the construction stage. In addition, asbestos and leaded paint may exist in the building
materials in some of the structures on the parcels that will be acquired for this project.
Caltrans offices of Right-of-Way and Legal should be consulted regarding the acquisition
and future reselling of these parcels as excess lands, as they may be considered
contaminated properties.

3-4 Water Resources
3-4.1 Surface Waters

The surface waters of the proposed project lie primarily in the Los Angeles River
Watershed. There are a number of smaller tributaries to the Los Angeles River that either
cross or run along the proposed project, all of which are channelized. For the most part
these smaller channels are used for storm water control and for groundwater recharge
(discussed in section 3-4.3). The Los Angeles Watershed includes portions of the San
Gabriel Mountains, the Santa Monica Mountains and the Santa Susana M ountains as well
as the San Fernando Valley. No wild or scenic rivers exist within the project area.
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3-4.2 Groundwater

According to the Hazardous Materials Report, the project area is within the San Fernando
Valley groundwater plume. The water contained in this plume has been found to be
contaminated and is considered a superfund site under the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA). Boring logs from several bridge
structures along the project were reviewed in preparation of the Geotechnical Report and
ground water was not encountered to depths ranging from 9.0 to 18 meters (30 to 60
feet). The most recent boring log reviewed was BR #53-1219 (Laurel Canyon UC)
drilled in 1992 to a depth of 27.4 meters (90 feet) and no perched water or ground water
table was encountered at that time.

3-4.3 Groundwater Recharge

The northern terminus of the project is located just north of the Pacoima Spreading
Grounds. This area acts as a percolation basin for groundwater recharge. The Tujunga
spreading ground is located just south of the I-5/170 interchange. Approximately one (1)
mile north-northeast of the 1-5/170 interchange is another spreading basin, which is up-
gradient of the project corridor and outside of the project study area.

3-5 Air Quality
3-5.1 Air Basin and Air Quality Issues

The study corridor is fully contained within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which
includes the urbanized portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties,
and al of Orange County. The basin is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and the
San Gabriel, San Bernardino, and San Jacinto Mountains to the north and east. Within
the basin, the climate is Mediterranean and characterized by mild, sunny winters with
occasona rain and warm, dry summers. There can be pronounced differences in
temperature, humidity, cloudiness, fog, rain, and sunshine over short distances.
Prevailing wind direction is from the southwest, but from October to March, intermittent
hot dry winds known as the “ Santa Ana Winds’ sweep in from interior desert regions.

The combination of topography, low mean pollutant/atmosphere mixing height (resulting
from a prevalent inversion layer condition), abundant sunshine, and emissions from the
second largest urban area in the United States gives the SCAB the most severe air
pollution problem in the nation. The SCAB is a federa non-attainment area for ozone,
carbon monoxide, and a serious non-attainment area for respirable 10-micron diameter
particulate matter (PM1p). The SCAB has met attainment goals for lead, sulfur dioxide
and nitrogen dioxide. PM3 5 non-attainment designation is currently under review by the
EPA. PM, s non-attainment demonstration is currently in process. If the SCAB has been
declared as non-attainment for PM> 5, then a target date for attainment will be set.

Despite increases in population (84 percent between 1960 and 1990), industrial activity,
and vehicle miles of travel, air quality trends have demonstrated a sustained reduction in
pollutant concentrations between 1975 and 1999. These improved air quality levels and
improving technology are the result of effective control strategies being developed under
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cooperation between the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and
SCAG, and vehicular emissions control improvements mandated by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the California Air Resources Board
(CARB).

3-5.2  Air Quality Regulations and Planning

Air quality has been regulated at the federal level under the federal Clean Air Act (CAA)
since 1970. This act authorizes the EPA to set National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) for air pollutants of nationwide concern. The act also requires each state to
submit a State Implementation Plan (SIP) detailing the state's strategy for achieving the
national standards.

The EPA has identified six air pollutants as being of nationwide concern: carbon
monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SOy), nitrogen oxides (NOy), ozone (O3), PM-10, and lead
(Pb). These pollutants are collectively referred to as criteria pollutants. The pollutant
sources, effects on human health, and final deposition into the atmosphere vary
considerably. For the 1-5 HOV Lane Improvement Project, CO would be a maor
concern during the project’s operational phase, while PM-10 would be of major concern
during the project’s construction phase. CO is a colorless and an odorless gas, which in
high concentrations can incapacitate the red blood cells and interfere with their ability to
carry oxygen to body tissues. Vehicular sources account for over 95 percent of the
region’s CO emissions. Particulate matter includes both liquid and solid particles of a
wide range of sizes and composition. The principal hedth effect of the airborne
particulate matter is on the respiratory system, although PM-10 has been associated with
carcinogenic effects. Particulate matter in the form of fugitive dust mainly results from
demolition, excavating/grading, and the operation of earth moving equipment. The
following sections provide a brief discussion of federal/state CAA amendments and
SCAQMD’s air quality management strategy.

Federal Clean Air Act Planning Requirements

In November 1990, Congress enacted a series of amendments to the CAA intended to
intensify air pollution reduction efforts across the nation. One of the primary goals of the
1990 CAA amendments was an overhaul of the planning provisions for those areas not
currently meeting the NAAQS. The CAA identifies specific emission reduction goals,
requires both a demonstration of reasonable further progress and an attainment
demonstration, and incorporates more stringent sanctions for failure to attain or to meet
interim milestones. The CAA requires air districts throughout the country to develop: (1)
a Federal Implementation Plan for PM-10 as required by Section 189(b)(2), and (2) a
post-1966 Rate-of-Progress Plan as required in Section 182(2)(B).
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California Clean Air Act Planning Requirements

The Cdlifornia Clean Air Act (CAL-CAA) was signed into law on September 30, 1988; it
became effective on January 1, 1989, and was amended in 1992. The CAL-CAA
initiated its own ambient air quality standards, which are far more stringent than the
NAAQS. The CAL-CAA requires, beginning on December 31, 1994 and every three
years thereafter, that each ar quality district in the state demonstrate the overall
effectiveness of its Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) to achieve a reduction in
basin-wide air pollutant emissions of five percent or more per year (15 percent or morein
athree-year period) for non-attainment pollutants or their precursors.

SCAQMD Air Quality Management Planning

The SCAQMD, working in cooperation with SCAG, recently released the 1997 AQMP;
the most current plan to outline the overal control strategy to achieving emission
reductions and air quality goals for the SCAB. The 1997 revision of the AQMP is
designed to satisfy the planning requirements of both the federal CAA and CAL-CAA.
The 1994 AQMP is the basis for the 1997 AQMP with many of the 1994 AQMP control
measures carried into the 1997 AQMP. A magority of the 1994 AQMP control measures
are updated in terms of the proposed adoption and implementation schedule. As shown
in Table 3-1, the 1997 AQMP proposes the following attainment target dates.

Table 3-1. Attainment Target Datesfor the SCAQMD

Pollutant Federal Standard State Standard
NO, Currently Met Currently Met
CcoO 2000 2000
PM-10 2006 Post-2010
OZONE 2010 Post-2010

Source: SCAQMD, 1997, PBQ& D

Similar to the 1994 AQMP, the 1997 AQMP proposes two tiers of emission reduction
measures, based on availability and readiness of technology. Short- and intermediate-
term measures propose the application of available technology and management practices
between 1997 and the year 2005. These measures rely on known technologies and
proposed actions to be taken by several agencies that currently have the statutory
authority to implement such measures. These measures are designed to satisfy the federal
CAA requirement of reasonably available control technologies (Section 172), and the
CAL-CAA requirements of Best Available Retrofit Control Technologies (BARCT). To
ultimately achieve ambient air quality standards, additional emission reductions will be
necessary beyond the implementation of short- and intermediate-term measures. Long-
term measures rely on the advancement of technologies and control methods that can
reasonably be expected to occur between 2000 and 2010. These long-term measures rely
on further development and refinement of known low- and zero-emission control
technologies in addition to technological breakthroughs.

A range of strategies, approaches, and techniques are identified. These focus on
stationary, on-road, and off-road sources. The strategy for on-road motor vehicular
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emissions is principally based on reducing mobile emissions through implementation of
transportation control measures.

To achieve its goal, the AQMP calls for extended use of market incentives, including tax
credits for companies that develop new technology for reducing vehicular emissions, as
well as rebates, tax credits, and emission-based sales taxes on vehicles in proportion to
their emissions production.

The 1989 CAL-CAA requires air quality planning districts to implement indirect source
requirements to reduce vehicle-miles traveled and increases the commuting average
vehicle ridership. By 1999, the average vehicle ridership target is 1.5 for the commuting
public. Also, after 1997, according to the CAL-CAA, there should be no net increase in
mobile source emissions. The CAL-CAA aims to affect a substantial decrease in growth
in vehicle-miles traveled throughout the basin.

On-road mobile sources are to be controlled by a variety of methods, including: (a)
controls imposed by the CARB primarily regarding emissions technology, (b) measures
recommended in the Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) focusing on in-use emissions
maintenance and importation restrictions into the SCAB, (c) indirect source control
measures (trip reduction strategies of various kinds), and (d) transportation control
measures which form the foundation of the mobile source portion of the AQMP.

Transportation Control Measures (TCM) congtitute the focus of the AQMP for purposes
of evaluating this project. TCM’sinclude:

? Advanced transportation technology — Smart shuttle transit and Intelligent
Vehicle Highway Systems (IVHS).

?  Transportation improvements — HOV lanes, transit improvements, traffic flow
improvements, park-ride and intermoda facilities, rideshare matching
services,  transportation  demand — management  measures, and
telecommunications facilities.

? Market incentives — emissions — and VMT-related fees and congestion
pricing.

3-5.3 Monitored Air Quality

The present ambient background CO concentrations used for the analyses were the
highest for the year 1998 obtained from the South Coast Air Quality Management
Didtrict (SCAQMD) Burbank Monitoring Station. For the "worst case”, anayses, it is
assumed that there is no change in background levels between the years 1998, 2005 and
2020. The monitoring station's annual high for the one-hour is 8 parts-per-million (PPM)
and for the eight-hour is 6.0 PPM, which is the second highest for 1999. The one-hour
time was used because it provides the average hourly values needed for comparison with
the state and federal ambient air quality standards.
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3-6 Noise
3-6.1 Noise Standards

Traffic noise abatement requirements of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
are based on Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 772 (23 CFR, Part 772),
“Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic and Construction Noise” The FHWA
criterion has abatement requirements when noise effects will substantially increase the
ambient noise levels of adjacent areas. Also, under CEQA, a substantial increase in noise
will constitute a significant impact and must be abated or justification provided for not
providing mitigation. Under FHWA criteria, a traffic noise impact must be mitigated
when the predicted noise levels “approach or exceed” the Noise Abatement Criteria
(NAC) (Table 3-2) or when the predicted noise levels substantially exceed existing noise
levels and it is reasonable and feasible to mitigate such exceedances. FHWA
requirements are applicable to the proposed project.

Table 3-22. FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC)

Activity Leqg(h) for noisiest _— -
Category | Traffic Hour (dBA) | DEXTIPtion of Activity
A 57 (Exterior) Land on which serenity and quiet are of extraordinary

significance and serve an important public need; and where
the preservation of those qualities is essential to serve its
intended purposes.

B 67 (Exterior) Picnic areas, recreation areas, playgrounds, active sports
areas, parks, residences, motels, hotels, schools, churches,
libraries, and hospitals.

C 72 (Exterior) Developed lands, properties, or activities not included in
Categories A or B.

Undevel oped lands.

52 (Interior) Residences, motels, public meeting rooms, schools,
churches, libraries, hospitals, and auditoriums.

Notes: Theinterior noise levels (activity) apply to:
?Indoor activities for those parcels where no exterior noise-sensitive land use or activities are
identified, and
? Those situations where the exterior activities are either remote from the highway or shielded in
some manner so that the exterior activitieswill not be affected by the noise, but the interior
activitieswill.
Leq(h) isthe one-hour energy equivalent sound level.
Source:  FHWA, 1982

3-6.2 Caltrans Noise Policy

Caltrans noise policy (developed to carry out FHWA noise abatement objectives)
requires a determination to be made whether the proposed project will substantially
increase the ambient (existing) noise levels in adjacent areas. If so, it may be considered
a significant environmental impact, and must be mitigated. If noise abatement is found to
be reasonable and feasible (in accordance with established criteria), sound barriers will be
constructed. For purposes of noise analysis, when the predicted noise level reaches
1dBA less than the NAC, it is considered to be approaching the NAC for al land use
categories. If traffic noise impacts have been identified, noise abatement must be
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considered and all reasonable and feasible noise abatement measures must be considered
in the project. When a sound barrier is proposed as a noise abatement measure, it must
achieve a " substantial reduction” (a minimum noise reduction of 5 dBA).

3-6.3 Existing Conditions

Traffic noise typically results from the interaction of the sources (moving vehicles) and
the roadway. A considerable portion of traffic noise derives from the sound emitted by
the combustion engines of these vehicles. From the source to the receiver noise varies
both in level and frequency. Changes in noise levels are perceived as follows. 3 dBA
barely perceptible, 5 dBA readily perceptible, and 10 dBA perceived as a doubling or
halving of noise.

A number of descriptors have been devised by acousticians to rate noise on the basis of
such things as annoyance, loudness, short term, long term and by statistical levels. All
Caltrans highway traffic noise analysis is currently for the worst noise hour Leq(h) which
is the equivalent steady state noise level in a defined period of time that would contain
the same acoustic energy as the time varying sound level during the same period. In this
descriptor the instantaneous noise energy levels are averaged over a period of time. The
result is the average acoustic energy for that period of time, which is converted back to a
decibel level. The existing noise levels at specific locations can be found on Tables 5-5
to 5-8. The locations of the receptors are illustrated in Figures 5-1 to 5-5. Noise
sensitive resources along the project corridor consist of residential land uses.

3-7 Biological Resources

The project area is a highly urbanized freeway corridor with mature landscaping along
portions of the freeway shoulder and some off/on-ramps. Other than the Los Angeles
River, vegetation is limited to freeway landscaping and ruderal species. Common species
include oleander, eucalyptus, bottlebrush, ivy and maple. There is the possibility for
invasive plant species to exist within the project area. The Los Angeles River has a rocky
bottom and perennial, channel-wide water flow within the project area.

According to the Natural Environment Study Report, the vegetation in the freeway right-
of-way contains disturbed wildlife habitat. Typica urban species would be expected,
such as starling, house sparrow, rock dove, and the house mouse. Wildlife utilizing the
river would likely include mallards, swallows, bats, raccoons and opossums.

3-8 Land Use

The 1-5 Corridor passes through three cities. Los Angeles, Burbank and Glendale.
Within the city limits of Los Angeles the corridor passes though three smaller
communities. Sun Valley, Arleta and Pacoima. The Vicinity Map (fig.2-2) shows the
project location in relation to these cities and communities.

The formation and subsequent growth of the corridor cities and communities have been
shaped by their locations within the San Fernando Valley and their proximity to a number
of regional freeway and railroad corridors. For the most part, these communities are
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older and substantially urbanized; where existing development and land use patterns have
been in place for many years. According to local genera plans for Glendale, Burbank
and Los Angeles, new growth in the project area is no longer occurring, with the
exception of redevelopment projects in selected areas. The I-5 Corridor land use pattern
is principally residential. It does however, contain scattered large-scale, regional
commercial uses as well as pockets of industrial development.

In Glendale, the southbound side of the freeway is bordered by a mix of Low and Medium
Density Residential land uses. The northbound side of the freeway is bordered by a mix
of Light and Restricted Industrial land uses with a small pocket of Low and Medium
Residential.

In Burbank, the southbound side of the freeway is almost entirely zoned for General
Manufacturing with two small pockets of mixed Multiple Family Medium Density and
Sngle Family Low Density. The northbound side of the freeway is bordered by a mix of
General Manufacturing, City Center Commercial, Shopping Center, Sngle Family Low
Density and Low, Medium and High Density Multiple Family Residential.

The portion of the project that isin the city of Los Angeles goes though the communities
of Sun Valley, Arleta and Pacoima. The portion in Sun Valley isamix of Very Low to
Low Density Residential with a pocket of Limited and Light Industrial land uses. The
portion in Arleta and Pacoimais bordered by Low and Very Low Density Residential.

3-9 Population

3-9.1 Demographics

U.S. census data for 1980 and 1990 has been collected for several geographic units along
the I-5 Corridor to portray the demographic characteristics of the corridor's population.

Table 3-3 shows the ethnic composition of the study area. Figure 3-1 shows the census
tracts along the 1-5 Corridor.
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Table 3-3: Study Corridor Ethnic Composition

PERCENTAGE
Jurisdiction Czl_e:];jts NATIVE
WHITE | BLACK | y\ierican| ASIAN | OTHER | HISPANIC

3104.00 74.9% 1.8% 0.5% 9.8% 12.9% 25.6%

Burbank 3106.00 20.8% 1.2% 0.9% 0.6% 76.4% 94.4%
3107.00 24.3% 1.5% 0.5% 1.0% 72.8% 92.3%

3118.00 33.9% 2.5% 0.7% 5.1% 57.9% 82.7%

Glenddle 3016.01 56.2% 3.3% 0.5% 8.0% 32.0% 51.6%
3016.02 27.7% 1.2% 1.2% 2.8% 67.1% 90.2%

1021.02 56.0% 1.4% 0.6% 115% | 305% 56.6%

1044.02 39.6% 1.4% 1.2% 5.6% 52.2% 81.0%

1045.00 64.3% 3.3% 0.7% 133% | 184% 40.8%

1048.00 55.3% 1.6% 0.5% 8.9% 33.7% 47.2%

1094.00 44.9% 2.8% 0.6% 126% | 39.1% 64.5%

1095.00 45.7% 2.4% 0.3% 113% | 40.3% 62.2%

1190.00 38.4% 3.2% 0.4% 101% | 47.9% 66.6%

LosAngeles 1191.00 52.5% 34% 1.0% 6.0% 37.2% 66.7%
1210.00 76.8% 4.2% 0.6% 13.4% 5.0% 15.5%

1211.00 60.8% 2.2% 0.5% 115% | 24.9% 39.8%

1212.00 66.4% 1.4% 1.0% 7.1% 24.1% 42.5%

1219.00 88.8% 0.4% 0.6% 5.6% 4.5% 17.9%

1221.00 76.8% 35% 0.7% 9.0% 10.0% 24.2%

1222.00 76.4% 3.0% 0.7% 8.6% 11.3% 27.7%

1882.00 73.0% 2.8% 0.5% 5.7% 18.1% 46.1%

Notes: * Percentages do not add up to 100% because the "Hispanic" category overlaps with other categories.
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, 1990.
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Figure 3-1: Affected Census Tracts
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3-9.2 Median Household Income

The median household income in the study area in 1990 was $34,865. This is dightly
higher than midway in the range of median household incomes of the corridor cities. The
affected census tracts within the city of Los Angeles had the highest median income at
$36,447 while Glendale had the lowest median income at $28,527. Compared with Los
Angeles County with a median income of $34,965, the study area has about the same
median household income. Table 3-4 shows the median household income for the
various geographical units examined.

3-9.3 Poverty Level

The percentage of the population below the poverty level* varies considerably among the
census tracts in the study area along the 1-5 corridor. Twelve and a half percent (12.5%)
of the population in the study area as a whole was below the poverty level in 1990.
Within the study area census tract cities, Burbank has the lowest number of people below
the poverty level at 10.87%, while Glendale has the most people below the poverty level
at 16.18%. The tracts in Los Angeles had 12.53% of the population below the poverty
level. The County of Los Angeles had 14.8% of its population below the poverty level
overal. Table 3-4 shows poverty data for the various geographic units examined.

3-9.4 Disabled

The percentage of disabled persons? in the various geographical units studied is about the
same. In the study area as awhole, the rate of disabled personsis 5.99%. Thisis dightly
higher than the rate of disabled persons for the County of Los Angeles, which is 4.92%.
In the study area cities the highest percentage of disabled persons occurs in Burbank at
8.19% and the lowest occurs in Los Angeles at 5.3%. Table 3-4 shows the percentage of
disabled persons for the various geographic units examined.

1 The Office of Management and Budget prescribes the poverty thresholds used by the Census Bureau. The
thresholds are revised annually to account for changes in the cost of living as reflected in the Consumer Price
Index. They are not adjusted for regional variations in the cost of living. The poverty threshold varies by
household size. In 1989, it ranged from $6,310 for a single-person household to $25,480 for a family with 9
or more persons. The poverty level for afamily of four in 1989 was $12,674.

2 Disabled persons includes those with mobility limitations, self-care limitations and both mobitily and self-
care limitations.
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Table 3-4: Study Corridor Demographic Variables

Median Below
Jurisdiction Census Tract Population Household Povert Disabled
Income® Level

3104.00 3235 $35,679 6.37% 14.53%

Burbank 3106.00 7602 $32,241 9.00% 7.14%
3107.00 11691 $30,525 13.04% 6.39%
3118.00 6711 $29,962 15.07% 4.69%
City Total* 29239 $32,102 10.87% 8.19%
3016.01 6633 $27,234 17.31% 7.04%

Glendae
3016.02 4034 $29,819 15.05% 6.49%
City Total* 10667 $28,527 16.18% 6.77%
1021.02 6452 $50,569 6.64% 5.02%
1044.02 4847 $33,718 14.68% 1.88%
1045.00 4474 $34,038 18.86% 5.99%
1048.00 9562 $32,173 17.65% 3.17%
1094.00 4037 $37,137 11.78% 4.26%
1095.00 2734 $33,969 8.40% 6.84%
1190.00 5199 $41,005 9.99% 5.21%

LosAngeles 1191.00 4644 $37,639 8.96% 5.10%
1210.00 7075 $37,664 9.72% 5.89%
1211.00 4018 $40,437 10.00% 4.65%
1212.00 7449 $32,172 13.56% 8.05%
1219.00 3824 $32,111 15.47% 6.62%
1221.00 7621 $34,907 14.53% 4.86%
1222.00 5405 $29,197 21.14% 5.77%
1882.00 5611 $39,970 6.50% 6.24%
City Total* 82952 $36,447 12.53% 5.30%

* The Census Bureau determines poverty level based on 1989 income below the appropriate poverty threshold.
2 Disabled includes persons with both mobility and self-care limitations.

3 Median income for the City Total isthe average of all the median incomes in the study area censustracts.

4 Total percentages are calculated from total population numbers.

Notes:

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 1990.

3-9.5 Demographic Trends

The 1980 and 1990 census data for percentage below the poverty level and percentage of
white population was collected and used to discern any significant changes in the 1-5
Corridor's demographic composition over the last ten years. Table 3-5 illustrates the
percentage changes in poverty and ethnicity. All of the affected census tracts, with the
exception of three in Los Angeles, experienced an increase in percentage living below the
poverty level. The three tracts that experienced a drop in the number of people living
below the poverty level were al in the community of Pacoima, near the northern
terminus of the project. All of the tracts in Burbank and Glendale experienced an ethnic
shift, with percentage of white population dropping as much as 69.4%. In the city of Los
Angeles, four affected census tracts in the study area experienced an increase in the
percentage white population. In the last ten years, the general trend in the I1-5 Corridor is
an increasing minority population and reduced incomes.
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Table 3-5: Study Corridor Demographic Trends

Jurisdiction Census Tract Below Poverty (% White (% Change)
Change)

3104.00 4.6% -16.1%

Burbank 3106.00 2.5% -69.4%
3107.00 2.8% -59.8%
3118.00 3.3% -47.2%

Glendale 3016.01 6.9% -21.0%
1021.02 2.1% -30.8%
1044.02 -1.0% -8.8%
1045.00 -2.6% 8.4%
1048.00 8.6% -4.6%
1094.00 5.5% -30.7%
1095.00 -9.7% -0.2%

LosAngeles 1191.00 13% 5.2%
1211.00 1.4% -13.5%
1212.00 7.1% 1.6%
1219.00 5.9% 13.1%
1221.00 4.9% 9.3%
1882.00 3.7% 7.5%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 1980 & 1990.

3-10 Housing

Housing in the project study areais a mix of single and multi-family residences, with the
majority of units being Single Family Residences (SFR). The housing stock in Glendale
is newer than it is in Burbank and the portion of the project that falls in the City of Los
Angeles. The housing stock within the project area and the vacancy rate remain stable.

3-11 Economics
3-11.1 Regional Business Activity

The entire project area is within the region of the SCAG. The region as a whole is
comprised of six counties including Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San
Bernardino and Ventura Counties. Regionally, there is no dominant business activity
since the aerospace industry suffered losses during the 1991-93 recession. Other
industries are becoming increasingly important, including high tech manufacturing,
biomedical research and manufacturing, computer services, entertainment, apparel and
international trade. The regiona economy is very diversified and therefore is expected to
be less sensitive to future disruptions affecting any single sector.
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3-11.2 Business Activitiesin the Project Area

The business activity in the projects study area is very similar to the regiona business
activity, with a few exceptions. The project areas proximity to transportation facilities
(airport, railroad and interstate) has increased the amount of service type industry such as
shipping. The amount of entertainment industry activity is aso dightly higher in the
project area than in the region as awhole.

3-12 Community Facilities And Services

Public services aong the projects corridor include the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena
Airport, Whiteman Airport, Southern California Regional Railroad Association
(SCRRA), Pacoima Junior High School, Sharp Avenue School, Woodbury University,
Washington School, The Bethany Korean Community Church and the Iglasia Adventista
Del Septimo Dia. The Burbank Metrolink Station is located off the southbound Verdugo
Avenue off-ramp in the city of Burbank. This Metrolink Station is also the location of
the only Park and Ride facility in the project area.

3-13 Circulation

Congestion Management Program: The Congestion Management Program (CMP) is a
state-mandated program that addresses regional traffic congestion by linking
transportation, land use, and air quality decisions. It aso sets county standards for traffic
modeling, defining levels of service (LOS), and traffic data collection. Compliance with
the requirements of the CMP became effective in June 1990 with the passage of
Proposition 111, which provided for a 9-cent increase in the gasoline tax to pay for
programs under the CMP. Each county transportation agency (e.g., MTA in Los Angeles
County) must adopt its own CMP and annually monitor the performance of local
jurisdictions in complying with its implementation requirements. Compliance with the
CMP is required for local jurisdictions to receive funding under Proposition 111.
Because the I-5 Corridor travels through Los Angeles County, compliance with the Los
Angeles County CMP (1999; first adopted in 1992, revised in 1993, and updated
biennially) is required. SCAG provides regional oversight by reviewing the CMPs that
fal within its jurisdiction. It is responsible for determining whether the CMP is
consistent with its Regional Mobility Element (RME). The CMP, by statute, has five
elements:

? Level of Service (LOS) standards for highway segments and key roadway
intersections.

? Trangt standards for frequency and routing of transit service coordination among
trangit operators.

? A trip reduction and travel demand management program, promoting aternative
travel modes during peak periods.

? A program to anayze the impacts of local land use decisions on the regional
transportation system.

? A seven-year capital improvement program that supports the CMP circulation system.
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Regional Transportation Plan: The 1998 Regiona Transportation Plan (RTP) is a
policy and planning statement on transportation issues and goals in the SCAG region. It
is comprised of a set of long-range policies, plans, and programs intended to ensure that
the regional transportation system is compatible with federal and state mobility
objectives. The goa of the RTP itsdlf is to provide coordination and programming of
transportation improvements in the SCAG region. The RTP was developed according to
requirements outlined in the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
and the Transportation Equity Act of 1998. SCAG is mandated with preparing and
updating the RTP. Furthermore, actions by loca transportation agencies must be
consistent with the RTP in order for the agencies to receive federa and state funding. By
law, transportation projects must be included in the RTP to be dligible for funding.

The 1998 RTP is a performance-based plan aimed at providing a long-range, coordinated
approach to transportation improvements in the six-county SCAG region from 1998
through 2020. The RTP is revised every three years to update policy direction based on
changing transportation infrastructure and financial, technological, and environmental
conditions. The RTP identifies specific performance measures necessary to meet
mobility, air quality, and other regional goals. The RTP is intended to provide the
framework within which transportation improvement projects can be pursued to meet
regional mobility goals and demonstrate air quality conformity under a financialy
constrained environment. The RTP describes afinancially constrained series of proposed
transportation policies, programs, and projects.

The RTP is based on the 20-year local plan of each county transportation agency. This
plan identifies proposed transportation projects for which funding can be expected
through 2020. The I-5 HOV project is included in the 1998 RTP and the 1998/99-
2004/05 Regiona Transportation Improvement Program.

[-5 currently experiences serious congestion (LOS of FO) while carrying substantial
traffic volumes through the study area during peak hours. Due to continuous
development along this corridor, long-range projections predict an increased amount of
trips. Travel demands and urban growth projections indicate that if no improvements are
made, unacceptable levels of service (F1) will extend for longer periods of time, over
larger sections during peak travel periods.

3-14 Cultural Resources

Because most of the work would be conducted within the existing right-of-way, a
minimal Area of Potential Effect (APE) was established around the existing facility and
associated frontage roads in most areas for purposes of identifying historic and
archeological resources. At the I1-5/SR-170 Interchange, on the southbound side of 1-5
south of Burbank Boulevard and on the northbound side at the Providencia Avenue
overhead, the APE was enlarged to account for additional needed right-of-way. Because
the corridor is a highly industrial, post-1950's urban landscape in most locations, only
minimal APE boundaries were set for audible, visual, and atmospheric effects.

The historical/archaeological setting was researched through a number of lists, sources,
and field surveys. None of the buildings were determined to be sensitive cultural
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resources as they are al less than 50 years of age. The FHWA has concurred with the
Negative Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) and it is currently under review by the
State Office of Historical Preservation (SHPO). A letter of concurrence from the SHPO
will be located in Appendix | in the Final Environmental Document. In addition, no
historic areas or districts were found to be located within the APE.

An Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) determined that no archaeologica sites are
known to exist within, or adjacent to, the project area.

3-15 Visual

The 1-5 HOV projects areas are in the eastern side of the flat San Fernando Valey.
Development radiates out from the freeway with few demarcations of city boundaries.
Adjacent development is dense but land use patterns are suburban, including low-rise
single family residential, strip commercial, and business parks. According to the Visual
Impact Assessment, there are no scenic vistas from the freeway or adjacent uses. This
portion of the freeway was constructed in the 1960s and has a well-worn appearance due
to its age and heavy use. Traffic on I-5 is continual, often congested, and includes large
numbers of commuters and freight trucks.

The freeway is bordered by a mix of commercial and industrial uses and by single-family
residential neighborhoods in others. These neighborhoods are less visible from the
freeway than the businesses due to adjacent soundwalls and landscaping. Commercial
uses, however, bordering the freeway are visible from the freeway.
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4. ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

The attached Environmental Significance Checklist (see pages 30-32) was used to focus
on the environmental impacts most likely to occur with project implementation. A “no”
answer in the first column of the checklist documents a 'no effect’ determination. A “yes’
answer in the first column of the checklist documents the potential for effect. An asterisk
(*) is shown on the checklist where a narrative discussion is provided to further clarify
the determination of “no significant effect”. The analysis performed in connection with
this Environmental Assessment (EA) indicates that after mitigation the proposed
improvements to I-5 would not have a significant effect on any aspect of the human or
physical environment, as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Technical studies were done to determine the types and degrees of impacts associated
with the proposed project. These studies are listed in Appendix A and are available for
review at the Caltrans District 7 Office of Environmental Planning at 120 South Spring
Street, Los Angeles, California 90012. These documents are incorporated by reference
into this Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA).
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ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE CHECKLIST

IF YES,
ISIT
YESOR NO [ SIGNIFICANT
PHYSICAL - Will the proposal (either directly or indirectly):
1 Appreciable changesthetopography or ground surface relief features? NO *
2. Destroy, cover, or modify any unique geologic or physical features? NO
3. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource or locally
important mineral resourcerecovery site, that would be of value to the NO
region and theresidents of the state?
4, Result in unstable earth surfaces or increase the exposur e of people or NO
property to geologic or seismic hazards?
5. Result in or be affected by soil erosion or siltation (whether by water or NO
wind)?
6. Result in theincreased use of fuel or energy in large amountsor in a NO
wasteful manner?
7. Result in an increase in therate of use of any natural resour ce? NO
8. Result in the substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resour ce? NO
9. Violate any published federal, state or local standards pertainingto NO .
hazardous waste, solid waste or liter controls?
10. Modify the channel of ariver or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, NO .
inlet or lake?
11.  |Encroach upon afloodplain or result in or be affected by floodwaters or NO
tidal waves?
12.  |Adversely affect the quantity or quality of surface water, groundwater, or NO .
public water supply?
13.  |Result in the use of water in large amount or in a wasteful manner? NO
14. | Affect wetlands or riparian vegetation? NO *
15. |Violate or beinconsistent with federal, state or local water quality NO
standards?
16. |Result in changesin air movement, moisture or temperature, or any climatic NO
conditions?
17.  |Resultinanincreasein air pollutant emissions, adver se effects on or NO .
deterioration of ambient air quality?
18.  |Result in the creation of objectionable odors? NO
19. |Violateor beinconsistent with any federal, state or local air standards or NO .
control plans?
20.  |Result in an increasein noise levels or vibration for adjoining areas? YES NO*
21.  |Resultin any federal, state or local noise criteria being equaled or exceeded? YES NO*
22. Produce new light, glare or shadows? NO
I-5 HOV Lane Improvement Initial Study/Environmental Assessment 31




ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE CHECKLIST

IF YES,
ISIT
YESOR NO [ SIGNIFICANT
BIOLOGICAL - Will the proposal (either directly or indirectly):
23. |Changein thediversity of species or number of any species of plants NO .
(including trees, shrubs, grass, microflora and aquatic plants)?
24.  |Reduction in the numbers of or encroachment upon the critical habitat of NO .
any unique, threatened or endangered species of plants?
25. Introduction of new species of plantsinto an area, or result in abarrier to NO .
the normal replenishment of existing species?
26. |Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop or commercial timber stand, NO
or affect prime, unique or other farmland of state or local importance?
27. Removal or deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat? NO *
28. |Changein thediversity of speciesor number of speciesof animals (birds,
land animalsincluding reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic or ganisms, insects NO *
or microfauna)?
29.  |Reduction in the numbers of or encroachment upon the critical habitat of NO .
any unique, threatened or endanger ed species of animals?
30. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan, natural community NO
conservation plan or other approved local, regional or state habitat plan?
31 Introduction of new species of animalsinto an area, or result in abarrier to NO
the migration or movement of animals?
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC - Will the proposal (either directly or indirectly):
32.  |cause disruption of orderly planned development? NO
33. Beinconsistent with any elements of adopted community plans, policies or NO
goals, or the California Urban Strategy?
34.  |Beinconsistent with a Coastal Zone Management Plan? NO
35. |Affect thelocation, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human NO
population of an area?
36.  |Affect lifestyles, or neighborhood character or stability? NO
37. |Affect minority, elderly, handicapped, transit-dependent, or other specific NO .
interest groups?
38.  |Divideor disrupt an established community? NO *
39. |Affect existing housing, requiretheacquisition of residential improvements YES “NO
or the displacement of people or create a demand for additional housing?
40. [Affect employment, industry or commerce, or require the displacement of YES “NO
businesses or farms?
41.  |Affect property valuesor thelocal tax base? NO
42. |Affect any community facilities (including medical, educational, scientific, NO
recreational, or religiousinstitutions, ceremonial sitesor sacred shrines)?
43.  |Affect public utilities, or police, fire, emergency or other public services? NO
44. |Have substantial impact on existing transportation systems or alter present
: . YES *NO
patternsor circulation or movement of people and or goods?
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ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCE CHECKLIST

YESOR NO

IF YES,
ISIT
SIGNIFICANT

45.

Gener ate additional traffic?

NO

*

46.

Affect or be affected by existing parking facilities or result in demand for
new parking?

NO

47.

Expose people or structuresto a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including wher e wildlands ar e adjacent to
urbanized areas or whereresidences are inter mixed with wildlands?

NO

48.

Involve a substantial risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous
substances in the event of an accident or otherwise affect overall public
safety?

NO

49.

Result in alterationsto waterborne, rail or air traffic?

NO

50.

Support large commercial or residential development?

NO

51.

Affect a significant archaeological or historic site, structure, object, or
building?

NO

52.

Affect wild or scenicriversor natural landmarks?

NO

53.

Affect any scenic resources or result in the obstruction of any scenic vista or
view open to the public, or creation of an aesthetically offensive site open to
public view?

NO

54.

Result in substantial impacts associated with construction activities (e.g.,
noise, dust, temporary drainage, traffic detours and temporary access, etc.)?

YES

*NO

55.

Result in the use of any publicly owned land from a park, recreation area, or
wildlife and wildfowl refuge?

NO

MAN

DATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

56.

Doesthe 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 therange of arareor endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major period of California history or
prehistory?

NO

57.

Doesthe project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the
disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-term impact on
the environment isonethat occursin arelatively brief, definitive period of
time while long-term impacts will endure well into the future.)

NO

58.

Doesthe project have environmental effects, which areindividually limited,
but cumulatively considerable? Cumulatively consider able meansthat the
incremental effects of an individual project are consider able when viewed in
connection with other projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects. It includesthe effects of other projects,
which interact with this project and, together, are considerable.

NO

59.

Doesthis project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial
adver se effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

NO
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5. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

51 PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT (Questions 2-8, 11, 13, 15, 16, 18, 22)

These projects will neither directly nor indirectly: Modify any unique geological features;
Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource; Result in unstable earth
surfaces or increase the exposure of people or property to seismic hazards; Result in or be
affected by soil erosion or sitation; Result in the increased use of fuel or energy in large
amounts or in a wasteful manner; Result in an increase in the rate of use of any natural
resource; Result in the substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resource; Encroach
upon a floodplain or result in or be affected by floodwaters or tidal waves, Result in the
use of water in a large amount or in a wasteful manner; Violate or be inconsistent with
federal, state or loca water quaity standards; Result in changes in air movement,
moisture or temperature, or any climatic conditions, Result in the creation of
objectionable odors; Produce new light, glare or shadows.

52 TOPOGRAPHY (Question 1)

The Route 134 to 170 project proposes outside widening of the freeway on the
northbound shoulder between Providencia Avenue and Verdugo Avenue to provide
adequate stopping distance for a design speed of 105 km/h (65.2 mph). Between Buena
Vista Street and Hollywood Way the freeway will be widened on both sides to provide
for a CHP enforcement area. The Route 170 to 118 project proposes outside widening on
the northbound side of the freeway from 100 meters (328 ft) north of the Sheldon Street
overcrossing to the northern terminus project. The sections of the freeway that are
elevated and outside widening is proposed, retaining walls must be constructed to
maintain the minimum 2:1 side slope.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required; standard-engineering practices
will be used.

5-3 HAZARDOUS AND SOLID WASTE (Question 9)

These projects are within the area of the San Fernando Valley groundwater plume. If any
dewatering needs to occur in this area, contaminated water will be encountered.

All residential properties needed for the project are clear of hazardous waste
contamination, however building materials may contain asbestos and lead paint.

There are several commercial and light manufacturing businesses that may be acquired.
Some of them are using hazardous materias; therefore they have the potential for
hazardous waste contamination.

According to an Initia Site Assessment of the project area conducted by Geocon dated
January 3, 1995, unpaved areas within six (6) meters (19.7 ft) of the edge of travel way
are contaminated with aerial deposited |ead.
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During construction, solid wastes generated may be classified as decomposable material |
that must be removed from the construction area or non-decomposable material that may

remain within embankment areas. Decomposable material can include vegetation from

clearing and grubbing operations and scrape lumber. Non-decomposable material can

include broken asphalt pavements, concrete, brick and rock.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: Once the selected aternative has been identified,
site-specific recommendations will be developed (for properties subject to acquisition)
for additional data collection and Phase Il sampling. In addition, because there are
properties that are not subject to acquisition, but are also potential contamination sources
that could affect the project, it is possible that some level of Phase Il site investigation
work (i.e., soil and groundwater sampling) will be required within the project's right-of-
way limits to evaluate potential impacts to the project from these off-site sources.
However, it is recommended that the project be better defined prior to conducting
intrusive investigations in order to maximize cost effectiveness.

All hazardous or solid wastes and debris encountered or generated during construction
will be properly disposed in accordance with al federal, state, and local laws and
regulations. Site remediation and waste disposal will be done in conformance with all
state and federal regulations.

Project construction will be conducted with a contingency plan in place in the event that
unidentified underground storage tanks, hazardous materials, contaminated water,
petroleum products, or hazardous or solid wastes are unexpectedly encountered during
construction. This contingency plan will address underground storage tank
decommissioning, field screening and materials testing methods, mitigation and
contamination requirements, and health and safety requirements for construction workers.

In addition, all structures that would be demolished as part of construction will undergo
an evaluation for the presence of asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paint prior
to demoalition. The exact number and location of acquisitions will be identified during
the project's final design stage.

Decomposable solid waste materials generated during construction will be placed in
dumpsites that the contractor is obligated by contract specification to provide. All
dumpsites must be approved prior to construction

Because of the regional groundwater condition, it may be appropriate to perform some
level of systematic groundwater sampling within the project area where groundwater will
be encountered during construction. Such sampling could be performed in conjunction
with other Phase Il efforts recommended within the project area due to possible
contamination from identified off-site sources.

Any wells encountered will need to be researched through the California Department of
Oil and Gas to determine if they were abandoned properly. If not, the wells will need to
be re-abandoned according to the State of California codes and regulations.
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A further site investigation was performed by a consultant (GEOCON) to determine a
cost estimate to clean-up lead contamination on the southern section, between Routes 134
and 170, of the proposed project. The results of this site investigation indicate that it will
cost $1.6 million, in 1995 dollars, to remediate the lead contamination within the limits of
this project. A Phase Il lead investigation should be conducted to determine whether
specia provisions would be required during construction for the identification, handling,
and disposal of lead-contaminated soils. There is a variance in place, which alows the
reuse of soilsthat are contaminated with aerial deposited lead.

54 WETLANDS & WATER QUALITY (Questions 10, 12 & 14)

The gap between the northbound and southbound traffic lanes over the L.A. River will be
closed (decked over) to provide room for the HOV lanes. At thislocation, the L.A. River
has a rocky bottom and perennia, channel-wide water flow. There is some build-up of
sediment and ruderal vegetative growth immediately upstream and downstream of the
site, but this should not be impacted. Equipment and personnel will have to enter the
riverbed to construct falsework for this closure.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: The construction of falsework in the channel
would not be subject to Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), provided that al vehicles
entering the channel have rubber tires. Only if vehicles with tracks are used, will an
ACOE 404 (and Regiona Water Quality Control Board 401) permit be required.

A 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement will be required from the Cdifornia
Department of Fish and Game due to the presence of ruderal vegetation. This permit will
probably restrict work in the channel to the "dry" season (March 15 to October 15). It
may also require water diversion around the construction area and measures to reduce
impacts to bats and/or swallows, if they are present.

Because this is a flood control channel, a permit will also be required from the Los
Angeles County Flood Control District. This permit, which should be obtained by the
Project Manager, may further restrict when work will be alowed in the channel.

As mentioned above, there are several drainages that cross I-5 within the project limits.
There are aso several existing drainage inlets that will be removed. Construction in the
vicinity of these drainages and drainage inlets has the potential to adversely affect water
quality. All appropriate Caltrans Best Management Practices (BMPs) should be adhered
to so that state and federal water quality standards are maintained. This would include,
but not be limited to, the use of debris catchment devices, silt fences and sediment traps.

55 AIRPOLLUTANTS (Questions17 & 19)

A quantitative analysis was completed for both the Build and No Action Alternatives.
This analysis showed a slight decrease in the CO concentrations for the build aternatives
over the No Action Alternative. Adding the HOV lane improves the traffic flow, reduces
traffic delays, relieves congestion, which results in reduced carbon monoxide emissions.
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The project does not lead to an increase in emissions due to the improvement in traffic
flow.

In order to estimate CO concentrations two types of models were run: the Emission
Factor Model and a Microscale Dispersion Model. The emission factors were calculated
by the latest version of EMFAC, CT-EMFACY7 F1.1 and the one-hour CO concentrations
were calculated using the CALINE4 microscale dispersion model.

The analysis results for the 1 and 8 hour worst case CO concentrations for the future
years 2005 and 2020 are shown in Tables 5-1 through 5-4. The U.S. EPA Region 9 has
approved the CO protocol methods as an appropriate analysis used to generate the
forecasted concentrations. None of the build alternatives will increase ambient CO
levels. This project will not produce any new air quality violations. At present and in the
years to come the air quality standards for CO will not be exceeded because of this
project.

The PM-10 Air Quality Summaries for years 1994 through 1999 published by the Air
Resources Board, South Coast AQMD for Burbank-W Palm Avenue Monitoring Station
showed no monitored violations occurring at or near the project location. This
monitoring station is the closest to the project. There is no reason to believe that this
project will contribute in a hot spot fashion to any known violations. Regional
conformity already accounts for PM-10 emissions from regional VMT. This project is
included in the Approved RTP and TIP, therefore PM-10 issues have aready been
accounted for.

Conformity Statement

FHWA and FTA made a conformity determination on the SCAG 1998 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) on June 9, 1998 and the SCAG 1998/2005 Regional
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) on July 31, 1998.

Both the proposed 1-5 HOV Lane Improvement Projects are not significantly different
than the projects identified in the 1998/99-2004/05 RTIP

Neither of the proposed 1-5 HOV Lane Improvement Projects will create any new CO
violations and will decrease the frequency and severity of any existing CO violations.

Therefore, it is determined that both the proposed I-5 HOV Lane Improvement Projects
are in conformance with the CAAAs of 1990.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None Required
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Table5-1: Year 2005 1-hour CO Concentrations (Parts-per-Million)

No Build Build
Receptor Ambient? Roadway Roadway
Contribution* | 19 Contribution® Total
Route 134 to Western 8 1.2 9.2 11 9.1
Western to Alameda 8 13 9.3 1.2 9.2
Alamedato Verdugo 8 12 9.2 11 9.1
Verdugo to Burbank 8 12 9.2 11 9.1
Burbank to San Fernando 8 0.9 8.9 0.9 8.9
San Fernando to Buena Vista 8 0.8 8.8 0.7 8.7
BuenaVistato Hollywood Way 8 0.8 8.8 0.8 8.8
Hollywood Way to Roscoe Bl 8 0.9 8.9 0.9 8.9
Roscoe Bl to Sunland Ave 8 0.8 8.8 0.8 8.8
Sunland Aveto Penrose 8 0.9 8.9 0.9 8.9
Penrose to Tuxford 8 0.8 8.8 0.7 8.7
Tuxford to Lankershim 8 0.7 8.7 0.7 8.7
Lankershim to Sheldon 8 11 9.1 11 9.1
Sheldon to Route 170 8 0.7 8.7 0.7 8.7
Route 170 to Branford 8 19 9.9 16 9.6
Branford to Osborne 8 2.7 10.7 25 105
Osborneto Terrabella 8 13 9.3 13 9.3
Terrabellato Van Nuys 8 15 9.5 15 9.5
Van Nuysto Route 118 8 15 9.5 14 9.4

1. Receptorsarelocated at the right-of-way line
2. Year 1998's Annua High at Burbank Air Quality Monitoring Station
Source: Caltrans, Physical Environment Report, October 1999
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Table 5-2: Year 2020 1-hour CO Concentrations (Parts-per-Million)

No Build Build
Receptor Ambient? Roadway Roadway

Contribution* | 19 Contribution® Total
Route 134 to Western 8 1.7 9.7 13 9.3
Western to Alameda 8 1.8 9.8 14 9.4
Alamedato Verdugo 8 1.7 9.7 1.3 9.3
Verdugo to Burbank 8 1.8 9.8 14 9.4
Burbank to San Fernando 8 1.2 9.2 0.9 8.9
San Fernando to Buena Vista 8 0.9 8.9 0.8 8.8
BuenaVistato Hollywood Way 8 1.0 9.0 0.8 8.8
Hollywood Way to Roscoe Bl 8 1.2 9.2 1.0 9.0
Roscoe Bl to Sunland Ave 8 1.0 9.0 0.8 8.8
Sunland Aveto Penrose 8 1.0 9.0 0.9 8.9
Penrose to Tuxford 8 0.9 8.9 0.7 8.7
Tuxford to Lankershim 8 0.8 8.8 0.7 8.7
Lankershim to Sheldon 8 13 9.3 11 9.1
Sheldon to Route 170 8 0.6 8.6 0.6 8.6
Route 170 to Branford 8 31 111 23 10.3
Branford to Osborne 8 4.1 121 3.4 114
Osborneto Terrabella 8 1.8 9.8 15 9.5
Terrabellato Van Nuys 8 2.0 10.0 1.8 9.8
Van Nuysto Route 118 8 2.0 10.0 1.7 9.7

1. Receptorsarelocated at the right-of-way line
2. Year 1998's Annua High at Burbank Air Quality Monitoring Station
Source: Caltrans, Physical Environment Report, October 1999
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Table 5-3: Year 2005 8-hour CO Concentrations (Parts-per-Million)

, No Build Build
e | et e [T | et | 1o
Route 134 to Western 6.0 0.8 6.8 0.8 6.8
Western to Alameda 6.0 0.9 6.9 0.8 6.8
Alamedato Verdugo 6.0 0.8 6.8 0.8 6.8
Verdugo to Burbank 6.0 0.8 6.8 0.8 6.8
Burbank to San Fernando 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.6 6.6
San Fernando to Buena Vista 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.5 6.5
BuenaVistato Hollywood Way 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.6 6.6
Hollywood Way to Roscoe Bl 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.6 6.6
Roscoe Bl to Sunland Ave 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.6 6.6
Sunland Aveto Penrose 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.6 6.6
Penrose to Tuxford 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.5 6.5
Tuxford to Lankershim 6.0 0.5 6.5 0.5 6.5
Lankershim to Sheldon 6.0 0.8 6.8 0.8 6.8
Sheldon to Route 170 6.0 0.5 6.5 0.5 6.5
Route 170 to Branford 6.0 13 7.3 11 7.1
Branford to Osborne 6.0 1.9 7.9 1.8 7.8
Osborneto Terrabella 6.0 0.9 6.9 0.9 6.9
Terrabellato Van Nuys 6.0 11 7.1 11 7.1
Van Nuysto Route 118 6.0 11 7.1 1.0 7.0

1. Receptorsarelocated at the right-of-way line
2. Year 1998's Annua High at Burbank Air Quality Monitoring Station
Source: Caltrans, Physical Environment Report, October 1999
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Table 5-4: Year 2020 8-hour CO Concentrations (Parts-per-Million)

, No Build Build
e | et e [T | et | 1o
Route 134 to Western 6.0 1.2 7.2 0.9 6.9
Western to Alameda 6.0 13 7.3 1.0 7.0
Alamedato Verdugo 6.0 12 7.2 0.9 6.9
Verdugo to Burbank 6.0 13 7.3 1.0 7.0
Burbank to San Fernando 6.0 0.8 6.8 0.6 6.6
San Fernando to Buena Vista 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.6 6.6
BuenaVistato Hollywood Way 6.0 0.7 6.7 0.6 6.6
Hollywood Way to Roscoe Bl 6.0 0.8 6.8 0.7 6.7
Roscoe Bl to Sunland Ave 6.0 0.7 6.7 0.6 6.6
Sunland Aveto Penrose 6.0 0.7 6.7 0.6 6.6
Penrose to Tuxford 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.5 6.5
Tuxford to Lankershim 6.0 0.6 6.6 0.5 6.5
Lankershim to Sheldon 6.0 0.9 6.9 0.8 6.8
Sheldon to Route 170 6.0 0.4 6.4 0.4 6.4
Route 170 to Branford 6.0 2.2 8.2 1.6 7.6
Branford to Osborne 6.0 29 8.9 24 8.4
Osborneto Terrabella 6.0 13 6.3 11 7.1
Terrabellato Van Nuys 6.0 14 7.4 13 7.3
Van Nuysto Route 118 6.0 14 7.4 1.2 7.2

1. Receptorsarelocated at the right-of-way line
2. Year 1998's Annua High at Burbank Air Quality Monitoring Station
Source: Caltrans, Physical Environment Report, October 1999
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56 NOISE LEVELS (Questions 20 & 21)

Noise impacts are determined by comparing noise levels for existing conditions with
future predicted noise levels for the project. The key to this analysis is the predicted
future year data. The traffic data used for this analysis was derived from studies supplied
by Caltrans Los Angeles Regiona Transportation Study (LARTS) branch. It should be
noted that peak hour traffic on portions of 1-5 show reduced speeds. Therefore, the peak
hour noise occurs when traffic flows at Level of Service (LOS) C. This corresponds to
approximately 1500 vehicles per lane per hour (V/L/H) travelling at sixty (60) miles per
hour (MPH). Historically, this has been shown to be the worst case noise condition.

A representative receptor analysis was done using the worst case traffic volumes for each
scenario and computing the noise levels at the specific receptor locations, including the
effects of any existing barriers that may affect these levels.

These analyses showed that a number of existing residential, and other noise sensitive
land uses, currently exceed the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) criterion of 67
decibels (dBA). Future noise levels along the project corridor were established (during
the peak noise hour using the Leg(h) index) by using the future traffic volumes and
roadway geometrics. These results indicate that future noise levels in severa areas along
the proposed project corridor are anticipated to exceed the FHWA noise criterion. Tables
5-5 to 5-9 show current and future predicted traffic noise levels as well as recommended
wall heights and locations. However, no substantial increase in noise levels is expected
as a result of implementing any of the "Build" aternatives for this project. The Noise
Investigations Section investigated and identified all commercial land use activities for
noise impact, including activity categories C and D respectively for developed lands
(commercial areas) and for undeveloped lands (Table 3-2, page 18). There are three sites
for the entire project area with outside human activity in category C impacted by freeway
noise. However, these sites do not approach or exceed the State and Federal criteria for
noise abatement.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: Severa sections of the study area currently have
noise barriers installed. Additional noise barriers will be built as noise level abatement
only in areas that have been found to be reasonable and feasible using established criteria
Noise barriers may be constructed as a part of the proposed HOV projects at the locations
along I-5 asillustrated in Figures 5-1 to 5-5.

For the Route 170 and I-5 interchange, two alternatives were analyzed for traffic noise
attenuation. Alternative 1 provides soundwalls along the northbound 1-5 right-of-way
and on the northbound Route 170 to northbound I-5 connector. This aternative was
deemed not feasible because the required soundwall exceeds Caltrans maximum
soundwall height of 16 feet. Noise Abatement alternative 2 provides a 12-foot (3.66
meters) soundwall along the private-owner property line. It was determined that this
soundwall location is the most effective in reducing traffic noise. This option will require
right-of-way mitigation in order to provide soundwall construction on private property.
Refer to SN101 on Table 5-8 and Figure 5-4.
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Table 5-5: Noise Analysis Summary - 1-5 from Route 118 to Route 170

Table 5-5: Noise Analysis Summary - I-5 From Route 118 to Route 170
— Predicted Nolse Levels for the Year 2024
Barrier Height Alternatives *
Exist | Exist. | No
Site No. | Dir. Limits ™ Begin/End Wall Stations | Ref. | Wall |\ .ol wan | wai | 2.44m | 3.08m | 3.66m [ 4.27m | 488m
(METRIC) Elev. |Location Level | Height| dBA

5599 | S/B |Kingsbury St to /0 Minnehaha St soundwall not feasible ETW | ES | 65 86 | 65 | 65 | 64 | 63

S5100 | S/B [N/O Paxton Ave to SI0 Paxton Ave soundwall not feasible ETW ES 65 | 24m 86| 65 | 64 | 84 | NF
55101A | 5/B |s.r{) Paxton to NAO Filmore St soundwall not feasible ETW ES 68 2.4m 70 69 68 &7 MN/F
55101 | 5/B |H}U Filmore 5t to Mercer St soundwall not feasible ETW ES 7O 2.4m 72 71 T0 [:1:3 MN/F
§5102 | S/B [Mercer Stto N/O Van Nuys Bivd 622+00 Join / 620+25 ETW | ES | 68 70 | 69 | 67 | 66" | (65) |
55103 | 5/B |S/0 Van Nuys Blvd to Carl St 618+90 Jain / 617 +50 ETW ES 68 70 68" 66 (65] 65

55104 | 5/B |Cad 5t to S0 Pierca St soundwall not feasible ETW ES 68 3.3m 70 69 68 | MF
S5105 | S/B I1S/D Pierca St to Terra Bella St soundwall not feasible ETW ES 68 3.3m T 70 69 N/F
£5106 | S/B |Terra Bella 5t to N/O Goleta St soundwall not feasible ETW ES 67 3.0m 69 &8 &7 MIF
$5107 | 5/B |N/IO Goleta St to 5/0 Kagel Cny soundwall not feasible ETW ES 68 | 3.0m 0 69 | 68 | NF
55108 | 5/B |5/0 Kagel Cny to NIO Osborne 5t soundwall not feasible ETW ES B5 2.5m ET GE B5 54 NSF
55108 | S/B |S/D of Osborne St to Montage St soundwall not feasible ETW ES 66 | 3.0m 68 67 66 | NF
§5110 | S/B |Moniage St to Branford St soundwall not feasible ETW ES 66 | 3.0m 68 | 66 | B5 | NF
58111 | S/B |Branford St to 5/0 Branford St 583+10 f590+00 ETW ES 68 78 72 T0 69 (58)

$5112 | /8 |S/0 Branford St to S/0 Crowley St 590400 / 586490 EW | ES 68 78 | 73 | 71* | 69 | (68)

55113 | S/B |N.rD Tonopah St to 5/0 Tonopah St Mo existing soundwall 58 61 Soundwall not required
55114 | S/B |s/0 170 to Sheldon St No existing soundwall 62 6 Soundwall not required

{ 1 :Caltrans wall height recommendations
ES = Edge of Shoulder, R/W = Right of Way, ETW = Edge of Travelled Way
Caltrans minimum reguirements: 5dBA (Leq) noise reduction, 2.44m (8 wall height, achievemant of 67dBA (Leq) or less
and breaks line-of-sight to 3.50m (11.5) truck stacks,
* Lowest haight that breaks line-of sight to 3.5 m {11.5') truck stack and receptor.
** Al stations are considered plus or minus with reference to Pwy center line.
Future noise level behind exsting soundwall,

meiric converson
2.44m Bt
30sm 10OR
isem 12f
4.2Tm 14 R
4BBm 1BR
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Table 5-6: Noise Analysis Summary - 1-5 from Route 170 to Route 134

Retatining wall reguired

EX : soundwall exiension may be feasible & will be evaluated during PSSE
Future noise level behing existing soundwall

Table 5-6: Noise Analysis Summary - From Route 170 to Route 134
Pradicted Moise Levels for the Year 2024
Barrier Height Alternatives ®
|
Exist | Ext. Na |
Sito No. | Dir. Limits g ":E:;T;" S ;" 4 s w:tll.' Moise| Wall | Wall | 2.44m | 3.08m | 3.86m | 427m | 4.88m
( ) ev. | -ocalion] ) avel | Heigth | dBA ;
S55200A | 5/B [Sheldon ave to Laured cny soundwall med not feasible R RAN 65 | 3.05m G BS 63 B2
55200 | S/B |Laurel cny 10 Peoria st 575+00 / 569+00 EX R RAN 65 | 244m 67" G4 B3 161) 60
Soed1A | SB |Peoria st o Redbank st Low Noise Level R RN 63 | 3.05m G5 G4 63 61
55201 | S/B |Redbank st fo NAO Lankershim bivd Low Moize Level AW RAN 63 | 2.44m 65 83 &1 59 58
55202 | S/B |Lankershim bhed to NG Tuodord st 562+30 / 560+40 EX R RAN 65 | 3.05m 67" 66 64 (62)
SS203 | S/B |S/0D Nettlston st to NAD Sunland bivd 344+635 / 543+20 R RANV 71 i - 68 66 {Gd) 63
541+80 / 540+80 TCETW | TG/ETW] &8 70 LT =] B 163) G
55204 | S/B |Sunland bivd to Wheatland st 541420/ 537+40 Ew | rw | 68 70 |67 | 86 | 65 | (63) | &2
55205 | 5/B |Whaatland st to Roscoe blud 537+40 / 534420 Jain ETW RAW 65 Ei - &7 86 (B5) B4
85206 | SIB |S/D Roscoe blvd to NJO Lanark st Jsoundwall mod not feasibie ETW ES 68 | 3.05m 70 1] (ats] 67
$£207 | S/B [N/D Lanark st to S/0 Arminta 530+60 Jl::ir_l.l' 523+20 ETW RAN 69 | 244m | T3A 70 BY* 67 (B5) [:F]
55208 | S/B |S/0 Arminta to Hollywood way 523+40 /520+80 ETW R 6% | 244m | 7OA | 68 4 B3 {B1) &0
55209 | 5/B |Keswick ave lo Cohassel si 519400 / 513+00 ETW RAN 66 | 3.06m | 72A | €9 1] 67 (B5) 64
55210 | S/B |S/0 Flower st to MIO Alameda 461+00 | 458+00 ETW | ES-RW | &8 T0 67 66" 65 (B4} 63
55211 | S/B |S/0 Alameda to Linden ave 457+00 | 454+55 = ETW RN T 72 71 Gg" 68 (B6) | €3
55212 | S/B |Linden ave to Allen ave 454+55 / 452+80 ETW ES T2 T3 69 BT 66 (B5) 54
55213 | S/B |Allen ave to S0 Irving ave 452+80 7 451+00 ETW ES 71 T3 Fits 6% 87 55) 65
§5214 | S/B |S/0 Irving av to S/0 Thompson ave 451+00 | 449460 = ETW RAW 71 73 | 1" BY 68 | (&87) | B8
£5215 | S/B |S/0 Thompson ave to MO Western 440460 |/ 4484580 ETW RN 69 1 70 69 | 67 | (B5) | B4
55216 | S/B |5/0 Western to Winchester ave 447480 f 446475 Join ETW RAN 68 1] 67 65" G54 (B2} 61
85217 | S/B |Winchester ave to Sonora ave 446+75 | 443+00 ETW RM-ES)| €5 | 386m | 72A | BB 68 GE& (B4} 63
55218 | S/B |Sonora ave io Paula ave 443400 [ 433+10 ETW |ESRW)] 69 |366m| 73A| 70O | 68 | 67 | (65) | 65
55219 | S/B |Paula ave to L.A. River 429+10 Joirn/ 437+00 ETW ES 72 73 70 69 G7 {55} 65
{ } : Caltrans wall height recommendations A . Approximate dBA without existing wall
ES = Edge of Shoulder, RAW = Right of Way, ETW = Edge of Travelled \Way metric canversion
Calirans mimimum requirements; 5dBA (Leq) noise reduction, 2.44m (8') wall height, achievemant of 67dBA (Leq) or lass 244m AR
and breaks fine-of-sight to 3.50m (11.5" truck stacks, 3.05m 100
Actual location and height of soundwall to be determined during FS&E 366m 120
*  Lowest height that breaks line-of-sight between 3.50m (11.5) truck stack and receptor. 42ZTm 14
** Al stations are considered plus or minus with reference to Fwy center line. | 4.88m__ 1611 |
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Table 5-7: Noise Analysis Summary - 1-5 from Route 134 to Route 170

Table 5-7: Noise Analysis Summary - I-5 From Route 134 to Route 170
Pradicted Moise Levels for the Year 2024
Barrier Helght Alternatives *
Exist| Ext. | No
Site Mo. | Dir, Limits B ::;;::;I iy ;:: L::‘:L“ Noise| Wall | Wall | 2.48m | 3.05m | 3.66m|4.27m | 4.88m
2 Lewvel | Heigth | dEA
SN301 NEB |S/0 Sonora ave 438+00 [/ d43+35 ETW | RW-ES B5 366 | TIA 70 ] a7 (68) G
SM302 | NB soundwall mod not feasible ETW ES BT 4,27 63 68
SN303 | NB |N'o Burbank bivd to San Fernando rd soundwall mod not feasible ES 67 368 69 &7 65
SN304 | NB goundwall mod not feasible ES B5 366 Bac 65 B3
SN305 | NB soundwall mod not feasible ETW ES 69 366 M| 6a Lil:.
SHN20E | NB | soundwall mod not feasible ES 65 3.66 67 | 66 64
SN307 | NB |N'O San Fernanda rd to Buena Vista soundwall mod not feasible ES 366 67 85 B4
sN3os | NiB soundwall mod not feasible ES | 67 | 305 9 | 67 | 68 | 65
SN0 | NB 504415 J 504465 and 5100 505420~ | ETW ES 68 G4 65 63 | (B1)" | 80 59
SMN310 | N/E |Buena Vista on-ramp soundwall mod not feasible ETW ES 65 3.05 67 =1} 64 63
SN311 | N8 |N'O Cohasset st to Hollywaod way 516+00/ 519+25 ETW RAWVY &7 427 | 72A | €9 67 &6 65 | 63
5N312 | NE |Hollywood way to S0 Lanark st 519+80 / 530480 ETW RAN 69 368 | 7T2A | B9 67 66 (65) | 63
SN313 | NB ETW | RW | 7 | 72| 63 | 67 | 66 | (85 | 63
SN3td | NB - w1 ETW ES 69 71| 67 | 65 | B4 | 63 | ®1
P g S0 Lanark st to Roscoe bivd §25+00 join ext SN [ 534+25 ETW RV 70 . @ | 68 66 | (65 | 64
EN31B | NB ETW RAN 65 68 | 66" 64 o] {&1) | &0
SHN3I1T | NE |NO Roscoe bled to Sunland bhed 536+60 ! 540+80 ** RAW RAN 72 74 | B9 67 B G5 {B3)
SN318 | WB |Sunland blvd to STA 544+60 542+40 | 544+60 - RAN RN T4 TG 7o~ 68 66 (B4 63
SN31S | NB soundwall mod not feasible R RAN 62 366 B 683 62
snaz0 | e |0 Lankershim blud soundwall mod not feasible | RW | RW | 85 | 366 87| & | &5
SN321 | NB RN RN B5 244 il 66 B4 63 (B2}
SN322 | WB |Peoria st to Wick st P.O.C. 568+75 f5T3+30 = EX RN R &7 1.83 &7° 65 63 61 (E:0)
SN3z3 | NEB | RW | RwW | 85 | 244 | BB | 66 | 65 | 63 | (B3
SNaz4 | NB N0 Wick st P.OC. soundwall mod not feasible | RAW R/W B5 | 366 67 | 66 | 65
SN325 | NB o -] RAW FAN 67 69 | 66" B4 | (62) | &1 B0
sna2s | e S5/0 Sheldon st S75+40 join ext SAW | 5TT+10 W W o5 &7 | 64 5 &1 | 60 58
1 = Caltrans wall height recommendations A - Approsamate dBA without existing wall
ES = Edge of Shoulder RAN = Right of Way ETW = Edge of Travelled Way mietric conwersion
Caltrans minimum requirements: 5dBA (Leq) noise reduction, 2.44m (8') wall heighi, achievement of 67dBA (Leg) or less Z44m BN
and braaks line-of-sight to 3.50m (11.5") truck stacks., 3.05m 10Mm
Actual location and height of soundwall to be determined during PS&E i88m 12
* Lowesi height that breaks line-of-gight between 3.50m (11.5') truck stack and receptor, 437m  14R
*  All stations are considered plus or minus with reference to Fwy center ne. 4.B8m  1BE

***  Ratatining wall regquired

EX : soundwall extension may be feasile & will be evaluated duning PS&EE
Future noise level behind existing soundwall.
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Table 5-8: Noise Analysis Summary - -5 from Route 170 to Route 118

|Thllle=.5'-!l: Noise Analysis Summary - I-5 From Route 170 to Route 118

-_Pm'.rah for the Year 2024
Barrier Height Alternatives *
. . Exist | Ext. | No
aE
Site No. | Dir. Limits Bogin ;:E#:E" Stations :;:: L::::J:m Noise | Wall | Wall | 2.44m | 3.05m | 3.66m | 4.27m | 4.88m
R Level | Heigth | dBA
SN101 . Soundwall nod feasible 170 to
ETW T 74 T4 T 7 71 71
ALT | NEB [N/O Shaldon te N/O Tujunga Wash ME CONN AND RTE 5 0 3 2
SH101 : S/MW on priv prop. Adj. To trailer A
fl ES 70 74 69 68 T 85 64
ath | ne N/O Sheldon te S/0 Tujunga Wash Sark +-260 m ETW (B7)
SN10Z | N/B i 584+00 / 588+00 Fwy 330+50 /| ETW ES 62 72 | B9* 68 67 | (BG) | 65
N T Wash b
SN103 | NB T 588+80 CONN ™ ETW 72 | 6o~ | 68 | 87 | &) | 65
SN104 | N/B ETW ES 68 | 24m | &1 |NEEEN 68 | (57) | 66 | &5
sN105 | WB |N/O Branford st to Osbome st 552+70 | 602+00 ** ETW ES 67 24m | 81 | F0* fi:] (BT) 66 aa]
SN10G | NB ETW ES 66 | 24m [ 79 | 70" | 69 | 57) | 66 | 65
SN10B | NB ETW ES 69 81 Bo* 67 (BB) 65 B5
sHioa | B |N/D osbome st to S/0 Terra Bella st BO2+40 JB11+80 * ETW ES &6 3.05m | 80 TO0* |88 (BT 66 65
SN110 | NB ETW ES GG 305m| 79 &™ | 65 (B5) 64 G4
SN111 | NiB ETW ES 68 | 24m | 73 | 70 | 69 | (67) | 86 | &8
SN112 | N/B |N/D Terra Bella st to Vian Nuys blvd 611460 /619430 * ETW ES 6B 24m | 72 |[UEAT 68 | (BY) | BB 66
SN113 | N/B ETW ES &7 68 B4 63 (B2) 62 B1
SNi14 | NB ETW ES 67 2.4m 73 69 67 66 65 64
SN115 | N/B f ETW ES 68 Z2.4m 73 [t 68 &7 66 B5
S0 M t to S0 Paxt Soundwall not feasible
SN116 | NB Sl 0 £ e g ETW| ES | 68 | 24m | 74 [ 70| 68 | 67 | 66 | 65
SH117 | NB ETW ES -1 2.4m 73 67 65 64 B3 B2
SN118 | N/B [N/O Paxton Soundwall not feasible ETW +13] 67 66 65 64 B3 63

{3

= Caltrans wall height recommendations

ES = Edge of Shoulder RV = Right of Way ETW = Edge of Travelled Way
Caltrans minimum reguirements: 5dBA (Leq) nokse reduction, 2. 44m (8') wall height, achievement of 67dBA (Leg) or less
and breaks line-of-sight to 3.50m (11.5') truck stacks.
Lowest height that breaks line-of-sight belween 3.50m (11.5") truck siack and receplor,
= Al stations are considered plus or minus with reference to Fwy center line,
Future noise lavel behind existing scundwall,

metric conversion

2.44m
3.08m
J66m
4.27m
4.88m

Bft
10
1Z2h
14 fr
16 ft
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Figure 5-1: Sound Barrier Locations - Sheet 1
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Figure 5-2: Sound Barrier Locations - Sheet 2
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Figure 5-3: Sound Barrier Locations - Sheet 3
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Figure 5-4: Sound Barrier Locations - Sheet 4
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Figure 5-5: Sound Barrier Locations - Sheet 5
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57 BIOLOGICAL EFFECTS (Questions23t0 25 & 27 to 29)

5-7.1 Endangered Species

A review of the project was conducted to identify potential impacts to natural resources.
This consisted of evauating the project in light of findings from a search of the
California Natural Diversity Database (NDDB) and existing resources found on the
U.S.G.S. Quad maps and aerial photographs. The project is located in a highly urbanized
and disturbed area. The NDDB indicates that no sensitive species are known to occur in
the vicinity of the project's Area of Potential Effect (APE).

5-7.2 Existing Vegetation

The area impacted by this project consists of sopes with a mature mixed urban forest
landscape installed originally by Caltrans. The widening and construction of new
retaining walls will cause the removal of a substantial quantity of this resource. The
plantings act as a visua screen and buffer for the community along this route. The
preservation of existing landscaping would be beneficial, but will probably not be
feasible. Replacement plantings of shrubs, trees, vines and groundcovers will be
required. Species native to the area should be used in replanting whenever possible.

5-7.3 Invasive Species

There is some potentia for this project to result in the release of exotic invasive plant
species into the natural environment. A portion of the project is located within 1/2 to 3/4
of a mile of the Verdugo Mountains, a relatively undisturbed area to the east of 1-5 and
adjacent to the City of Burbank. Another area isimmediately adjacent to Griffith Park in
the Santa Monica Mountains. It is quite possible for the seeds of highway landscape
plants to disperse into these areas.

5-7.4 Nesting Birds

Removal of vegetation should be scheduled between September 1 and April 30 to avoid
impacts to nesting birds. If thisis not possible, a pre-construction survey will need to be
conducted. In addition, the large numbers of tal trees in the project's APE have the
potentia to provide habitat for raptors. The Office of Environmental Planning will need
to conduct surveys for nesting raptors prior to construction. If nesting birds are found,
vegetation removal in the vicinity of the nest will have to be delayed until the birds have
left the area.

5-7.5 Bats and Swalows

The Los Angeles River, the Burbank Western Channel, the Tujunga Wash, the Pacoima
Wash and an unnamed channel all cross I-5 within the limits of the project. Bats and
swallows frequently nest under and within bridge structures when they occur over or near
water. To avoid impacts to these species, construction at these bridges should be
scheduled between October 1 and April 1. If this is not possible, a pre-construction
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survey will need to be conducted; if bats or swallows are present, construction at that
bridge will be delayed until after they have left. The use of exclusionary devices prior to
and during the nesting/breeding season may also need to be considered. This will not
have a significant affect on the project.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: Construction will be scheduled according to the
constraints stated above.

Caltrans, with assistance from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, has developed a policy

to combat the introduction of invasive species into native ecosystems. The policy states

that the Districts are encouraged to:

1. Useregionally appropriate native plant materials whenever possible, and

2. Avoid the use of non-native plant materials in areas near natural open space or
wildlands, which may escape and colonize, or hybridize with native species.

A list of exotic invasive species that should not be used as highway landscaping due to

potential adverse effects on native ecosystems has also been developed (APPENDIX L)

This office policy should be followed when developing the landscaping plant palette for
this project.

5-8 BIOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT (QUESTIONS 26, 30, 31)

These projects will neither directly nor indirectly: Result in the reduction in acreage of
any agricultural crop or commercia timber stand, or affect prime, unique or other
farmland of state or local importance; Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation
plan, natural community conservation plan or other local, regional or state habitat plan;
Introduce new species of animals into an area, or result in a barrier to the migration or
movement of animals.

59 SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT (QUESTIONS 32-36, 41-43,
46-50, 52, 55)

These projects will neither directly nor indirectly: Cause disruption of orderly planned
development; Be inconsistent with any elements of adopted community plans, policies or
goals, or the California Urban Strategy; Be inconsistent with a Coastal Zone Management
Plan; Affect the location, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of
an area; Affect lifestyles, or neighborhood character or stability; Affect property values
or the local tax base; Affect any community facilities; Affect public utilities, or police,
fire, emergency or other public services, Affect or be affected by existing parking
facilities or result in demand for new parking; Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands; Involve a
substantial risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances in the event of an
accident or otherwise affect public safety; Result in alterations to waterborne, rail or air
traffic; Support large commercial or residential development; Affect wild or scenic rivers
or natural landmarks, Result in the use of any publicly owned land from a park,
recreation area, or wildlife and wildfowl refuge.
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510 EFFECTS ON_MINORITIES AND_ SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS
(QUESTION 37)

No adverse effects would occur as a result of the proposed project on minority groups,
the elderly, handicapped, transit-dependent, or other specia interest groups.

In addition, Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justicein
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, signed by President Clinton on
February 11, 1994, requires federa agencies to take the appropriate and necessary steps
to identify and address "disproportionately high and adverse effects’ of federal projects
on the health or environment of minority and low-income populations to the greatest
extent practicable and permitted by law. No disproportionately high and adverse impacts
to minority or low-income populations have been identified. Caltrans will provide
standard compensation and relocation assistance (see Appendix C) under 42 USC 4601.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required

5-11 DISPLACEMENT AND EFFECTS ON HOUSING (Question 38 & 39)

The preferred alternative for the segment from State Route 170 to 118 would require the
full acquisition of some residential properties. At least 13 residences will be acquired on
the south side of Cranford Street and the south end of Tonapah Street just north of the I-
5/SR-170 interchange in the city of Los Angeles. All of the residential acquisitions will
come from census tract 1190 (see Figure 3-1). No multi-family units would be acquired.
The housing units that would be displaced are not specifically designated as affordable or
specia needs housing. A list of residential properties subject to acquisition can be found
in Appendix G.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: The preferred aternatives for these projects
would not displace a large number of housing units, and therefore mitigation as it relates
to the housing stock is not required. However, public agencies responsible for the
acquisitions would be required to provide relocation assistance to displaced residents and
compensate the property owners for the sale of the property in accordance with the
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1974,
revised effective January 1, 1991, (Public Law 91-646 & 49 CFR Part 24). This law
establishes a uniform policy for the fair and equitable treatment of residents, as well as
businesses, displaced as a direct result of programs or projects undertaken by a public
entity. The Relocation Assistance Act will be administered in a manner, which is
consistent with the fair housing requirements and assures al persons their rights under
Title VIII of the act of April 11, 1968 (Public Law 90-284), commonly known as the
Civil Rights Act of 1968 and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. As part of the
relocation assistance, efforts will be made to find suitable replacement housing within the
community if the tenant desires to remain (see Appendix C).

It is not anticipated that this project will displace affordable housing units. However, if it
is found during the relocation process that the units are designated either "affordable” or
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"gpecia needs' housing units or that the occupants are receiving federal or local housing
subsidies, then comparable housing will be provided.

512 COMMERCIAL DISPLACEMENT (Question 40)

The preferred alternatives will require five full commercial acquisitions in two locations
along the proposed project route. Four full commercial property acquisitions will be
required in the southeast quadrant of the I-5 at Branford Street interchange. The Golden
State Business Park, located at 12990 Branford, is subject to partia acquisition. It is
estimated that 2-4 businesses from this complex would be displaced. The exact number
of businesses that will be displaced from this property will be determined during the
PS&E stage of project design. Temporary construction easements may be required
behind the Business Park. One full commercial acquisition is required on the northbound
side of the Providencia Overhead. A list of commercial properties subject to relocation
can be found in Appendix H.

It is estimated that 100 to 250 jobs would be lost or relocated in association with business
displacement. It is not anticipated that job displacement in the project area would have a
substantial impact on the community-at-large. It is anticipated that the five businesses
that are subject to full acquisition and any businesses displaced from the business park
will require the relocation of property and people and this will impact these individual
employers and employees. However, additional displacement would occur due to normal
atrition or industry forecasts not related to the proposed project. Therefore, no
significant impact or detrimental effect on the economy of the community can be
attributed to the proposed project.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: If temporary construction easements prevent
normal business operation for businesses in the Business Park, businesses may be
compensated on a case by case basis. In an attempt to minimize the number of
businesses displaced from the Business Park, Caltrans will affect the building only as
much as is needed to alow for the horizontal clearance required by the City of Los
Angeles City Fire Code. Any businesses that are displaced by the proposed project will
receive relocation assistance as required by the State of California Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1974. All property owners
subject to acquisition will be paid full market value for the property acquired.

Replacement business locations will be investigated in areas as close to the displacement
area as possible.  Whenever possible, the fundamental characteristics of the displaced
businesses would be maintained, including size, configuration, rent (and/or acquisition
price), type of construction, age of building, physical condition and other amenities and
specia needs pertaining to the operation of the business.

Public agencies responsible for the acquisition of commercia property are required to
provide relocation assistance to displaced businesses and compensate the property owners
for the sale of the property in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Rea Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1974, revised effective January 1, 1991,
(Public Law 91-646 & 49 CFR Part 24). This law establishes a uniform policy for the
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fair and equitable treatment of residents, as well as businesses, displaced as a direct result
of programs or projects undertaken by a public entity. As part of the relocation
assistance, efforts will be made to find suitable replacement business locations within the
community if the business owner desires to remain (see Appendix C).

5-13 TRAFFIC MOVEMENT (Questions 44 & 45)

During construction, a temporary impact will exist in the movement of people and goods.
Every effort should be made to ease the potential for significant construction delays. Due
to lane closures during construction, a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) must be
implemented. Once construction is completed additional occupants will be able to utilize
the facility and a reduction in congestion should occur.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required

5-14 ARCHEOLOGICAL/HISTORIC SITES (Question 51)

The result of the Archaeological Review for this project led to a finding that no known
archaeological sites exist directly within the Area of Potential Effect for this project.
This finding is based on information previously collected at the Regional Information
Center at UCLA on March 16, 1999, a site visit on March 16, 1999 and an office record
search. In the event that archeological or historical materials are found, al construction
activities placing such resources at risk must cease until proper examination by a
gualified archeologist.

According to the "Historic Property Survey Report” (HPSR) that was prepared for the
proposed project, the properties subject to acquisition are not 50 years old. Because of
the age of the buildings, they do not have to be formally evaluated and can be treated in
accordance with the Interim Guidelines to the December 20, 1989 "Memorandum of
Understanding Regarding Evaluation of Post-1950 Buildings, Moved Pre-1950 Buildings
and Altered Pre-1950 Buildings." A copy of the Negative HPSR is included in this
document (see Appendix E).

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required

5-15 VISUAL EFFECTS (Question 53)

The area impacted by this project consists of sopes with a mature mixed urban forest
landscape installed originally by Caltrans. The widening and construction of new
retaining walls will cause the removal of a substantial quantity of this resource. The
plantings act as a visua screen and buffer for the community along this route. In
addition, much of this planting is evergreen and is effective year round, as well as a
benefit to graffiti abatement.

Color and texture will be severely modified by the project, as the lopes will be bare after
completion. Texture will be smplified as the bare slopes are exposed, losing the added
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dimension of established vegetative cover. This effect is temporary and not significant
due to mitigation efforts described below.

The scale of the freeway will be increased as the pavement will be wider and the
retaining and soundwalls will be closer to the surrounding neighborhoods.
Coincidentally there will be a reduction of plantable right-of-way.

The freeway travelers’commuters will see little change as the magority of the existing
freeway is elevated with many existing soundwalls. The greatest visual impact will be on
those who have views of the freeway from homes and businesses. The widening and new
retaining walls and soundwalls will be easily noticed. A negative viewer response to this
change may be expected from those whose homes are near the right-of-way.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: The preservation of existing landscaping would
be beneficial, but will probably not be feasible. Replacement plantings of shrubs, trees,
vines and groundcovers will be required. The appearance of new retaining and
soundwalls will become more critica and should be carefully considered, as some
impacted areas may not be able to be replanted. The structural components of the HOV
connectors will need to be addressed when their detailed configuration is established.
Although the temporary visual impacts during construction phase may be substantial,
with these mitigations measures implemented for wall treatment and replacement
planting, the residual visual impact would not be significant.

516 |IMPACTSASSOCIATED WITH CONSTRUCTION (Question 54)

Impacts associated with construction will occur, but these inconveniences (i.e., delaysin
traffic, additional noise and dust) are temporary and not significant.

Locations along the project route where retaining walls and sound walls are to be
constructed near the state right-of-way line may require temporary construction
easements on the adjacent properties. Detailed locations where these construction
easements may be required will be determined during the PS& E stage of project design. |

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: To minimize the amount of construction dust
generated, and because the project isin a PM10 non-attainment area; some or al of the
particulate control measures related to construction activities from SCAQMD Rule 403
will be followed for both projects:

Site Preparation:

? Minimize land disturbances

Use watering trucks to minimize dust

Cover trucks when hauling dirt

Stahilize the surface of dirt piles, if not removed immediately
Use windbreaks to prevent accidental dust migration

Limit vehicular paths and stabilize temporary roads

NN ) ) )
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? Pave al unpaved construction roads and parking areas to road grade for a length no
less than 15.25 meters (50 feet) where such roads and parking areas exit the
construction site to prevent dirt from washing onto paved roadways.

During Construction:

? Cover trucks when transferring or hauling materials

? Usedust suppressants on traveled paths that are not paved

? Minimize unnecessary vehicular and machinery activities

? Minimize dirt track-out by washing or cleaning trucks before leaving the construction
gite (an alternative to this strategy is to pave a few hundred feet of the exit road, just
before entering the public road).

Post Construction:

? Revegetate any disturbed land not used for the project

? Remove unused material expeditiously

? Remove dirt piles promptly

? Revegetate al vehicular paths created during construction to avoid future off-road
vehicular activities.

For construction noise, the project will be required to comply with the Noise Ordinances
of the cities of Burbank, Glendale and Los Angeles. In general these noise ordinances
regul ate the hours of the day when construction activity is allowed.

Noise control measures during construction will be required to satisfy the applicable

noise ordinances, and thereby reduce short term construction noise impacts on existing

noise sensitive land uses. Measures to protect existing residential areas will be re-

evaluated in greater detail when preliminary design is prepared. Impacts to local

residents cannot be accurately determined without a detailed construction plan and a
project schedule. General mitigation measures are recommended for use as guidelines in
developing a construction plan that takes into consideration the adverse impacts to the

surrounding noise environment. These general measures are presented below.

1 Design Considerations - During the early stages of construction plan
development, natural and artificial barriers, such as ground elevation changes and
existing buildings can be considered for use as shielding against construction
noise. Strategic placement of stationary equipment, such as compressors and
generators, could also reduce impacts at the sensitive receptors.

2. Construction of sound barrier walls during initial stages - Sound barrier walls
and additions to existing walls are planned to be constructed as part of the project
for long-term traffic noise abatement. They will be constructed where feasible
before the start of freeway reconstruction to reduce the impacts of construction
noise.

3. Alternative Construction Methods - Certain phases of highway construction
work such as pile driving (if required) may produce noise levels in excess of
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acceptable limits, even when feasible noise reduction methods are used. Using
alternate methods of construction, such as vibration or hydraulic insertion of piles
or drilled holes for cast-in-place piles could reduce these impacts.

4, Source Control - Compliance with Caltrans Standard Specifications, "Sound
Control Requirements’, will be followed. The contractor will be required to
comply with all loca sound control and noise level rules, regulations and
ordinances that apply to any work performed pursuant to the contract. Each
internal combustion engine, used for any purpose on the job or related to the job,
will be required to be equipped with a muffler of a type recommended by the
manufacturer. No internal combustion engine will be operated without such a
muffler.

5. Time and Activity Constraints - The majority of noisier activities involving
large machinery could be limited to daylight hours when most people normally
affected are either not present or engaged in less noise sendtive activities.
Nighttime construction would require more restrictive noise control measures.
Given the vehicular demands that are placed on the freeway on a daily bass, it
may not be possible to accommodate this measure, except for selected off-
mainline locations.

6. Community Relations - Community meetings will be held with the area
residents and businesses to explain the construction work, time involved, and the
control measures that will be taken to reduce the impact of the construction noise.
Providing advance notice of noise-producing activities can often reduce
community sensitivity to such noise.

5-17 QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT EFFECTS (Question 56)

The proposed project would not adversely affect fish and wildlife populations, plant
communities, or rare and endangered species. The potential exists to adversely affect
nesting swallows and/or bats, however, adequate mitigation measures are available. The
proposed projects are not expected to eliminate examples of California history or
prehistory.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required

5-18 SHORT-TERM EFFECTSAND LONG-TERM GOALS (Question 57)

The project would have short-term construction impacts; however, the project is intended
to meet the long-term environmental goals of improving traffic flow conditions and
improving regiona air quality viaincreased auto occupancy.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required

5-19 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS (Question 58)
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The project would have short-term negative construction impacts that would not
contribute to a cumulative adverse effect on a broader area. The effects would be
localized. When taken in its operational context, the proposed project, acting in concert
with other HOV projects, is expected to have the beneficial effects of aiding the reduction
in ar emissions and improving transportation efficiency.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required

5-20 SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS ON HUMAN BEINGS (Question 59)

The project would result in temporary construction impacts related to noise, air quality,
and local traffic disruption as discussed in previous sections. These effects would be
temporary and would not cause substantial negative effects on human beings.

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM: None required
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6. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

6-1  Scoping Process

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) regulations do not require an Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
to include formal scoping procedures. However, in light of the connectivity of this
project, its relationship to the I-5 Corridor MIS project, and its regional significance as a
project unto itself, efforts were undertaken to ensure that the concerns of the corridor
cities and other parties were known, and incorporated into the project development
process.

A forma scoping process was conducted for this project. Letters informing elected
officials and government agencies of the scoping process were sent on December 15,
1997. A scoping notice was published in the Los Angeles Times-San Fernando Edition,
Daily News, Record Ledger, Tolucan Times, Glendale News Press on January 28, 1998
and La Opinion on January 29, 1998.

Comments were received during this scoping period until February 28, 1998. Comments
were received during this scoping period from members of the public, Assemblymember
Scott Wildman, The CHP, the City of Glendale, the City of Los Angeles and Los Angeles
County. Comments received during scoping can be found in Appendix |. Issuesraised in
these comments included the following:

? Ingress and egress locations should be more frequent.

? HOV lanes should alow mixed flow traffic during off-peak hours.

? HOV Lanes only treat a symptom of over-population.

? This project should be done in concert with the widening of the SR-118 Interchange.

? Thereisaneed for soundwalls and landscaping at some locations along the project.

? A connector should be considered between the southbound 1-5 and the westbound
SR-134.

? Any changes to the flood control or storm drain systems should be donein
cooperation with the Public Works Department of the City of Los Angeles.
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Figure 6-1: Scoping Notice

SCOPING NOTICE
PROPOSED HIGH OCCUPANCY

VEHICLE

(HOV) LANES ON ROUTE 5

o A

RONALD J. KOSINSKI. CHIEF
Environmental Planning Branch
CALTRANS, DISTRICT 7

120 South Spnng Street

Los Angales, Calfornia 90012-3606

THANK YOU FOR YOUR INTEREST

Caltrans (The California [epartment of Tramsportatk ) is welcoming public commoents
on a proposed improvement 10 Interstate 5 between Route 134 and Route 118 in Los
Angeles Coumty. The potential praject adds an HOV lanc in each direction within the
project limits. Initial stulics indicate that this widening project will substantially reduee
high congestion levels. Minimal amounts of addiGonal right-of-wny may be required.

Environmental
siudies will be
conducted on this
project's potential
effcces.  Calirans
weleomes public
ccmments comn-
cerning pertinent
sucial, economic, aed
vnvironmenal ssues.
Publie agencies,
interest groups, and
individuals are
encouraged to
purtwcipate in this
process.

Plcasc contacl the
Calirans Enviton-
mental Planning
Branch n1 the
following address if
you have written
commenis or wish 10
be on a mailing list
concerning this
project. All responses
are requested by
February 25, (998,
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6-2 Public Comment Period for the ISEA

This IS/EA is being circulated for public comment for a period of 45 days. A public
hearing and workshop will be offered at a location to be determined later. Notice of this
hearing/workshop will be placed in appropriate local newspapers. Copies of this ISEA
document can be reviewed or purchased at the offices of Caltrans District 7. Copies will
also be available at the city halls and libraries located in the 1-5 Corridor.

Comments on this document should be submitted in writing before August 29, 2000 and
should be sent to the attention of:

Ronald Kosinski

Office of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

6-2.1 Public Hearing

A public Hearing was held on August 15, 2000 at Byrd Middle Schoal, in the City of Los
Angeles. This meeting was held to give the public an opportunity to become familiar,
ask questions and comment on the various aspects of the proposed projects. As a part of
the public circulation process, letters to elected officials, government agencies and
interested parties were sent on July 21, 2000. Additionally, Public Notices were
published in the Los Angeles Times, San Fernando Edition (July 21, 2000), Record-
Ledger (July 26, 2000), Daily News (July 21, 2000), Tolucan Times & Canyon Crier
(July 26, 2000), Glendale News Press (July 21, 2000), and La Opinion (July 21, 2000).
The Public Notices were re-published between August 8 and 12, 2000 in the same
newspapers. At the Public Hearing nine people made forma comments to Caltrans. A
copy of the transcript from the Public Hearing can be found in APPENDIX M. Genera
issues of the comments made at the Public Hearing consisted of:

? Concerns about impacts to railroad, which would impact a development near Empire
Avenue.

Concerns that the HOV lanes should be interconnected to be effective.

Opposition to the extension of the Branford exit from the northbound Interstate 5.
Concerns about soundwall locations.

Concerns about the extent of public notice and comment period.

Concerns about right-of-way impacts to businesses.

Concerns regarding property taxes and interest rates.

Concerns about right-of-way impacts to residential properties.

Concerns about relocation assistance.

NN N ) ) N ) Y
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Additional letters to potentially affected property and business owners were sent out on
July 31, August 18, September 22 and 29, 2000.

6-2.3 Comments received during Public Circulation

A total of 11 comment letters were received during the comment period. Comments were
received from the following:

Paul Frantz

Margaret Walsh

Jerry F. Piro

Lloyd Design Corporation, et a

City of Santa Clarita

Southern California Association of Governments
Los Angeles County Fire Department

California Department of Fish and Game

U.S. Department of Transportation - Federal Aviation Administration
City of Burbank

South Coast Air Quality Management District

Los Angeles County Public Works Department
City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation

N ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) Y

A copy of each letter dong with Caltrans’ response can be found in Section 9: Comments
and Responses.
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6-2.2 Public Notices

Figure 6-2: Notice of Public Hearing

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING
* For the Interstate 5 HOV Lane

Improvement in the cities of Burbank,
aftrans Glendale and Los Angeles,

b R
HP\E" Femangy
A\
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WHAT'S BEING PLANNEDY

The Califarmia Department of Transporistion (Galtrans), District T is
proposing 10 add ore High Occupancy Vehicls (HOV) Lane in each
dgireclion of Inbersiaie 5 fom Stale Roule 134 1o Siale Route 118,
Project limds extend through the cites of Burbank, Glendale and Los
Angeles in Los Angebss County. The proposed propect would reguire
Bdditianal right-ofway.

WHY THIS NOTICE?

Caltrans has siudied the effecis thal this prosed may have on the
envimnmenl Our studies show it will not significantly affect the qualty
of the emiranmeanl The resulls of the sludies ane cortained in a repon
known as an inftial StudyEnvironmanial Assessmeant. A mesting will be
heid to give you an opporfunity 1o get familiar with cerain design
fealumes af the project.

WHAT'S AVAILABLE?

Maps, the Drafi Megative Declaration, Initisl StudyErnvironmeantal
Assessment and other praject infommation ame available for review and
copying at the Calrans Disirict T Office (120 5. Spring Streel, Los
Angeles, CA B0012) an weekdays Trom B:00 am, 1o 400 prm. The
docurment may also be reviewad al public librares along the 1-5 carridar
within the project limits:

WHEN aAND WHERE

WHERE YOU COME IN
[ you have any comments about processing tha profect with the Dradt
Negative Declaration and the Initial StudyEnvironmental Assessment?
Do you agree wilh the findings of our sludy &3 set forh in lhe Proposed
Dralt Negative Declarstion? Would you care lo rmaks any olher
commant an the project? Pleasa submit your comemants in wiitng no
later than Seplember B, 2000 fo:

Ronald J, Kosinski, Chiel

Office of Ervirenimerital Planning

Calirans

120 5. Spring Straet

Los Angeles, CA 80012

A meeting will be held on August 16, 2000 from 6:00 porm. o B:00 pom.
&l the Byrd Middle School, Located at 8171 Telfair Ave. in Sun Valley.
Tha purpase of this mesting is to obtan public commernts an the project
design and the results of the environmental stedes. Individuals who
reguire special accommodalion (American Sign Language imlarpreler,
accessible sealing, documeniation i akemate formats. ebc) are
reguested to contack the District 7 Public Affairs Office at 213-897-4867
prior bo the public hearing. TOD users may contact the Califomia Relay
Service Line al 1-300-735-2828 or Volce Lire at 1-800-T35-2822.

CONTACT

For more information about this study or any transportation mathes,
please contact Jinous Saleh, Caltrans (213)-897-0883 ar Garrett
Darnrath, Caltrans (213) 857-9018.

Thank you for vour interesi!
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7. LIST OF PREPARERS

The following people were principally responsible for preparing the IS'EA or significant
background papers:

Ronald Kosinski, Chief Environmental Planner

Jinous Saleh, Senior Environmental Planner

Garrett Damrath, Environmental Planner

George Ghebranious, Senior Environmental Planner

Jamal El-Jamal, Senior Environmental Planner

Fouad Abdelkerim, Associate Transportation Engineer

Gustavo Ortega, Senior Engineering Geologist

Diane Kane, Associate Environmental Planner (Architectural Historian)
Gary lverson, Associate Environmental Planner (Archeol ogist)
Karl Price, Environmental Planner (Natural Sciences Specialist)
Lorna Foster, Right-of-Way Agent

Laleh Modrek, Transportation Engineer

Robert Cady, Area Engineer, FHWA

Claudia Harbert, Architectural Historian
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8 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

A total of 11 comment letters were received during the comment period. Copies of the
letters and the responses to the comments raised are provided on the following pages.
Comments were received from the following:

Paul Frantz

Margaret Walsh

Jerry F. Piro

Lloyd Design Corporation, et a

City of Santa Clarita

Southern California Association of Governments
Los Angeles County Fire Department

California Department of Fish and Game

U.S. Department of Transportation - Federal Aviation Administration
City of Burbank

South Coast Air Quality Management District

Los Angeles County Public Works Department
City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation

NN ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) )
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PF1 — Support for the proposed project has been noted, no
response required.

PF2 — Caltrans currently has the following HOV lanes projects

in various stages of operation, construction or planning on

Interstate 405:

? From Orange County Line to Century Boulevard in
Operation.

? From Century Boulevard to State Route 90 in Design,
opening March 2004.

? From State Route 90 to Interstate 10 in Design, opening
December 2005.

? From Interstate 10 to US Highway 101 in Planning, opening
August 2005.

? From US Highway 101 to Interstate 5 in Operation.

? Southbound from US Highway 101 to Waterford in
Construction, opening July 2001.

? Los Angeles World Airport is currently examining the
possibility of an Airport Expressway from State Route 90 to
Arbor Vitae.
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Mis. Bamord L. Waish Jr.
500 Wystone Ave
B Merhricge, CA 915324

Walsh 1 - Currently, adl HOV facilities in the Southern
Cdifornia region are full-time facilities, primarily for the
following reasons:

? Long Peak Periods - Most freeways in the Southern
Cdlifornia have long peak periods, being at least 3 hours in
the morning and 4 hours in the afternoon. The segment of
I-5 on this project, in particular, has peak periods from 9-6
AM and 3-7 PM. These peak periods are expected to
increase significantly due to growth in the northern county
area.

? No_timesavings to _mixed flow traffic - The added
capacity by opening up the HOV lanes to mixed-flow traffic
is not needed because the freeways are normally free-flow
at speed limits, during off-peak periods.

? Motorists _confusion _and_difficulty of enforcement -
Part-time operations will inevitably cause some confusion
to the motoring public and therefore more difficult
enforcement.

? Eliminates the incentive to rideshare during off-peak
periods and special events - The HOV lanes may appear
not being fully utilized during off-peak periods. This is
because carpools tend to stay in the mixed-flow lanes when
the freeway is free-flow. However, if congestion occurs in
the mixed-flow lanes during off-peak periods, due to traffic
incidents, mid-day maintenance activities, or special events,
etc., the full-time operating HOV lanes will preserve the
trip reliability for carpools.
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Piro 1 - The residential area on Robert Avenue is approximately
700 feet away from the freeway and separated from the freeway
by commercial structures. Caltrans is unable to justify taking
noise readings at that distance. For aresidentia areato qualify
and, in most geographica dtuations, to benefit from a
soundwall, it must be located immediately adjacent to the
freeway (first-line receptor). In this area, the first-line and
second-line receptors are commercia structures, which should
provide noise reduction generating from the freeway similar to
a sound barrier. Please be advised that Caltrans policies and
procedures for retrofit soundwalls are in accordance with
Federal guidelines, and noise abatement is normally not
considered reasonable for commercial areas. Therefore, the
residential area on Robert Avenue is not a first-line receptor
and does not qualify for soundwall mitigation at this time.
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Cestember 15, 2000

Robert W, Sassaman
Distrct Director
Caltrans Cestrict 7

120 5. Spring Strast
25 Angales, CA 20012

Subject:  Negative Dedaration and Draft [nitiad Studv/Ervirormertal Assessment [-5
HOV 134 b 118 deted July 2000

D Mr. Gassaman;

Cuite frankly we are appalled by the inaccuracies in subject Califarnia Department of
Transpartation {COT) docurnent. Whathar this s the mesult of shoddy workmanship or a
dellbarate attampt by Caitrans o conosal the full impact of this praject fram the Arlsta
COmmnity iS vet i be determined. [t was only by 2 mndom set of circumstancss that
ona af thie emgloyess &f Lisyd Design Corporation heard atout and attendad the August
L5, 2000 pubdc mesnng. [ appears thak Caltrans has attemoted to fast track this
project with a Nagatwe Declaration, based upan a fatally Aawed "Graft Inital Study”,
whoge concluscns are cearty contradicted by the project maps contained within the
stucly itself, The CDT then conductad a salective netification plan in which most of the
affected businesses never recerved bmaly direct notification of the project,

The "Negative Declaration” states in Determinabion 1:
"1, Theare will be re adverse effects on businesses, residencas, schosls or
public facilities, reighborhoods, employmant. or tha ares seonory.”

The abowe 45 an incommect coflusion based on “evidence whech s daarly inaccurste or
errorecus” as defined In Public Resources Code 21082.2

Here are seweral of the incomect “facs” on which Caltrars has based its Negate
Decaration

L. Per ghe "Draft Ralocation Impact Report” Sacdon 3.3 Commensal Displacaments
The commencial displacements consest of four industrial b dings that ame partial
acuisitions. However, 14 businesses will ba impactad by the propoged project
All of the business relocations pertain to ane property 3t 129580 Branford Skresr,
Facaima. The impact affects the acoess to the rear of the bullding and same of
the busminesses require acce<s in the rear bo conduct Busness™

1 Per the "Uraft Relocaton [mpact Report” Section 3-3.1 Employmant Displacaments:
“It is not anticipated that job displacement in the project ame would bacome an
igsue, dua to the relocaton of soma businedses in ona industmal property, Hence,
i gignificant impact can be atiributed 1o the proposed project”

Lloyd 1 - The Draft Environmental Document was prepared in
accordance with CEQA and NEPA Guidelines. In attempt to
prepare the most comprehensive environmental document
possible, we tried to include al of the possible impacts the
proposed project would have on the human environment. There
was no malice involved to conceal any of the proposed project
impact from any section of the affected communities. Quite the
contrary, in an atempt to get the public involved in the
environmental process, advertisements of the Scoping Process
were published once in each of the following newspapers: Los
Angeles Times-San Fernando Edition; Daily News; Record-
Ledger; Tolucan Times; Glendale News Press, La Opinion.
Notice of the Public Hearing for the proposed project was
advertised twice in the same papers. These advertisements, as
well as press releases were published according to Caltrans
Project Development Procedures Manual. Copies of the Draft
Environmental Document were placed in libraries adong the
project route. Letters to affected residential and business
owners were sent out on 7/31/00 and 8/18/00, 9/22/00 and
8/18/00 respectively.

The Draft ISEA contained an unsigned Negative Declaration
as required by CEQA. Since the ND was not signed it can till
be changed to reflect changes to the ED initiated from the
public review process.

It is the practice of Caltrans, during the planning process, to
hold community meetings with impacted residentia and
business owners and Caltrans right-of-way staff to negotiate
relocation assistance programs.
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Par the "Draft [nitiad Study™ 5-12 Commengial Displagements:
"It is nok antcipated that job displacement in the project are would become ar
iS5y, due (o the relocation af & small number Busnesses.*
4. "Tahia H-1: Businésd Aojuistions” of the Draft Eritial Shudy lisss 30 Arlets businesses
afTected by the Caltrans preferad Route 170 to 186 Alterngtive 3, All properties are
Impraperly listed as partial soquisidions.

‘wa have found after reviewing the Caltrans project maps on pages L-3, L4 and L-5 of
the "Draft Initial Stughy® that all four of the above stated Caltrans conclusions are "dearty
ingccurate and erronegus”, The project maps dearly show the new bag ey
construction pessing through four sngie menant incustrial buddings on Wenbworth 5t
and Cranford Ave. and then slicing aff the back of the multi-tenant commarcial propersy
ai 12097 Branford. One industral buliding at 9201 Cranford Ave i shown on the meps as
b=ing demaolishad by the highway construction. Howeer, this building was wotally
trveriochked by the "Oraft Inital Study”.  Four of the five indusinal bullding wdl
undeubtedly be demoished and are daarly full acquisibions, not partial 85 alleged by
CoT

Wa hawa foung that thare are 21 Businesses, over 225 000 sguare feet of industial
space and more than 200 jobs that will be disglaced by this project. There |5 the
“substartal evidence” from which o draw “reasanable sdsumptions” within the “Draft
Initial Study® for & conclusion per Public Resource code 21082.7.¢, That conclusion is not
the ane published in the draft initsal study
"L, Thera wiil be no adverse affects on businesses, regdences, schoals or
pudlic faclites, neighborhoods, employment, or the area accnomy.®

It cen alsg reasonably be concluded that the estmated cost for Route 170 to 118
Alternative 3 of $78.9 million as sEted in section 2-4.7 of the Draft inital Study” fails @
t&ke into account e il st of ARernatiae 30 The unatthuntad addibon éosts mclusde,
but &e not limited 1o, Al Bcqussidon of previously mentioned commencial properties,
and the relocatien and re-enginsering of some sophisbcated manufacturing prodiction
mizs, These oosts weane dearly not included in the $78.4 milllion estimate and will surely
add aporodimately $10 o 520 millon o the progect’s total oose.

Urlegs COT has an undisciosed plan for presaring lose jobs and relocating the
Dusinesses within the Adets community, the Negatyve Declarstions satement No, 1
appears to be false According to Calrans “Environmental Handbook Volume 47 "The
rata of non-survival fior businesses dizplaced by ranspora0on construction o DjeEs 5
23%." If that statistic holds mue free of the teenty-one affected Businsssas will mek
sunava, COT should aotount forthis potential ecomomic Ioss o the Arleta comemunity

Lloyd 2 — The discrepancies between the project layouts and
the Draft Relocation Impact Report have been resolved. At this
time the multi-tenant commercial property will remain a partial
acquisition, while the properties on Cranford Street and
Wentworth Avenue are anticipated to be full acquisitions. The
Fina Relocation Impact Report and this Fina Environmental
Document have been edited to reflect these changes.

Lloyd 3 — The language of the Negative Declaration has been
changed to reflect the affects the proposed project may have on
businesses, residences, schools, or public facilities,
neighborhoods, employment, or the area economy. The
statement now includes the use of Relocation Assistance as
mitigation for displacement impacts.

Lloyd 4 — The projected cost of Route 170 to 118 Alternative 3
that was included in the Draft Environmental Document was
taken from the Project Study Report dated September 1995.
The draft Project Report dated September 2000 includes an
updated cost estimate for this aternative of $106.9 million and
includes the right-of-way costs needed for the full acquisition
of 4 businesses and partial acquisition of one business park and
the full acquisition of 12 residences.

Lloyd 5 — Caltrans is obligated by law to follow the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Act of
1970 As Amended April 2, 1987. These laws determine how
and to what extent property and business owners are
compensated in the event their property or business is subject to
acquisition by a government agency. The reference to Volume
Four of the Environmental Handbook discusses the effects of
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The undersigned would aporeciate a prompt writtan respense ragarding cur comments
2s CongEned in this letter, 50 we may determine (f wa must cotin legal counsal m
Protact our intanests and thase of the Arleta community. Wa heneby request copsas of
Brry and all future notices regarding H'Iig_E'?‘F'-f—

-] -

T
Sincerety, - il W ™
7 / ,JI// ]
! e - A
%, __.'73 L e ffr

/) i
(st gty Vo =
B

e i
rendan T, Doy Brengon F. Bonrar Aobe ﬁmwﬁ“
Licwd Design Corp, Matural Cils [nernational, [ne.  AN'5 Distribution Corp.
5215 Cranford Ave. 9243 Cranferd Ava, 12800 ‘Werbwerth St
Arleta, CA 01331 Arleta, A 91331 Arletm, TA 34331
&i Richard alaroon, Califomia State Senator
! Tony Cardenas, Cabfornia State Aszamblyman
©: Roneid . Kosnski = COT (CERTIFTED MAIL)
C: Richard Riordan, Mayar City of Los Angeles
=

1 Josl 'Wachs, Los Angedes City Counciman

CERTIFIED MAIL = return nessipe

LA

relocating highway commercial businesses (i.e., restaurants, gas
stations, etc.). None of the businesses that the proposed project
may relocate are of the highway commercial type.
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Dear My, Kosanskn

Thank you fer the appormmity o evies the lnial SeedvBnvironmental Amscssmen

PR prapeesed foe the |5 FIOY L iiition, SR134 - 11E (EA D18 amd 12 15900,
Filee OT-L A5 26.703% 4 ). Hassd o ther infommation contaimed in the 15/EA, the Transai
Diwrion (Saea Clanils Transn) concurs with the deierminmion that o combised Negative

Dieclarmtion’Firding sigmilcanl |mpaci appears appropniae {or this project, and
olffere po suhsianive comemest af this dime

W ikl suppest hoswever, thid 31 migha e helplul 4o users of the docament i add in
v amcl project descriptson, ihe total number of miles of HOV i ke
ex. Addithosally, we pote wnder

el Plan, pe 550 thal you intend to develsp a
s notcd wlsewhene i the 15EA. Santa Clamia Transi
zh the |5 corridor Mondsy through Friday, daring bath

1w progent
vanstructed, both
section 353
T Forr 1l
cormy

the morning and ng peak perinds. . Acccedimgly, we weald apprecme any efTort m

your pan o cocedinate with s in develaping the TP

Thank yim, agam, for providing @ the opporamity t© commness on this project, If you
3 ar poncerns, plase call Mro Don Williams  of oy sadl

RE % -1y

AN S TR R bk TH

oo Amnthory §. Misich. Direcsor of Tronsponistion & Engineenng Servioes

PR M MITYOLID RAPTR

SCTAL - Changes to the document have been added to enhance
the project description.

SCTAL - Catrans will coordinate with all stake-holding
agencies when developing the Traffic Management Plan.
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August 10, 2000

Mr. Rangid J. Kosingkl, Chied
Calimans Cisinc 7

Diffica of Ervdrenmenial Phanning
120 Soulh Spwing Sres

Los Srgeles, CA 900123608

RE:  Comments on the Draft indial Study ! Environmerntal Assassmesnt Tor the -
5 HOV 134 10 118 Lane linprosement Propect - SCAG Mo | 20000389

Daar M Kasingkl

Thank youw lor submiting Draft Inicial Soudy | Environmaental Assessment for the -5
HOW 134 to 118 Lame Improvamant Project b SCAG for raview and comrment. As
areawide deannghouss for regonaly sSgnibcam projects, SCAG asssis cling, counties
and miher Agencies in reviewing projeces and plans ior consislancy wilh regional plans

R is recognized that the poposed Projed considers the consinaclion of bwa High
Ocoupanty Langs (HOW) progects.  One projec proposes one HWOW lane in each
chrmchion, i the median of & bebwssn Rooie 134 and Roste 170 in the Cities of Los
angeins, Gendale and Burbank, The oiner peogci penposss ang HOV lane in each
chetdian, in e median of -5 belwesn Moute 170 and Route 118 n the City of Los
Argsies.

BCAG has evilsied $e nbdal Sudy ¢ Emironmental Assessmant for the -5 HOV 134
Bo 118 Lame Enprovement Project for consisiency with @6 Regional Comprehesshes Plan
ard Quida {RCPG) and Ragainal Trassportaion Plan (RTPL.  The propossd Froject is
Hsted in the 1984 RTP, Appendix J, page J-7.

In addliion, The Califomin Emeronmentsl Cuality Acl requires that EIR's disouss any
inconsistencies between the proposed poject and Ihe applicatie gananl pians aed
regional plans (Section 15125 [l 0 Weve o intonsislersias an exgplanalion and
ratonalization for such inconsistencies should be provided. Polidos of SCAGS RCPG
and RTF, which may be appicable 0 your propsct, e oulingd in e altachment. The
comrents nobed in the aftachmen. suppon the consistency of the Projed with BCAG's
RGPS and TP poices

If wou hawe &y questions regamding the altached comments, please comtad Sefmy
Smilh, Senior Planner, at (213) 238-1867 Thank pou

Sincenaly,
- _-f
-....i-l'ﬁ':.- 2 [t by
i
SYLVIA PATSA0OURAS
Inleirm Banager,

Porformance Assessment and Implementation

SCAG 1 - Comments have been noted for the record, no
response required.
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August 103000
Mr. Fion Komimeki, Crief
Page 2

COMMENTS ON THE
INITIAL STUDY / ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
FOR THE
15 HOV 124 TO 118
LANE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
SCAG MNO. | 20000355

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

It i recognized that the proposed Project considers the constructon of two High
Ccoupancy Lanes (HOV) projects. One project preposes ane HOV lane in each direction,
in the median of -5 betwean Roule 134 and Foute 170 in the Cities of Los Angeles,
Glendale and Burbark. The other project proposes one HOV kane in each direction, in tha
redian af |-5 bebwesn Roule 170 and Route 118 in the E,'.i.',l of Los F-.ng-aha

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

Thi Growth Management Chapler (GMC) of the Reglonal Comprehensive Plan and
Guide (RCPG) contains the following polickes that ane partculardy appicable and should be
addressad in the Draft EIR for the Proect.

301 The popwation, housing, &md jobs foecasts, which are adopled by SCAGS
Ragional Councd and tha! refect ipcal plans and polimes, shall be vsed by SCAG in
all phasas of mplamentation smd review

303 The fmimg, fneancing, and locsdion of public Boiilies, wiiy systems. and
fransportabon systems shall be used by SCAG fo implemant the region's growth
pobicies,

Ragional Transportation Plan

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTF) also has goals, objeclives, polices and acBons
periinent to this proposed projsct. This RTP links the goal of suskaining mobility with the
goals of festening ecnamc development, enhancing fhe environment. reducing enemgy
congumplion, promoting transportation-friendly development patberns, and encouraging
far and equilable access fo resdents affected by socio-economic, geographic and
commercial limitations. Among the relevant goals, objeclives, policies and actions of the
RTP are the following:

Core Regional Transponation Plan Polices

407  Trangpovialion nvesimenfs shal be bosed on SCAGE adopled Regional
Performmarce indicators,

August 10, 2000
Mir. Rom Eosinskl, Chiel

Paga 3

Mobildy - Transporiabion Systems should meel the pubic need for improved
acoess, and for sale, comforfabls, comeaniend and economical movements of
peopa and goods.

= Average Work Trig Traval Tima in Minufes — 22 mindtes

=  PM Peak Highway Spoed - 33 mph

= Percent of PM Paak Travel in Daelay AV Trips) - 33%

Accassibilly - Transporfation Systems should enswre e esse willl which
opportumities Bre resched.  Transpodalion and land use measwes showd be
emploped to ensure mvHmal iime and cost,

*  Wivk Opporfunifies within 25 MWinubes — 8%

Enviomwment - Trmansporfation Spystems showd susialn  development  amd
presanaton of ihe existing system and the amaromment. (AN Trips)
*  Mawling Faderal and Stafe Siandans — Meat Air Plan Emission Budgets

Fafiabilty - Reasanatie and depandable levels of sendce by mods. (A Trps)
s Trwvesil - B3%
»  Highway — TE%

Bafaty - Transportation Syafems shoukl provide minims, sk, accidenf, death and
injuvy. (AN Trips)

= Fafaifies Per Miion Pessenger Miles — 0.008

o iy Accidens — 0929

Livable Communiies - Transporfation Systems showd  faciifate  Livable
Communitigs in which s residenis heve sccess lo &l opporfumities wilh minimal
fraved fime. (40 Trps)

»  Vahice Trip Reducion - 1.5%

= aficke Miles Travaksd Reducfion = 1000%

Eduily - The behefits of irmsgortation imestments showld be equifably disibuted

armang af edhie, sge and income growgs. (AN ips)

»  Lowsncome (Howsehold Incorme 512,000)) Share of Nef Banefifs - Equifabie
Digtribertion of Banafis

Cosf-Efpctiveness - Maximize refum on fransponstion imesfment. (AN Thpe)
= Al Presend Value = Madmum Refum on Trnsportabion invesimant
= Walue of a Dollar invested — Maximum Relum an Transpodfation nvestment

402  Travsporisdion nvesiments shal miigale emvrosmental impacls o an accepiahbie
feve,

404 Transporialion Control Measures shal bes a pronty.
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Ausqust 10, 2000
b, Ren Kosinski, Chief

Page 4

416  Mainiaking and opevating the existing fransportation system will be a priority over
enpanding capaciy.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
QUALITY OF LIFE

Thie Growth Managerment goals 1o aftain mobility and clean air goals and to develop whan
forms that enhance quality of e, that accommeodate a diversity of life styles, thal preserve
open space and natural rescurcas, and that are aesthetically pleasing and preserve the
character of communities, enhance the regional strategie goal of mantaining the regicnal
quality of He. The evaluation of the proposed project n refation fo the Tollewing policies
woukd be mended 1o provide direction for plan irmplementation, and does not alude to
regional mardates,

318 Encourage planned develbpment in Incafions least bealye fo cowss envionments
Arypacd,

320 Suppor the profection of vial msownes such as wellands, grousndwaler rechans
arens, woodiands, production fands, and fand containing uwgue and endanganed
plants and animals,

A21 Ercourage the implemanfation of measures amed &l the presandabon and
protechon of eeoned snd wnecormed colwal resowes and srchesoiogical siles.

322 Discourage development of encoursge the uee of special deskyt reqguinsments, in
areas wilh sfeep slopes, high fine, Mood, &nd seismic hazards

3.23 Encourage miligation measures Mal reduce noise i carfain focalions, measnes
airned af presensadion of hickogioa and soological resources, measunes thal would
feduce exposune fo seismic hazads, minimize earthquake damage. and fo develop
ETuNTIency response and eoovery plans,

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCIAL, POLITICAL,

The Growth Management Goal fo develop wiban forms that avosd sconomic and social
polarization promotes the regional strategic goal of minimizing social and geographic
dispanties and of reaching equity among all segments of society. The evaluation of the
proposed project i relation to the policy stated below is intended gusde direction for the
accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and interference wilh
local land wse powers.

Aragust 10, 2000
Wir. Riom Mosinsks, Chiel

Paga 5

327 Bupport oosl furisdichions and other senice providers in thair effors fo develap
sursnimatin comnmaities and provide, equally to alf members of soclely, accessiie
and offipctive services such as:  public educstion, housing, healh cam, sooial
sanvices, eoeational feciiiies, law enforcement, and fire profection.

AIR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS

Tha Air Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project includes:

507 Determine specific programs and sssociated solions meeded e.g., it source
rules, enhanced use of lelscommurications, provision of communify based shuftie
savvices, provision of demand management based programs, or vahicle-millas-
fravveleddiermission fees) so Bhal oplions fo command and control regulations can be
assEssed,

511  Thvough the anvionmentsl document mewiew process, ensue thal plans of all levels
of govemmen! (regiorral, air basin, counly, subregiomal and local) cansider ai
qually, lamd pse, ransporfation and emnontc rabonsiios o ensue consisiency
and ree conffels.

WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMENDATIONS AND POLICY OFTIONS

Thia Water Quality Chapter core recommendations and policy options relate o the twae
water quality goals: o restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biolegical inlegrity
of the nation’s water; and, to achieve and mamtsn waler qualfy objectives thal are
necessary o prolect all benaficial usas of al walers

11.07 Encourage waler reclrmslion froughout e mgion whee o s cosl-effechive,
feasiie, and appmpiale fo meduce eéance o impoded walsr and wasfewstar
discharges,  Cuwrent administralive impediments fo incressed ves of wasfewsder
showid e addressad,

CONCLUSIONS

All feasible measuwes needed to mitigate any potentially negative regional impacts
associated with the proposed project should be implemeanted and monitored, as requined
by CEQA,
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEFARTMENT

0 wOETE LARTERN X
LOF AMDELES DAL DARSA BO00S- 33

(3233 R-2330

P BMCHAEL FRESRian
#1 F

HE
EORESTER & FIFE WAREDEN

Aupusi 25, NN

Formld J. Kosiniki, Chisf

OMes of Envisodimemal Planning
Deparimere of Transpormation (Calerans)
120 South Spring Sirecl

Lios Angeles, CA SN2

Dicar Mir. Kosinsks:

SURIECT:  INITTAL STUDY OV LANES TO INTERSTATE 5 BETWEEN
ETATE ROUTE 134 AND STATE ROUTE 118 = (ETR #42/ 20040

The Initial Swwdy for che addicion of HOY lanes o the Iniersmie 3 Freeway besween SR 134 aml SR11E in the
citics of Los Angeks, Glendule and Burbank kus been neviewed by the Planning, Subdivision, aml Fomnesiry
Divisgons of the Coumty of Liw Angeles Fire Depanmen. The Toflowing are teir commems:

The ssiject property i oally within te Cities of Los Angeles, Borbank and Glendale and does no Appear (o
have oy impact on the emergency responsihilities of this Deparment. B is nog a part of he omergeEncy
pepiinse afcs of e Cofsolilangd Flie Prowction Distiicl.

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION:

The proposcd profect s in the incomporancd ities of Lo Armgeles. Ghendale, and Bushank; therefare, these Fire
[Deparmments wiil be witng conditions.  The Coomty of Los Angeles Fire Depamment usss this moubs 10 sooess
soime of their jursdictional areis; thisefone, we feques! potificaon ai beast sen (10§ days in advance of sy
sireet chosures that may affect fire/paramedic responses bn the area

Flease provide three (31 copies of the Tealfic Manapement Mans (TMP) with alsermaie routes (deiours) and &
tenmiatve schedule of planned closares, pricod oo the heginning of constnaciion. Complete archibciuralsroceeral
plans are not necessany.

Temporary bridges shall be desigred, consructed, and mainmined so ssppam a live loed of an legsy 70,000

pounds. A misdmm venical clarance of 13'6 will e regaingd ihiough oul Constnacticm

SERYINL THE USINCORPORATED APEAS OF LOS AMGELES COUNTY AND THE CITES OF

LA Co. FD1 — Comment has been noted for the record, no
response required.

LA Co. FD2 - The request for copies of the Traffic
Management Plan have been forwarded to the TMP Unit.
Notification of the completion of the TMP will be sent in
advance.

LA Co. FD3 - Design Specifications for temporary bridges
have been noted and forwarded to Project Design for
consideration. The proposed project construction will not
require the use of temporary bridge structures.
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Rowald J. Kosinski, Chief
Awgust I3, 2HH
Truge 2

The County of Los Angefes Fore Depariment appreciaes the oppomunity w0 commwnt on this project.  Should
ANy dquestions arise reganding water sysiems of acoess Wsues please conmot Inspector Michas! MoHargue al
(323) B00-4243,

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

The samrary nespoesibifities of the Coumy of Los Asgeles Fire Department Foresiry Division inchude ernsion
comiral, wakershed management, rare and endanpered species, wegemton, fuel modification for Very High Fire
Hazand Severiy Zomes or Fire Zone 4, archeological and cubmral resources and the County Dak Tres
Ordinence. The aress germane o these statwgory responsthilities boen sddressed

1f yoaa hve ary addilsonal questions, pleass contect this office at (323} BH-4330.

Very fruly wours.

[ 5
FRP 2 '\7’?"?’““‘

DAVID R LEIMINGER, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
FREVENTION BUREAU

DRL:Ec

LA Co. FD4 — Comment noted for the record, no response
required.
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HE ALEHCY

Fanpih Coees Ragion

AT b e P
San Diego. Catiomm 83130
LEESHE #6740

FA (E5E8 JE7-4200

Awgust 18, 2000
Ms. Rita Mitwes
Califemia Depardment of Transporabon
Disbrict 7
120 South Spring Street
Los Angedas, CA 0012

[aar Ms  Miwasi

[Crraft Initial Study/Megative Declaration for
Interstate § High Occepancy 134 to 118 Lane Improvemant Project
SCH ® 2000071084, Los Angales County

The Departmeant of Fish and Gams {Depafmeanl), has reviewead e
Proposed Draft Initial Study™Negatve Declaration (15/ND) for impacts fo bickogical resources.
The proposad praject includes the constrsction of one High Occupancy Vehicle lane in each
direction withen tha median of Inlerstase § batween State Route 134 and State Routs 118

The fallowing statemants and comments have been prapared pursuant to the
Departmant’s suthonty as Trustes Agancy with juristiclion over natural resources alfecied by
the progect [CEQA Sechon 15380) and pursuant 1o cur autharity a5 & Responsible Apency
unciar GEQA Saction 15341 ower those espacts of the proposad project that coms under the
purview af [he Califarnia Endanpered Spacies Acl (Fish and Game Code Seclion 2050 sl saq)
and Fish and Game Code Section 1604 et seq

Impacts to Riparian Resources

1. Saction 5-4 of the ISMD describes that the project area crossas the Los Anpakes
Rwer, the Burbank Western Channal, the Tupinga Wash, the Pacoima Wash and an
unnamed channal and that a Streambad Altaration Agreament would be necessary faor
he Los Angedes River Crossing bacouse workers will have 1o enber the Riverbed

a The Depariment concun that a Straambed Alleration Agreemant batwean 1ha
Oparator and tha Dapartmant wil be requered for wark within and also above
any al ihe dresnage channels which may resull in advenss impacts 1o on sie and
off siée riparian resounces from construction activities and/or constnuction
debrisfcontamenants falling Inlo any dranage. Pleass comact M. Betty
Courinay at (661) 263-8306 (o disouss this furthar

CDFG1 - Applications for all

required permits will be

processed during the PS& E stage of project development.
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CDFG2 - Recommendation has been implemented into the final
Environmental Document.

Ms. REa Mitwasi
August T8, 2000
Fage Two

Impacts o Breeding Birds

Sectian 5-7.4 of the IS/ND staies that “removal of vegetation shouls bs scheduled
betaaan Uctober 1 and Apnll (o avosd iImpacts 1o masling birdts.”

a The Deparirnent recommends awaiding disturbanoes 1o vegatation and bridge 2
structures betwaan March 1 and August 31 to Bwoid the nasling season for
bircs

Thank you for this opponunity 1o provide comment Questions regarding this ktter and
Turiher coordmation an these ssues should ba directed to Mr. Scot Haimis, Apsociabe Wildide
Binlogest at (B18) 350-8140

Sinsersky

S il_'-"' i O
b 2

¥
Mr. C.F. Raysbrook
Regional Manager

cc Mr. Scott Harris
Ma. Morgan Wehta
M= Betty Courtreey
Depariment of Figh and Gamea

State Clearinghause
Saoramento, Califamia
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P Wezlem-Pazic Bigen P O Biox 33007

W Irewapanimton Aumwimy Faodbirs D ion WortSwiry Paulal Cini
e e Lis Angaias Th BO0SR
Adminisioion

M
AL o 1 LUUL

R, Romald J, Kosinski, Chuel £4
{Moe of Environmental Planning
Deparimernt [ Transportatian {Caltrns|
|20 5. Spring Sorest

Lips Amgeles, CA- MHILE

Drear Mr. Kasinaki
Review ol Drafl Inftial StudyEnvironmental Assesament ([5EA)

Ihe Draft Initind StudyEnviesnmental Assessment (I5/FA) for the -5 HOY 13410
118 Lage [mprovemnent Project hos been reviowed by the Environmerial Engainiecring
Section af the Federal Aviation Administration Western Pocific Region. Mo issoes of
comuern 1o the Alraay Focilities Division wers found in the proposed progect
description of the documerit

I any additional information i required, please contact Vinee Mancus
AWP-4 T4 FOEMISC af (310 T25-7460

Sincerely.

# Dpmald Tom
£ Mannper, Airway Facilities Diviston

FAA1 — Comment has been noted for the record, no response
required.
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Fos

M, ABANK
- L
e e

Semt by FAX amd Mail
Sepember 7, 2006
Se. Bopakl 1. Kozinskd, Chief
OMice of Eovironmental Planning
Departmenl of Trarsporiation (Caflmim)
120 5. Bprig Sireet
Los Angeles, A 90012

Diear Mr. Kosinski:
Thank vou for the opporunaty 1o provide commenis om the Initinl StodyEnvironmentnl Assessmeni for
the canstmaction of HOY lones on Interstaie 5 from SK-154 o SE-118, After reviewing the documen

arl arending the puhlic mecting, we have the following commenis

Calimars has ideniified Aliemative 3

sy
thraugh which the acee s formeer indusinal property 15 located in the boar
of the downtown redewelopmsont project anca, umiquely situabed and mssessablo, and within & shon
walking disiamce of our Regionol Imtermsodsl Transit Center.  The proposed bisection of the

property would significantly diminish the valee and vishility of the sie.

vy g the

FPeEl e
e industrial site. The chlsom ol the
strial sing, would requaire & comip slruiton ol F g

Sireel in onder 1o provide the additional capacity needad for e much hipher ratlic valumes

he City spemt 3.5 m

. e Burbank Boulevird overcrosaiong of the 1-3 s a primary conmection botwaeen the Burbank
d sumounding  indusinal'entemainment anes. and the downiown comnsercinl - and
1k i 2 3 3

Ihe design and comstru il e b 1 b coordi

inue 1o be
Manppemend Plan moint
» The Cities of Burbank, CGlendale, and Los Angeles bave jointly siodsed the feasbility 4

corEtmicling comnnecting ramps from the 3B 1-53 0 the WH SR-134, and the reverse, io allow
el Tie 1o remain on 1he i CEWIY SVEHE achier tham on local sirests, The sddition of these

commecting mmps, a3 cilber mived fow or HOV lames, should be considered as part of this

program, The resulis of the feasibility study are avaslable upon reguest.

COMMUNITY DEVELOFMENT DEPARTMENT

Aomirestration « Buldisg Disisioh « Hosesg & Qidnle Divsion « Lisarss & Sods Sanvices « Pleming Division » Sedssicpment Agency
AN S 1A

IWiE] 238-57m | R 3N-ERE [E1E 2305500 (LR R (LU =R

Burbank 1 — The preferred aternative is Alternative 3 and does
not impact the properties in question. Alternatives 2A and 3A,
with relocation of the southbound ramps at Burbank Boulevard,
are not the preferred alternatives and have been dropped from
further consideration.

Burbank 2 - The District works cooperatively with all local
agencies, including the City of Burbank. The design and
construction of the new Burbank Boulevard Overcrossing, in
terms of local capacity needs, alignment with local roads and
local access, will be fully coordinated with the City of Burbank.
The Traffic Management Plan will be designed to the
maximum extent possible, to accommodate adequate
circulation of local traffic.

Burbank 3 — The addition of connector ramps to and from
southbound Interstate 5 and westbound State Route 134 are not
a part of this project and are not presently funded. Caltrans
District 7, Advanced Planning is currently studying the
construction of connector ramps between southbound [-5 and
westbound SR 134 and will begin planning such a project
pending project programming and funding.
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Burbank 4 - For the preferred aternative (Alt. 3), in the City of
Burbank, widening of the Providencia Overhead will encroach
on two private commercial parcels on the northbound side of |-
5. Alternatives 2A and 3A would require acquisition of one
Tt By g i commercia parcel on the southbound side of I-5 south of
¢ or eiting freenay s (ke ke popessd |4 Byrbank Boulevard.

p ar Burhank. Bowlevard), ar atherwise impoct existing land uses
| impacts 1o he significam, nless opea identifiention and review

luded in the 1S'EA the
barhoods. 1t is our undersis

= |1 is ool possible 0 ditemane from the di

Burbank 5 - The Empire Interchange Project has been fully
considered in the planning of the proposed HOV lanes.
However, the Empire Interchange Project is a separate project.

A mefers to the proposed Empire Interchampe project only as a related peoject. w II 1%
of 1the ROY || sk It 4

is 0 Caltrnns T
d HOW lanes Im. potentinl ROW needs within this pro

o ol i i g ',' s ’_? e o™ | 5| Both projects will be fully integrated and coordinated during
i line in the rail ROW, lo eels, and velapment in the wren. The Empire ] 1

e L is wits Icn the comting nl ceqmom i h'.-. r\-u r:u nlllh Medin District North the desgn and Conaructlon St@es

risearch and iduzrial a il Burbumlk il cotimse ta work with Csltrans to further both
I these préet

i G G . _ Burbank 6 — Prior to construction, verification of Superior
i e s e T R I WS | ¢ | Rights of the City of Burbank will be determined by Caltrans.

[ ] g the -5 oo

SRR S R s [ e it is determined thet the City of Burbank does have Superior
Rights to that of Caltrans, the cost of utility relocation will be
funded 100% by the State.

= The diagram illustrating the proposed oo fipmration for the 1-3 0
that the WH ofT-ramp & Clive would be reconfigured te funs
I s r|||| CLITe |II Lu

7| Burbank 7 - There is no intent to change the traffic pattern at
the northbound Olive Avenue off ramp that terminates at
Angelino Avenue and the frontage road. The aignment of the
ramp will be modified to accommodate the freeway widening at
Thenk you it the oppustusly to commes o the pryposed HOV. pruject, d please o ot sl Providencia Overhead as it transitions back to the origina
e i i v/ freeway cross section at Olive Avenue. Continued access to
both Angelino Avenue and Orange Grove Avenue will be
e provided for in the subsequent design work. The work in this
i I‘I’ area does not encroach on the frontage roads between this ramp

Commanty Development Directar and Burbank Boulevard. Work in this area will be fully
coordinated with the City of Burbank at all times.

Y 5l
Harwgver "-I\. Sullivan alse said I| the ramip design is only ot o pre 5
d 1l it will be developed further ing the PS&I ||I. s¢. Thiz mmp is the p

i coptinued | I

[HEN I (PRTTRT B

ceil oy vels of ¢
WOk o Hhia ramip &hos sanld h|,|| wrdinated with the
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SCAQMD 1 — Comments have been noted for the record.
Responses to these comments have been sent to SCAQMD in a

SQuth Coast |etter dated November 14, 2000.
Air Quality Management District

m L1865 L Copley Drive. Diamand Bar, ©A 91T65-4182
AR09] FNG-F000 + bty fwenw sgmd gow

FAXED: SEPTEMBER |2 30 Seplember 12, 204

Bir. Ronakl 1. Koesinski, Chizf

[Mfice of Environmental Planning
Department of Transportatson (Calirons)
12 5. Spring Strect

L= 'I.I|=|:I:"|L"J|. CA 2

mmull!plhﬂlllirl [ I|ll1l.rldj !}INLI‘!I.:I_.

b Bowth Codst Arr Craality Management Dastrict {AQMIY appreciases the aopporinity
o posnmmenl o e above-mentioned document. The follewing comments are meant as
puidance for the Lead Apency and should be incorpomted imin the Final Meparive

Deelaration 1

Pleas: proy ide the AQMD with writlen TESHIEESE 10 all commmenns coratined herein pric
1o the adopgion of the Final WNegative Declarmion. The AQMD waald b happy b wirk
with the Lead Agency w address these ssues and any other questions that may arise.
Please cantnet Giordon Mize, Transponintion Spocialist — CEQA Section, af (M09 39%4-
AMIZ, if you have amy questions reparding these oommenls

Sincerely,

o o i
S S vl
Steve Smith, Pl

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
Plarming, Bule Developmsent & Anea Sources

Amlpchrem
S50

LACHIOT25.01
Contrad Mamber
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SCAQMD 2 — Assumptions of construction scenarios have to
be developed for many unknown variables. Most of the needed
information is not available in detail at this stage of the
i Bl eplanld Sl 1- Sepember 12, 2004 project’s development and cannot be determined until the
o A e RS I 5 S L U project is ready for construction. No esti mate of construction
ey Py b Glainte w0 Tia Ancoier - emissions can be undertaken. However, project construction
REAAN S will be conducted in accordance to federa state and local
gl S “'“" e regulations that govern construction activities. Therefore, the
; '.lT"".'.‘.l“.‘.%'l Acuitot ux pacs 037 I ki '-; e i of qualitative analysis and the construction mitigation measures
oo included in the Physica Environmental Report should be
i Tk sk e regarded as representative of construction impacts. Air Quality
EL'L.'.L'.' I R e e AR impacts resulting from construction are temporary and therefore
typically not be regarded as significant. No long-term impacts
g RS e e il to air quality are anticipated under any of the alternatives under
Befiore approving ihe final pegative and preparing a FOMSI s ELS, the SCAQMD 2 consideration.

recnpurinds that, af the very bl construction scemarios be developed nnd mnss

s and reviews local
b ot nedegquas
ant air quality I'||'\I.I|. for this speci |||.

1. Mizaing I

linnly i alculated. The achml technical detail, mcluding equntions used
asumplians, cic., could be included in o fechmical appendix and 5
sion calculntions could he summarioe

issions, the controd effickencies of the proposed m

marized in the

Efforts are being made to obtain as much of the above
ko vodhioest wec vesalcig enibica. The satknateii information as possible to quantify the project's construction
‘:-I'nlr:l‘:;l;:;::.I::.m|:Ilnll:nnllllrlln'::hl.,|-.| foof the =02 |‘-.1r|lIH. I I"-I: :}:-!"wll Iy Impa:ts On alr quallty CO”eCtI ng the Informatl On IS the f|r§

e s o e e A s o e step In @ long process. - Methodologies and proper equations

red to the esomanended sgnificance ol th conclsions egaring i need to be identified and emission factors caculated or

: o o ] obtained from acceptable sources to figure emission quantities.
s s No time estimate can be given at this time and no promise can
ol 3 be made for providing this estimate.

saf signif

U page 14, Section 3-3, Hazardons Waste. and on pages 3
Envirommental Evalsation, the [HS/EA describes soi
potential (o be classified o6 o haardous waste, The ke
s0il is commminated by lydrocorbon omaminamz, conlaminaad e would be
subject 1o SCAQMD Role | 166 and that complemce should be relierenced in the Final
DISEA, Page 22 also references polential asbestos ranoval, which is oovered ender

SCAQMD Hude 1403, SCAQMD 3 - Cdtrans concurs with the findings of the
SCAQMD. All soil determined to be contaminated with
hydrocarbons will be handled in accordance with SCAQMD
Rule 1166. All asbestos removal will be done in accordance
with SCAQMD Rule 1403.
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LA Co. 1 - Language has been added to the Environmental

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES Document describing how solid waste will be handled.

DEFARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

LU BT

EACHT AVEMLE

ALITAMIILA,
T (F2304, 418
TR W AT Theerins A, AL L TR M Tl
P il BOK 0
ALHAMVHEN AL TR 59800 sl
B REFLY LIRS
Septembar 12, 2000 rereeToras WD

M. Ronald J. Kosinsks, Chief

Office of Envirenmental Planning
Depariment of Transportation (Caltrans)
120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, Ca 20012

Drar My, Kosinski:

RESPOMNSE TO AN INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (IS/EA) -
INTERSTATE 5 HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLE (HOV) 134 TO 118 LAME
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the IS/EA for the proposed
Interstate 5 HOW 134 to 118 Lane Improvernent Progect We have reviewesd the |S/EA and
offer the following commants:

NVrGmen TG M3

A5 progected in the Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element, wisdch was approved
by & magornity of the cities In Los Angeles Counly in late 1997 and by the County Board of
Supervisors in January 1988, a shorfall in permitied daily landfill capacity may be
expanenced in the County within the next few years. The consiruction operations
assoczated wilh the proposed project will increasea the generation of solid waste, and will
negatively impact solid waste managemant infrastructure i the Counly, Therefore, the
word “no” placed in the “ves of nd” column of them B, page 31, of the Draft Initisl 1
Study/Ervironmental Assessment, should be changed to “yes” in the same column

A= such, the proposed Draft Inibal StudwEnvronmental Assessment sl identify what
rreEsUres the project proponent willimglemsent to miligate the impact. Mitigation measures
may inclsde, but are not limited 1o, implementation of waste reduction and recycling
programs to divert the salid waste from the landfills

It you have any queslions regarding the above comments, please contact
Mr. Russall W. Bukoff at (526) 458-2186
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- LA Co. 2 - Comment has been noted for the record, no response
required.

Mr. Rona oginski
ﬁnmamh]aﬂ;zunnk LA Co. 3 - The Draft Environmenta Document has been

o reviewed by the affected cities and other local agencies and
their comments have been incorporated into the Fina
AR o ) Environmental Document.

Az requested, we have reviewed the above-maentionad document for the proposed project
The State of Calfornia Depanment of Transportation (Calirans) will be the Lead Agency

The project is located along the Interstate 5 (1-%) Freeway between Stale Roude 134 (SRT-
134) and State Route 118 (SR-118) In Lo Angeles County,

Tha proposad project cansssts of constructing two High Oesupancy Vehicla (HOV) lanes,
ane in each dwaeclion. aleng the madian of 1-5 Freeway for a distance of 127 kilomebens
(75 miles), as an effort to alleviate the traffic congeston along this segment of the
Freeway. To accommodate the addilion of the HOW lanas, the project proposes that the
rmefian be reconstructed and restriped. The proposed improvements will alss invele
installing a new drainage system and widening the State right of way

e do not believe the project will have any adverse signilicant traffic impact on County | 2
raads or Mersachions in the anea

Ve recommend adioaning cilies review this docurment for significant impacte/mitigations 3
within thair jurisdictions

I your have any questions, please conact Mr. Vicente Cordero of our TraMic Studes
Section at (828) 455-5000.

If you have any guestions regarding the environmental reviewing process of this
Department, please contact Mr. Scott Schales at the address on the first page or al
(G26) 4554118

Wary truly youre

HARRY W. STOMNE
Carector ol Public Warks

W Y
BT sl
#50 ROD H. KUBOMOTO

Assistant Deputy Diector
WVilatershed Managemeant Diision

S5:ro

LR )
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES

CALIFTIRNIA

CEOFAR TAMINT OF
TRAMSPONTATION

Saptember 19, 2000

Ron Kosmski, Ghist £

Oifice af Environmental Planning
Califarmia Depardment of Trans portation
Diztreed 7, 120 8o, Speing St

Los Angeles, Ca 50012

DRAFT INITIAL S5TUDY | ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR INTERSTATE 5 HOW PROJECT FROM
STATE ROUTE 134 TO STATE ROUTE 118

Los Angmies Depatment of rrﬂﬁSPﬂﬂﬁlm has reviewad the Orafl Infdial Sudy F Environmental Assessment
FRepon for the Inerstate 5 (1-5) High Oocupancy Vehicle (HOW) Lanes Proj@ct bebwesn Route 134 and Rouvie 118
Cur staff also attended the public information mesting beid on August 15, 2000 LADOT & very supportive of
his project and wa look fonwand 1o working with Calirans bo axpedibs this project.

Censtuction of the propesed HOW lanes in each direclion on -5, 83 well 42 a new connactar between Rouls 170
and -5 o provide continuous HOW lanes will, undoubitedly. help o alaviate the raltc congestion which presently
axists on tis stratch of 1-5 freeway. We recommend thal Calirans should consider upgrisde of raffic signals at
warnous on= and offs«amps o improve efficiency of taffic entenng and sooting the freesay

HOA by-pasa lanes on freeway on-ramps are an integral compormnt of HOW lane sysiems, and need to be
incorporatad in e design procass from e beginning.  As pan of HOV facililies on -5 freeway, LADOT
recommends inclusion of a third lane on the atfected on-ramps, designated as the HOY by-pass lang, This wil
el to maximiza the benalits of tha HOV |Gna sysiem from the slan. by ancoureging more motonsts i@ ideshars

Thasa are LADDT s commants any, and relats 1o he 1rafic isswees only. For olher commants from tha City of Los
Angeles, please contac the appropriate City depariment, induding tha Dapartmants of City Planning and Pubic
Works

It wou heve any quastions, pleasa comact Vahan Pezeshkian at [213) 473-5515
Sinceraty,
M - .4
'i.'[h.J-- o ':-:-.- -
Michaal Lyano, Sspor Transportation Enginear
City af Las .kl'x‘]ulé Departrmant of Transsonation

Proyact Davalopment Drasion

YHP: I
iy Files\ Pragactsi-5 HOWADvalt EnvRap etler 9- 1500 wpd

== Haripal 5. Vi
Vahan Pezeshkian

AR EQUAL EMFLOTRENT OREGRTUNITY — AFFIRRATIVE ASTION ERPLOVER M oo e b e [

LA City 1 — Comment noted for the record, no response
required.

LA City 2 — Cdtrans Office of Traffic Management will
evaluate and update traffic signals on an as needed basis.

LA City 3 — Cdtrans has a palicy in place, which states, “An

HOV preferential lane shall be provided at all ramp meter

locations. The January 2000 edition of the Ramp Meter Design

Manual addresses the circumstances under which exceptions to

this policy may be warranted. These exceptions include, but

are not limited to:

? Underutilization of an existing lane plus the need for
additional right-of-way for storage.

? The availability of an aternate HOV entrance ramp within
2Km.

? Theavailability of direct HOV access (drop) ramp.
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APPENDIX B - LIST OF PARTIES
RECEIVING COPIES OF THE

INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Federal Senators

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senator

11111 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 915

Los Angeles, CA 90025

The Honorable Barbara Boxer
United States Senator

312 North Spring Street, Suite 1748
Los Angeles, CA 90012

M embers of Congress

The Honorable Howard L. Berman
Congressman, 26th District

10200 Sepulveda Boulevard, #300
Mission Hills, CA 91345

The Honorable James E. Rogan
Congressman, 27th District
199 S. Los Rables, #560
Pasadena, CA 91101

State Senator s

The Honorable Richard Alarcon
Senator, 20th District

6150 Van Nuys Boulevard, Suite 400
Van Nuys, CA 91401-3376

The Honorable Adam Schiff
Senator, 21st District

35 S. Raymond Avenue, Suite 205
Pasadena, CA 91105

The Honorable Cathie Wright
Senator, 19th District

2345 Erringer Road, Suite 212
Simi Valley, CA 93065

State Assemblymembers

The Honorable Scott Wildman
Assemblyman, 43rd District

109 East Harvard Street, Suite 305
Glendale, CA 91205

The Honorable Jack Scott
Assemblyman, 44th District

215 North Marengo Avenue, Suite 185
Pasadena, CA 91101

The Honorable Tom McClintock
Assemblyman, 38th District
10727 White Oak, Suite 124
Granada Hills, CA 91344

The Honorable Tony Cardenas
Assemblyman, 39th District

9140 Van Nuys Boulevard, Suite 109
Panorama, CA 91402

The Honorable Robert Hertzberg
Assemblyman, 40th District

6150 Van Nuys Boulevard, Suite 305
Van Nuys, CA 91401

County Officials

The Honorable Michael Antonovich
County Supervisor, 5th District

500 West Temple Street, Room 869
Los Angeles, CA 90012

The Honorable Zev Y aroslavsky
County Supervisor, 3rd District
500 West Temple Street, Room 821
Los Angeles, CA 90012

The Honorable Gloria Molina
County Supervisor, 1st District

500 West Temple Street, Room 856
Los Angeles, CA 90012

City Officials and Agencies

The Honorable Richard Riordan, Mayor
City of Los Angeles

200 N. Main Street, 8" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012

The Honorable Dave Weaver, Mayor
City of Glendale

613 E. Broadway, Suite 200
Glendale, CA 91206



The Honorable Bill Wiggins, Mayor
City of Burbank

275 E. Olive Avenue

Burbank, CA 91502

The Honorable Joel Wachs, Council Member
City of Los Angeles

200 North Main Street, Room 402

Los Angeles, CA 90012

The Honorable Alex Padilla, Council Member
City of Los Angeles

200 North Main Street, Room 312

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr Robert R. Ovrum, City Manager
City of Burbank

275 E. Olive Avenue

Burbank, CA 91502

Mr. James E. Starbird, City Manager
City of Glendae

613 E. Broadway, Suite 200
Glendale, CA 91206

Los Angeles City Council
200 N. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Burbank City Council
City of Burbank

275 E. Olive Avenue
Burbank, CA 91502

Glendale City Council

City of Glendae

613 E. Broadway, Suite 200
Glendale, CA 91206

City of Burbank

Planning Division

275 East Olive Avenue
Burbank, CA 91510-6459

City of Glendale

Planning Division

633 East Broadway, Room 103
Glendale, CA 91206-4386

Glendal e Fire Department
Environmental Management Center
780 Flower Street

Glendale, CA 91201

Devon Burns, Hazardous Materials Specialist
Burbank Fire Department

311 East Orange Grove Avenue

Burbank, CA 91502

Public Agencies

Mr. Mark Pisano, Executive Director

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West 7" Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Environmental Protection Agency
EIS Coordinator, Region 9

75 Hawthorne St

Attn: Dave Carlson CMD-2

San Fransisco, CA 94105-3901

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Office of Federal Activities (A-104)

401 "M" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20460

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Regional Director

Region 9, Bldg. 105

Presidio, CA 94129

Federal Railroad Administration
Office of Policy and Plans

400 7th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20590

National Oceanic and Atmosheric Administration
Director, Office of Ecology and Conservation
U.S. Department of Commerce, Room 6800
Woashington, DC 20230

National Park Service
Western Regional Office
450 Golden Gate Ave.
P.O. Box 36063

San Fransisco, CA 94102

Natural Resources Conservation Service
AreaConservationist, Areall

P.O. Box 260

Somis, CA 93066

State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
District Engineer

300 N. Los Angeles Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012



U.S. Department of Energy

Director, Office of Environmental Compliance
1000 Independence Ave., SW, Rm. 4G-064
Washington, DC 20585

U.S. Department of Interior

Director, Office of Environmental Policy and
Compliance

Main Interior Biulding Rm. 2340

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

University of California

Assistant Vice President Budget, Analysis, and
Development

247 University Hall

Universtiy of California

Berkeley, CA 94720

USDA-Forest Service

Forest Supervisor

Attn: Environmental Coordinator
1323 Club Drive

Vallegjo, CA 94592-1110

Director

Office of Environmental Affairs
Department of Health and Human Services
200 Independence Ave. SW, Rm. 537 F
Washington, DC 20201

Assistant Vice President
Budget, Analysis, and Planning
247 University Hall

Berkeley, CA 94720

Regional Air Pollution Control District
21865 East Copley Drive
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Area Conservationist

Areall

P.O. Box 260

Somis, CA 93006

California Highway Patrol

Commander of Appropiate Division Office
411 N. Central Avenue, Suite 410
Glendale, CA 91203

Chief, Airports Branch

Federal Aviation Administration
5885 West Imperia Highway
Los Angeles, CA 90045

Environmental Clearance Officer

Department of Housing and Urban Devel opment
450 Golden Gate Avenue

P.O. Box 36003

San Francisco, CA 94102

Metropolitan Transit Authority
1 Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2932

Centers for Disease Control
Environmental Health and Injury Control
Special Programs Group, Mail Stop F-29
1600 Clifton Road

Atlanta, GA 30333

Vice Chancellor
Physical Planning and Development

The California State University, Attn: Contract Manager

400 Golden Shore Boulevard
Long Beach, CA 90802-4275

Federal Transit Administration
Region 9

201 Mission Street, Suite 2210
San Francisco, CA 94105

Haripal Vir

LADOT

Office of Transportation Programs
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 500
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Santa Clarita Transit
25663 Stanford Ave.
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Antelope Valley Transit
1031 West Ave. L, #12
Lancaster, CA 93534

District Engineer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
300 N. Los Angeles Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Omnitrans

Dan Broghan, Executive Director
1700 west Fifth Street

San Bernardino, CA 92411

Foothill Transit District

Roger Chapin, Executive Director
100 North Barranca Avenue, Suite 480
West Covina, CA 91791-1600



Orange County Transit Authority
Laurann Cook, Chairman

550 South Main Street

Orange, CA 92868

Southern California Rapid Transit District
Alan Pegg, General Manager

425 South Main Street, Suite 516

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Los Angeles County Public Works
ATTN: Planning Division

900 South Freemont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803

City of Los Angeles

Department of Water and Power
111 North Hope Street, Room 1121
Los Angeles, CA 90012

L os Angeles County Fire Department
Forestry Division, Room 123

5823 Rickenbacher Road

Commerce, CA 90040

Private Or ganizations and Citizens

California Wildlife Federation
P.O. Box 1527
Sacramento, CA 95812-1527

John Zeigler, Senior Transportation Engineer
AAA, Department A-131

333 Fairview Road

CostaMesa, CA 92626

Pacoima Chamber of Commerce
P.O. Box 330038
Pacoima, CA 91333-0038

Sierra Club
3435 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 320
Los Angeles, CA 90010-1904

Arleta Chamber of Commerce & Resident's Assoc.

9038 Woodman Ave.
Arleta, CA 91331

Sun Valley Chamber of Commerce
8128 Sunland Blvd.
Sun Valley, CA 91352

Cdlifornia Native Plant Society
1722 J Street, Suite 17
Sacramento, CA 95814

Margaret B. Walsh
9609 Wystone Ave.
Northridge, CA 91324

LoisE. Mills
7660 MorellaAve.
North Hollywood, CA 91605

John Davidson
25809 Rana Drive
Santa Clarita, CA 91355-2425

Fred A. Bender
5328 Goodland Ave.
North Hollywood, CA 91607

John I. Hungerford
5742 Penfield Ave.
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6995

Jerry F. Piro
8600 Robert Ave.
Sun Valley, CA 91352

Ralph Herman
730 S. Griffith Park Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 91506-3004

Steve D. Miller
824 Stephen Rd.
Burbank, CA 91504

Suzy Andrews
601 Tufts Ave.
Burbank, CA 91504

Bryan Allen
3142 Drew Strest
Los Angeles, CA 90065-2305
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF RELOCATION BENEFITS
AVAILABLE TO DISPLACED PARTIES

C-1RELOCATION ASSISTANCE ADVISORY SERVICES

The California Department of Transportation will provide relocation advisory assistance
to any person, business, farm or non-profit organization displaced as a result of the
Department's acquisition of rea property for public use. The Department will assist
displacees in obtaining replacement housing by providing current and continuing
information on the availability and prices of houses for sae and rental units that are
comparable, "decent, safe and sanitary." Non-residential displacees will receive
information on comparable properties for lease or purchase. For information on business,
farm and non-profit organization relocation, refer to Section D-3, "Business and Farm
Relocation Assistance Program.”

Residential replacement dwellings will be in equal or better neighborhoods, at prices
within the financial means of the individuals and families displaced, and reasonably
accessible to their places of employment. Before any displacement occurs, comparable
replacement dwellings will be offered to displacees that are fair housing open to all
persons regardless of race, color, religion, sex, nationa origin, and consistent with the
requirements of Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968. This assistance will also
include supplying information concerning federal and state assisted housing programs
and any other appropriate services being offered by public and private agencies in the
area

C-2 RESIDENTIAL RELOCATION PAYMENTS PROGRAM

The Relocation Payments Program will help eligible residential occupants by paying
certain costs and expenses. These costs are limited to those necessary for, or incidental to,
purchasing or renting the replacement dwelling and actual reasonable moving expenses to
a new location within 50 miles of the displacees property. Any actua moving costs in
excess of the 50-mile limit will be the responsibility of the displacees. The Residential
Relocation Program is summarized below:

Moving Costs
Any displaced person, who was lawfully in occupancy of the acquired property

regardless of the length of occupancy in the acquired property, will be eligible for
reimbursement of the moving costs. Displacees will receive either the actua
reasonable costs involved in moving themselves and personal property up to a
maximum of 50 miles, or afixed payment based on a fixed moving cost schedule
which is determined by the number of furnished or unfurnished rooms in the
displacement dwelling.



Purchase Supplement
In addition to moving and related expense payments, eligible homeowners may be
entitled to payments for increased costs of replacement housing.

Homeowners who have owned and occupied their properties for 180 days prior to
the date of the first written offer to purchase the property, may qualify to receive a
price differential payment and may qualify to receive reimbursement for certain
nonrecurring costs incidental to the purchase of the replacement property. An
interest differential payment is also available if the interest rate for the loan on the
replacement dwelling is higher than the loan rate on the displacement dwelling,
subject to certain limitations on reimbursement based upon the replacement
property interest rate. Also, the interest differential must be based upon the lower
of either: 1) the loan on the displacement property, or 2) the loan on the
replacement property. The maximum combination of these supplemental
payments that the owner-occupants can receive is $22,500. If the total entitlement
(without the moving payments) is in excess of $22,500, the Last Resort Housing
Program will be applied. Refer to synopsis of Last Resort Housing below.

Rental Supplement

Tenants who have occupied the property to be acquired by Caltrans for 90 days or
more and owner-occupants of 90 to 179 days prior to the date of the of the first
written offer to purchase may qualify to receive a rental differentia payment.
This payment is made when the department determines that the cost to rent a
comparable "decent, safe and sanitary” replacement dwelling would be more than
the present rent of the acquired dwelling. As an alternative, the tenant may
qualify for a down payment benefit designed to assist in the purchase of a
replacement property and the payment of certain costs incidental to the purchase,
subject to certain limitations noted under the "Down Payment" section below.
The maximum payment to any tenant of 90 days or more and any owner-occupant
of 90 to 179 days, in addition to moving expenses, will be $5,250. If the total
entittement for rental supplement exceeds $5,250, the Last Resort Housing
Program will be used. Please refer to Last Resort Housing clarification below.

The displaced person must rent and occupy a "decent, safe and sanitary"”
replacement dwelling within one year from the date the department takes lega
possession of the property, or from the date the displacee vacates the department-
acquired property, whichever is later.

Down Payment

The down payment option has been designed to aid owner-occupants of 90 to 179
days and tenants with no less than 90 days of continuous occupancy prior to the
Department's first written offer. The down payment and incidental expenses
cannot exceed the maximum payment of $5,250. The one year eligibility period
during which to purchase and occupy a "decent, safe and sanitary” replacement
dwelling will apply.




Last Resort Housing

Federal regulations (49 CFR 25) contain the policy and procedure for
implementing the Last Resort Housing Program on federal aid projects. Caltrans,
in order to maintain uniformity in the program, has also adopted these federal
guidelines on non-federal-aid projects. Last Resort Housing benefits are, except
for the amounts of payments and the methods in making them, the same as those
benefits for standard relocation as explained above. Last Resort Housing has
been designed primarily to cover situations where available comparable
replacement housing, or when their anticipated replacement housing payments
exceed the $5,250 and $22,500 limits of standard relocation procedures. In
certain exceptiona situations, last resort housing may also be used for tenants of
less than 90 days.

After the first written offer to acquire the property has been made, the Department
will, within a reasonable length of time, personaly contact the displacees to
gather important information relating to: preferences in areas of relocation; the
number of people to be displaced and the distribution of adults and children
(according to age and gender); location of schools and employment; special
arrangements necessary to accommodate disabled family members, and the
financial ability to relocate to a comparable replacement dwelling which will
house all members of the family decently.

The above explanation is general in nature and is not intended to be a complete
explanation of relocation regulations. Any questions concerning relocation should be
addressed to Caltrans. Any persons to be displaced will be assigned to a relocation
advisor, who will work closely with each displaced household in order to see that all
payments and benefits are fully utilized, and that al regulations are observed, thereby
avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting any of their benefits or
payments.

C-3BUSINESS AND FARM RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

The Business and Farm Relocation Program provides for aid in locating suitable
replacement property and reimbursement for certain costs involved in relocation. The
Relocation Advisory Assistance Program will provide current lists of properties offered
for sale or rent, suitable for specific relocation needs.

There are different types of payments available to businesses, farms and non-profit
organizations. These include: moving expenses, which consist of actual reasonable costs
(as listed) for:

? The relocation of inventory, machinery, office equipment, and similar business-
related personal property; dismantling, disconnecting, crating, packing, loading,
insuring, transporting, unloading, unpacking, and reconnecting personal property.



? Loss of tangible personal property provides payment to relocate for "actual direct"
losses of personal property that the owner elects not to move.

? Expenses related to searching for a new business site can be reimbursed up to $1,000
for actual reasonable cost incurred.

? Reestablishment expenses relating to the new business operation.

Payment "in lieu" of moving expense is available to businesses which are expected to
suffer a substantial loss of existing patronage as a result of the displacement, or if certain
other requirements such as inability to find a suitable relocation site are met. This
payment is an amount equal to the average annua net earnings for the last two taxable
years prior to relocation. Such payment may not be less than $1,000 or no more than
$20,000.

C-4 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Reimbursement for moving costs and replacement housing payments are not considered
income for the purpose of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, or sources for the purpose
of determining the extent of eligibility of the displacees for assistance under the Social
Security Act, local Section 8 housing programs, or other federal assistance programs.

Persons who are determined to be eligible for relocation payments, and are legally
occupying the property required for the project will not be asked to move without being
given at least 90 days advance notice, in writing. Occupants of any type of dwelling
eigible for relocation payments will not be required to move unless at least one
comparable "decent, safe and sanitary" replacement residence, open to all persons,
regardless of race, color, religion, sex or national origin, is available or has been made
available to them by the state.

Any person, business, farm or non-profit organization which has been refused a
relocation payment by Caltrans, or believes that the payments made are inadequate, may
appeal for a specia hearing of the complaint. No lega assistance is required.
Information about the appeal procedure is available from Caltrans Relocation Advisors.

The information above is not intended to be a complete statement of al of the
Department's laws and regulations. At the time of the first written offer to purchase,
owner-occupants are given a more detailed explanation of the state's relocation services.
Tenant occupants of properties to be acquired are contacted immediately after the first
written offer to purchase, and also given a more detailed explanation of the Department's
relocation programs.
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ADT
AQMP
AS
BARCT
CAA
CARB
CEQA
CFR
CHP
CIP
CMP
dBA
EA
EPA
FHWA
FIP
HCM
HOV

|

S

ISA
ISTEA
IVHS
LACMTA
LARTS
LCB
LOS
MIS
MPO
MVM
N/B
NAAQS
NAC
NEPA
PCC
PM-10, 2.5
RME
RTIP
RTP
S/B
SCAB
SCAG
SCAQMD
SIP

SR
TASAS

Average Daily Traffic

Air Quality Management Program

Aggregate Subbase

Best Available Retrofit Control Technologies
Clean Air Act

California Air Resources Board

California Environmental Quality Act

Code of Federal Regulations

California Highway Patrol

Capital Improvement Plan

Congestion Management Plan

Decibels

Environmental Assessment

Environmental Protection Agency

Federal Highway Administration

Federal Implementation Plan

Highway Capacity Manual

High Occupancy Vehicle

Interstate

Initial Study

Initial Site Assessment

Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
Intelligent Vehicle Highway Systems

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Los Angeles Regional Transportation System
Lean Concrete Base

Level of Service

Major Investment Study

Metropolitan Planning Organization

Million Vehicle Miles

North Bound

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

Noise Abatement Criteria

National Environmental Policy Act

Portland Concrete Cement

Particulate Matter less than 10 (2.5) Microns in diameter
Regional Mobility Element

Regional Transportation Improvement Plan
Regional Transportation Plan

South Bound

Southern California Air Basin

Southern California Association of Governments
Southern California Air Quality Management District
State Implementation Plan

State Route

Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System



VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled



APPENDIX E

NEGATIVE HISTORICAL
PROPERTY SURVEY REPORT



NEGATIVE HPSR FORM

Califormia Department of Transportation ]

1. HIGHWAY PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

District County Route Post Mile Charge Unit | Expenditure Authorization
07 LA IS 26.7/39.4 07168 121800 & 121900
Description:

An Initial Study/Environmental Assessment for an HOV lane addition is in progress for Interstate 5 from the 5/134
Interchange to the 5/118 Interchange. This project proposes widening the freeway in several locations, and the
removal of existing soundwalls that will be replaced.

[ 2. AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS |
Description:
See attached APE map.
Approved by: Robert Cady February 9, 2000

[ 3. SOURCES CONSULTED |

Month/Year
W National Register of Historic Places and updates to September 8, 1993, et al.
O OHP Database of Determinations of Eligibility and updates to:
0 California Register of Historical Resources and updates to:
®m California Historical Landmarks and updates to: 1993
B California Points of Historical Interest and updates to R )
B California Inventory of Historic Resources November 29, 1990
O Caltrans Historic Highway Bridge Inventory
M Archaeological Site Records March 99

South Central Coastal Regional Information Center, University of California, Los Angeles

O Local Historical Society (Names and dates contacted)

O Other (Names and dates)
Los Angeles County Assessor’s Office

’ 4. LIST OF ATTACHED DOCUMENTATION

Archaeological Survey Report (ASR)
Correspondence from SHPO

Post-1945 MOU Short-form HASR

Caltrans Historic Highway Bridge Inventory print-out
Other (Specify)

OOEmOCm

| 5. CALTRANS APPROVALS

| ]
Recommended for Approval: @ L\,LL}.&;\ /{/{7‘_{»\4 A i 2 = ,‘[ “4? O’GO

@ﬁtagc Resource Goeordinator Date
Approved: %ﬁé@ ) 2- /. Pooe
Chief, District Envirorments Date




| 6.  FHWA DETERMINATION

Check one:
O A. No cultural resources are present within or adjacent to the project’s APE.
B B. The only cultural resources present within or adjacent to the project’s APE are:
B Post-1945, Moved or Altered Pre-1945 buildings treated in accordance with the Post-1945 MOU

1 Buildings or structures previously determined ineligible in consultation with the SHPO
O Bridges listed as Category 5 in the Caltrans Historic Highway Bridge Inventory

7. FHWA TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER APPROVAL

Cultural studies are complete and satisfactory. The requirements of 36 CFR 800 have been completed.

(SRR Q 2/14/00

Name 2 Date




HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL SURVEY REPORT - MOU SHORT FORM
California Department of Transportation

I. Highway Project Description
District County Route Post Miles E.A.
07 LA I-5 26.7/39.4; EA121800 & 121900

'. -~ 1L Study;FindL.t[_g:é .-di—.-a-.wzn:&ﬂ’m ._.,:.-..-.,J.’..%ﬂ..,g.._,w-.--" -~ ".--_ _:,;_.____

gl ST i P (o

The properties listed below were found to qualify for treatment under the December 20, 1989
"Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Evaluation of Post-1945 Buildings, Moved Pre-1945
Buildings, and Altered Pre-1945 Buildings," updated to cover post-1950 Buildings. They do not appear
to be eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places because they are:

Post-1945 [X] Moved [] Substantially altered | ]

4\!‘ ——— -—---;-—v e L N LT 5 v . i . :
e R e s SN D LT e

3 ‘”.““t"r;":""f" S
s -‘...n.k.l-'h.‘.nu'.

Properties in APN 26029-30

12680 Tonopah Ave. 9103 Cranford
12286 Tonopah Ave. 9109 Cranford Ave
9071 Cranford Ave. 9115 Cranford
9077 Cranford Ave. 9121 Cranford
9083 Cranford 9125 Cranford

9089 Cranford 9131 Cranford Ave.
9095 Cranford

Properties in APN 2629-27

12800 Wentworth St. 9243 Cranford St.
9201 Cranford St. 12970 Branford St.

9215 Cranford St.



TV. Field Methodol““'" EEELOUUEARRN, T A A e —l
Researcher: Frank Lortie Date June 8, 1999
Signature

The properties in the study area for this project were reviewed

in the field [X] from photographs [ ]
by the architectural historian named above who is specified in the MOU as being qualified to
make the required determination.

e SRR o i

=k i

National Register of Historic Places [x]

SHPO concurrence DOE database [x]
California Inventory of Historic Resources [x]
California Historical Landmarks [x]
California Points of Historical Interest [ ]
Other: Los Angeles County Assessor’s Office
California Highways and Public Works, March-April, 1963, page 33.

F}? L l"’ I\.‘felﬁl:—‘l.;-. WX

nau

Buildings in APN 2629-30 were constructed in 1954.
Buildings in APN 2629-27 constructed after 1963.

R e e s s . R

This report is intended to satisfy the historical aspects of cultural studies and does not reflect
prehistoric archaeological concerns that may need to be addressed as part of a Historic Properties Survey

Report.



HISTORIC ARCHITECTURAL SURVEY REPORT-MOU SHORT FORM

California Department of Transportation

L Highway Project Description

District  County Route  Post Miles EA Charge Unut
07 LA I-5 26.7/39.4 121800 & 121900 07168

II. Study Findings

The properties listed below were found to qualify for treatment under the December
20, 1989 “Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Evaluation of Post-1945
Buildings, Moved Pre-1945 Buildings, and Altered Pre-1945 Buildings,” as updated in
the “Interim Post-1945 MOU Guidelines,” of July 7, 1997. They do not appear to be
eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places because they are:

Post-1945 [X] Moved [ ] Substantially altered [ ]
M.  Property Addresses
APN Address Year Built
2449-037-011 N. Front Street 1966-1968
Burbank, CA
2453-026-021 S. Bonnywood Place 1982
Burbank, CA
Burbank Electrical Maintenance Station 1960
Flower Street and W. Providencia Avenue
Burbagk, CA

IV.  Field Methodology

Date:

7720 & February 11, 2000

The properties in the study area for this project were reviewed

in the field [ ] from photographs [X]

by the architectural historian named above who is specified in the MOU as being
qualified to make the required determination. '




VL

VII.

VIIL

Sources Consulted
National Register of Historic Places, updates to September 8, 1993, et al. [x]

SHPO concurrence DOE database [ ]

California Inventory of Historic Resources, updates to November 29, 1990 [x]
California Historic Landmarks, updates to 1993 [x]

California Points of Historical Interest, updates to 1992 [x]

Other: Los Angeles County Assessor’s Office

Results of Research
All buildings in the Area of Potential Effect were constructed after 1954.

Remarks

This report is intended to satisfy the historical aspects of cultural studies and does
not reflect prehistoric archaeological concerns that may need to be addressed as part

of a Historic Properties Survey Report.

Attached documentation

A.Maps
Project Location[] Project Viamty[] APE [X]
US.GS.[] Quad: Date:
Sketch Map(s) [ ]

B. Photographs [ ] Date:
C. Other



State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

Memorandum

To: JINOUS SALEH - D7 Date:
Senior Environmental Planner
Environmental Planning Branch

June,14 1999

FileNo.  07-LA-05
PM 26.7/39.4
EA 121800 &
121900

From: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM - MS27

Subject: Environmental Assessment for HOV Lane Construction

Pursuant to your request of March 31, 1999, 18 buildings on the east side of
Interstate 5 on Tonopah Avenue, Cranford Avenue, Wentworth Street, Cranford
Street, and Branford Street were surveyed in the field in April 1999. Information
provided by your office indicated that properties on Tonopah Avenue and Cranford
Avenue were constructed in 1954, and information gathered at Headquarters
verified that the buildings on Wentworth Street, Cranford Street, and Branford
Street were built sometime after 1963. Since the properties in both areas are not
50 years old, they do not have to be formally evaluated and can be treated in
accordance with the Interim Guidelines to the December 20, 1989 “Memorandum
of Understanding Regarding Evaluation of Post-1950 Buildings, Moved Pre-1950

Buildings and Altered Pre-1950 Buildings.”

Attached is a copy of the “Historic Architectural Survey Report — MOU Short
Form” treating the eighteen buildings discussed above. This will document the
review of these structures for the environmental compliance process and should
accompany the other environmental documents for this project.

This short form is intended to satisfy the historical aspects of cultural studies and
does not reflect prehistoric archaeological concerns that may need to be addressed

as a part of a Historic Properties Survey Report.

Please let us know within 10 days of receipt of this report if you think any changes
are needed. The document will be considered to be in draft form unit that time
period has passed, unless you approve it earlier. If you have any questions please

call Frank Lortie at CALNET 8-453-0716.

G L
SHEILA MONE, Chief
Cultural Studies Office

Attachment



Department of Transportation

NEGATIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT
DPD-EP-25 (Rev 2/83)
[. HIGHWAY PROJECT DESCRIPTION

DISTRICT - COUNTY - ROUTE - POST MILE -CHARGE UNIT- EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION
07 - LA - 5 -26.7/39.4- 07-173- - 121800+ 121900

DESCRIPTION:
It is proposed to add High Occupancy vehicle lanes in the center median of Route 5 from the 5/134

Interchange to the Route 5/118 Interchange. While most of the work is within state-owned right-of-way,
some widening outside the right-of-way will occur on the northbound side of Route 5 between Lankershim

Boulevard and Osborne Street in the City of Los Angeles.

II. STUDY FINDINGS

No prehistoric or historic archaeological sites were located within the project area. Should cultural
materials be uncovered during construction, it is Caltrans policy to discontinue work in the area of the find
until the material can be evaluated by a Caltrans archaeologist (Environmental Handbook, Volume 2,
Chapter 7, Section 7-8). Should project plans change to include unsurveyed areas, additional

archaeological reconnaissance will be required.

HI. INTRODUCTION
NAME(S) OF SURVEYOR(S) QUALIFICATIONS DATES OF FIELD WORK
Gary Iverson B.A. Anthropology Non-continuous dates from
7 + years experience in March 2to 15, 1999

California archaeology (total of 5days of field survey)

PRESENT ENVIRONMENT
The project lies within an highly urbanized area which contains no natural vegetation, and only minimal
land features that were present before the construction on Route 5 remain (Figure | ).

ETHNOGRAPHY
The project is located in the ethnographic and historic territory which is traditionally identified as
being inhabited by the Gabrielino/Tongva. (see Krober; and Bean and Smith).

[V. SOURCES CONSULTED
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES - 1979, 1989, et al.

CALIFORNIA INVENTORY OF HISTORIC RESOURCES - 1976

CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL LANDMARKS - 1992 (update 1993)

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE RECORDS - 01/11/99 (South Central Coastal Regional Information Center,
University of California, Los Angeles)

OTHER -




RESULTS: The South Central Coastal Regional Information Center at UCLA record search found that no
previously known archaeological sites are recorded in the project Area of Potential Effect

V. FIELD METHODS

Survey methodology included a windshield survey ot most of the area, with walkover survey of areas in
areas that contain landscaped vegetation and areas outside the state-owned right-of-way. See Area of

Potential Effect (APE) maps (pages | to 3) for area studied.

VI. REMARKS

None
VII. CERTIFICATION
Gary Iverson Caltrans, District 7, Staff Archaeologist
Preparer Title
Signature / DZ}l@ /
VIII. MAPS

DISTRICT LOCATION / USGS / Burbank, California 1966 (Photorevised 1972) and Van Nuys,

California 1966 (Photorevised 1972), and San Fernando, California 1966 (Photorevised 1988).
Quadrangle Names

IX. PHOTOGRAPHS
) No (X ) Attached (Optional)

Yes (

X. BIBLIOGRAPHY

Krober, Alfred L.
1925 Handbook of the Indians of California. Smithsonian Institution, Bureau of American Ethnology

Bulletin 78. Washington D.C.

Bean, Lowell John and Charles R. Smith
1978 Gabrielino. In: Handbook of North American Indians Volume 8: California. Edited by’

R.F. Heizer, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C.




State of California

Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

Memorandum

To:

From:

Subject:

Garrett Damrath, Environmental Planner Date: January 5, 2000

District 7, Office of Environmental Planning
' FileNo.. 07-LA-5-PM 26.7/39.4

HOV lane addition from
134 Interchange to 118

Interchange
EA 121800+121900

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Gary Iverson, District 7 Archaeologist
Office of Environmental Planning

Second Archaeological Review of Proposed Project

A Second Archaeological Review was conducted for the above referenced project. The result
of this Archaeological Review lead to the finding that no known archaeological site(s) exist
directly within the Area of Potential Effect for this project. This finding is based on
information previously collected at the Regional Information Center at UCLA, a Negative
Archaeological Survey Report (NASR) prepared on March 15, 1999 for this project (the study
area in this NASR encompasses the project change area), and a search through other records in

the office.

If during project construction cultural materials appear, work will stop in the immediate area.
The District 7 Archaeologist will be notified upon such discovery, and appropriate measures
will be performed to mitigate the impacts to the resource. Work may only resume with

approval from the Caltrans Archaeologist.

If the project strategies change again or the Area of Potential Effect is again altered, the
changes will need to be reviewed again for potential impacts to cultural resources before
construction can start. Please contact me if you have any further questions at (213) 897-3818.

Sy erse

Gary Iverson, Archaeologist
Office of Environmental Planning
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APPENDIX F

STATE HISTORICAL PRESERVATION
OFFICER CONCURRENCE LETTER



STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
P.O. BOX 942896

SACRAMENTO, CA 94296-0001

(916) 653-6624  Fax: (916) 653-9824

calshpo@ohp.parks.ca.gov

July 5, 2000
Reply To: FHWAQ00614D

Michael G. Ritchie, Division Administrator
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
California Division

980 Ninth Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814-2724

Re: Determinations of Eligibility and Effect for the I-5 HOV Lane Improvement from Route
134 to Route 118 in the cities of Burbank, Glendale, and Los Angeles, CA

Dear Mr. Ritchie:

You have provided me with the results of your efforts to determine whether the project
described above may affect historic properties. You have done this, and are consulting
with me, in order to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
and implementing regulations codified at 36 CFR Part 800.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that there are no
archeological sites within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). Twenty-one properties
were treated under the 1989 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Regarding
Evaluation of Post-1945 Buildings, Moved Pre-1945 Buildings and Altered Pre-1945
buildings, Updated in the Interim Post-1945 Guidelines of July 7, 1997. FHWA has also
determined that no historic properties will be affected by this undertaking.

Based on review of the submitted documentation, | have the following comments:

1) The project’s area of potential effect (APE) is defined appropriately.

2) The cultural resource studies conducted to date are adequate.

3) None of the properties within the project's APE are eligible for the NRHP.
4) No historic properties will be affected by this project.

Thank you for considering historic properties during project planning. If you have any
questions, please call Natalie Lindquist at (916) 654-0631 or e-mail at

nlind@ohp.parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

/\

Daniel Abeyta, Acting
State Historic Preservation Officer




APPENDIX G

TITLE VI
STATEMENT



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
1120 N STREET

P. 0. BOX 942873
SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
PHONE (916) 654-5267

FAX (916) 654-6608

July 26, 2000

TITLE VI
POLICY STATEMENT

The California State Department of Transportation under Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and related statutes, ensures that no person in the State of California shall,
on the grounds of race, color, sex and national origin be excluded from participation
in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any

program or activity it administers.

JEFF éORALES

Director



APPENDIX H

RESIDENTIAL & COMMERCIAL
PROPERTY ACQUISITIONS



Table H-1: Residential Acquisitions

L ocation APN Acquisition Property Address Land Use Property Description
9071 Cranford Ave 3 bed/2 ba; 1275 sf
2629-029-020 :
Full Pacoima SFR 1954; tenant occ
2629-029-019 Full 9077 Cranford Ave Pacoima SFR 3 bed/_2 ba, 1264 <f
1954; owner occ
9083 Cranford Ave 3 bed/2 ba; 1261 sf
2629-029-018 :
Full Pacoima SFR 1954; tenant occ
2629-029-017 Full 9089 Cranford Ave Pacoima SFR 3 bed/2 ba, 1264 &f
1954; owner occ
9095 Cranford Ave 3 bed/2 ba; 1264 sf
2629-029-022 .
Full Pacoima SFR 1954; tenant occ
Northbound side . 3 bed/2 ba; 1657 sf
of Interstate 5 at 2629-029-021 Full 9103 Cranford Ave Pacoima SFR 1054: OWner occ
SR-170 :
9109 Cranford Ave 5 bed/3 ba; 2162 sf
Interch 2629-029-026 .
nterchange Full Pacoima SFR 1954; owner occ
Route 170to 118 . 3 bed/2 ba; 1261 f
Alternative 3 2629-029-023 Full 9115 Cranford Ave Pacoima SFR 1954: owner oce
. 3 bed/2 ba; 1222 sf
2629-029-025 Full 9121 Cranford Ave Pacoima SFR 1954: owner 0ce
9125 Cranford Ave 3 bed/2 ba; 1264 sf
2629-029-024 :
Full Pacoima SFR 1954; owner occ
2629-029-010 Full 9131 Cranford Ave Pacoima SFR 3 bed/_2 ba; 1393 <f
1954; owner occ
2629-031-002 Full 12680 Tonopah St Arleta SFR 3 bed/2 ba, 1264 sf
1954; owner occ
2629-031-001 Full 12686 Tonopah St Arleta SFR 3 bed/2 ha; 1264 of

1954; owner occ




Table H-2: Business Acquisitions

. I Building Area/ :
L ocation APN Acquisition Property Address Land Use Uniits Displaced BusinessName
Golden State
Partial* 12990 Branford St. Pacoima Business Park Business park
Pacoima
Unit A Commercial Pink Horses & Cows
Unit B Crys_tal A_erospace
Engineering, Inc.
Unit C Light Industry MND Engineering
Unit D Commercial Michael Esgate Co.
Unit E Light Industry Wilson Engineering
Unit F Commercial Studio 12990
2629-027-011 Unit G Light Industry 89,288 sft/16 Units Singl eton_ Fire
Southeast Protection
Quadrant of Unit H Commercial M & W Sprint
Interstate 5 at Unit | Commercial Juicy
Branford St. UnitJ Commercial Armina
Interchange Unit K Commercial Rosies Cushions
Unit L Commercial Cdl
Route170t0 118 Unit M Commercial Dean Security
Alternative 3 Unit N Light Industry Custom Designs
Unit O Commercial Jessica's Fashions
Unit P Commercial Cdlifornia Ent. Inc.
Natural QilsInt'l
2629-027-010 Full 9243 Cranford Ave., Pacoima Light Industry 27,420 sgft/1 Unit Flexible Alternatives,
Inc.
2629-020-009 Full 9215 Cranford Ave., Pacoima Light Industry 24,970 sqft/2 Units Lloyd Design Corp.
Lloyd Mats
2629-027-008 Full 9201 Cranford Ave., Pacoima Light Industry 13,920 sgft/1 Unit Industrial Business
2629-027-006 Full 12800 Wentworth St., Pacoima | Light Industry | 68,530 sqft/1-Unit AN's Distribution

Corporation




Table H-2: Business Acquisitions

. I Building Area/ :
L ocation APN Acquisition Property Address Land Use . . BusinessName
q perty Units Displaced
Northbound side 2453-026-021 Full 599 S. Bonnywood Place Light Industry Peterson Machinery
of I-5@ Burbank Inc.
Providencia
overhead
. . Caltrans Electrical
Route 134 to 170 2453-042-? Partial Transportation Maintenance Yard
Alternative 2,
2A, 3 &3A

* Note: Some of the businesses located in the Golden State Business Park will be subject to displacement. The exact number of
dislocations will be determined during the PS& E stage of design.
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February 26, 1998

Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief
Environmental Planning Branch
CALTRANS, District 7

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, California 90012-3606

Chief Kosinski,

T am writing to express my support for development of an HOV lane on the stretch of
Interstate 5 between Route 134 and at least Route 118 if not further to the North. I've
been commuting to work on this route for nearly a decade now and I believe the volume
of traffic certainly justifies such action to help alleviate some congestion now and in the
near future. With enormous new residential developments already approved by the
County of Los Angeles in the vicinity of the City of Santa Clarita, traffic will most
assuredly reach unbearable levels unless preparations are made now to accommodate the
growth. I applaud your efforts and urge the addition of HOV lanes as soon as possible.
At the present time I travel in a 4-person carpool and feel very confident my co-workers
would echo my opinion on this matter. I am pleased with the success of HOV lanes
elsewhere in Los Angeles and Orange Counties and trust we will continue to take positiv

steps toward solutions to our overcrowded highways.

c

Sincerely,
]

John Davidson
25809 Rana Drive
Santa Clarita, California 91355-2425



HAVE been warning us about for year )

Fred A. Bender
5328 Goodland Avenue
North Hollywood, California 91607
(818) 761-9130

Wednesday, Jan. 28, 1996

Dear Mr. Kosinski,
Though it may not be in your district, we endured a harrowing

south-bound trip through Sepulveda Pass yesterday morning that
oLk

gave us pause about where we are going with ,ar transportation

system. Our afternoon trip home, incidentally, again forced us

onto an alternate route.

Thirty-six years ago, before there was a "405", I negotiated

the Pass daily on my commute from Van Nuys to the Hughes plant in

Culver City. We seem to be back to square one, only worse!

wWhat we are seeing is what demographers and sociologists

s, abeut the population explosion.

when we factor in affluence that spawns more and bigger vehicleé,

it's small wonder that there isn't more "road rage."

The latest planning fiasco is the "Getty" and it goes much

beyond the edifice on the hill. Below it are a number of new

condos that fly in the face of good planning. Now, at the top of

\ 4 .
the Pass, there is another traffic adder being constructed: Milken

High School. Unbelievable.

We are choking on people, cars, and "progress,” and resort

0]
to "Band Aids." 1Is there no stopping it?

~———_Sincerely yours,

—fasd)

(An ex-motor enthusiast)

W -



REPLY MESBA NO. S102R3 0795

JOHN 1. HUNGERFORD

REORDER FROM
BUSINESS ENVELOPES
P.O. BOX 517. THOROFARE, NJ s
CALL TOLL FREE 1-800-275-4400: FAX 1-800-605

IR

URGENT SECOND REQUES

REPLY REQUESTED FOR YOUR APPRC

DINERN

R 5742 PENFIELD AVENUE =

@ WOODLAND HILS, CAUFORNIA 913676995 —

M (818) 348-8044 ACTION REQUIRED A

Rouald T kosisbych e [ =
NS SR u_I;/( @[&uuu\ﬁ R voacs W SUB%T (=€ |
g cab¥oudt . Rt 7 S HoU Lonly

V2.0 $-6 P‘C( e 47'ﬁ_
Lb e@ Cﬁ_ Q‘wlz-%‘“ r..-s.-_”..:’{» ':5.-' ﬂJ' T ﬁr w.’ﬁ:’)\‘—-ﬁh m- ‘3.&:;&%“"-‘*-‘1‘-: &

MESSAGE )

A Bcb« M&,_h\é_éﬂtuﬁ_‘s_u
REPLY

NO. $102R3, BUSINESS ENVELOPES: TO REORDER CALL: 1-800-275-4400

7




Jerry F. Piro

8600 Robert Avenue, Sun Valley, California 91352 (818) 767-8677

February 6, 1998

Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief
Environmental Planning Branch
CALTRANS, DISTRICT 7

120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012-3606

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

1997 that a sound wall

The Daily News reported on November 3,
lanes of the

would be built on the north and south-bound
Golden State Freeway (I-5) from the Ventura Freeway to South
of Sunland Blvd. The North or East) side of the freeway
between Sundland Blvd. and Penrose Street offramps needs a
sound wall, trees, and vegetation not only for the noise but
also to conceal the ugly heavy construction equiptment there.

Now I see your notice in the L.A. Times, on January 28, 1998,
that you're going to widen the Golden State Freeway from the
Ventura Freeway to the Simi Valley Freeway one lane in each
direction. This is a good time for my request to install a
sound wall, trees, and vegetation to block the noise and

pollution.
Sincerely, ;§j¢
Jerry F. Piro \Sg

P.S. It would be both enVvironmentally and financially

beneficial to control planning and zoning laws at all levels
The need for bigger freeways, drainage,

all comes from overpopulating southern

of government.
water, etc., etc.
California!

/I/VI:PI '

AN



February 2, 1998

Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief
Environmental Planning Branch
Caltrans, District 7

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Dear Mr. Kosinski,
I would like to be included in the proposed I-5 HOV lane project mailing list.

Sincerely,

o

Ralph Herman
730 S. Griffith Park Drive
Burbank, CA 91506-3004



=
edr CalTrans:
-5y 118 HOV Lanes:
I worry about traffic pile ups in the area & lack of sufficent
roadspace & detours for Traffic.
Whole sections of Burbank will need Wider signage for detours

on this project & can impact local traffic alone.

The HOV lanes should then head West on 118 to Simi Valley.

ALL Buses must use HOV.

I urge removal of whole buildings IF any in right of way

to remove blight on route IF bldg is dated & unused.

Clear signs should estd acess to the Airport.

While building the HOV, can CalTrans improve I5 overall since

.the freeway is pocked by potholes & is uneven thus more wear

& tear on cars & tires alone for drivers, in effect Smooth

» out I5 N/S on HOV run,or sections that need smoothing over.

I5 near the Mall is very bad and in Decay,unless Minor retrofit

is done, I urge doing 2 jobs at same time to save §.

Worx should be done at PM hours.

Sensors & arrays can be setup to tie section into LA Freeway

Control system even more.

Off ramps can be widened & quake proofed IF needbe.
e

Truck routes rerouted to companies for plani planning too.

e Mo s

sSse
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~_>. STEVE D. MILLER
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STEVE D. MILLE
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Suzy Andrews
601 Tufts Ave.
Burbank, CA 91504

January 28, 1998

Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski

Chief

Environmental Planning Branch
CALTRANS, DISTRICT 7

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Your proposed high occupancy vehicle lane on Route 5 between Route 134 and
Route 118 sounds like a good idea. But, the true need is a West bound ramp from the 5
to the 134 and a North bound ramp from the 134 to the 5. This would alleviate the
congestion of cars on the streets of Burbank looking for these routes.

I would love to hear your thoughts on this idea and your proposal.

Suzy Andrews ;
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Mr. Tony Harris, Director
Department of Transportation
District 7

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012 i A e T . i
g 1RERE

Dear Tony,

I received your letter, dated December 15, 1997, regarding the initiation of formal studies
for improvements of a portion of Interstate 5 between Route 134 and Route 118. As this
section of the freeway cuts through the center of the 43" Assembly District, I would like
to draw your attention to several issues of particular importance regarding any proposed

improvements.

If a High Occuparicy Vehicle (HOV) lane is added to Interstate 5, it is critical that the

be added, also. In addition to the calls of dozens of frustrated

requisite soundwalls
in the south

residents who live adjacent to the 5 Freeway (in areas from Western Avenue
to Penrose in Sun Valley), and whose quality of life is severely impacted by freeway - .
noise, there is also a unique situation on the west side of the 5 just north of Alameda.

Elmwood Avenue is the site of a major community improvement program of the City of
Burbank. The street has had a history of gang violence and has always topped the list of
city locations for police activity. To address this problem, the City has spent millions of
dollars rehabilitating several apartment buildings and landscaping the entire cul-de-sac.
In addition, they created The Elmwood Achievement Center, an exceptional program for
the children who live in this section of town. My office has had an active involvement
with the Achievement Center throughout the year. Furthermore, in 1998, Habitat for
Humanity will be building several structures on Elmwood Avenue.

One of the key issues in maintaining the quality of life, and indeed the safety of the
Elmwood residents, is a soundwall. Beyond just the incessant traffic noise (As you
know, Interstate 5 has particularly heavy truck usage), in the past, shootings have
occurred in the cul-de-sac with the perpetrators easily escaping to the freeway. [ would
hope that any improvements along this stretch of freeway would include a full

complement of soundwalls.

Printed on Recycled Paper



CHAIR:
JOINT LEGISLATIVE

STATE CAPITOL :
P.O. BOX 942849
SACRAMENTO. CA 94249-0001 gy Bmhl AUOIT COMMITTEE
(916) 445-8364
COMMITTEES:
= > ONSUMER PROTECTION
DISTRICT OFFICE alal’f qr l f c
109 E. HARVARD STREET, SUITE 305 mornia CiBgtg Jiure GOVERNMENTAL EFFICIENCY AND
GLENDALE, CA 91205 - ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
(818) 240-6330 EDUCATION
TT WILDMA HEALTH
300 E. OLIVE AVENUE, SUITE 102 SCO LDMAN PUBLIC EMPLOYEES, RETIREMENT
' . ASSEMBLYMEMBER, FORTY-THIRD DISTRICT AND SOCIAL SECURITY

BURBANK, CA 91502
(818) 295-3880 SELECT COMMITTEE ON
SCHOOL SAFETY

The other issue of importance is, as you know, the connector between the southbound 5
and the westbound 134 (and vice versa). This is a critical component of this area’s
transportation needs and requires careful study and full integration with the needs of the
cities of Burbank and Glendale. I am confident that the Department of Transportation
will actively seek and thoughtfully consider the input of all concerned.

Again, Tony, thank you for initiating this outreach, and thank you for your assistance in
the past. I wish you the best of holidays and a very happy New Year.

Sincerely,

it —

Scott Wildman
Assemblymember
43" District

SW:wh

Printed on Recycled Paper



State of California—Business, Transportation and Housing Agency PETE WILSON, Govemor

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL @

Altadena Area

2130 Windsor Avenue
Aitadena, CA 91001
(626) 296-8100

(800) 735-2929 (TT/TDD)
(800) 735-2922 (Voice)

January 5, 1998

File No.: 575.3787.10157

Mr. Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief
Office of Environmental Planning

Caltrans
120 S. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

I am responding to your announcement letter regarding the planned improvements to a portion of
Interstate 5 between SR 134 and SR 118 in Los Angeles County. While we are responsible for
patrolling this portion of the freeway, we do not have existing facilities or plan development in the

study area.

Please be advised that any future correspondence regarding improvements or projects to this
portion of I-5 should be sent to the CHP Altadena Area at the address_ listed above, rather than

the CHP West Valley office.

Sincerely,

R. C. CALDWELL, éé;t%

Commander



-

o (jlendale caLiFornia

. (818) 548-3960
FAX (818) 409-7027

633 East Broadway, Room 300, Glendale, CA 91206-4384

January 16, 1998
Public Works

Division . . .
TRAFFIC AND Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief
TRANSPORTATION Office of Environmental Planning

SECTION Caltrans

120 S. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: 07-LA-5, PM 26.7/39.4
Route 134 to Route 118
Widening for HOV Lanes
EA 121800 and 121900

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The City of Glendale is anticipating major growth in the I-5 corridor in
Glendale specifically between the 134 Freeway and the northerly city limits.
Please be advised that the city is currently studying the 134/San Fernando
Road/Fairmont Avenue Interchange modification as part of PSR EA 07186-
17870K currently in progress. We are additionally studying the I-5/Western
Avenue interchange also as part of PSR EA 07186-17870K currently in
progress. These interchange modifications are based on traffic projections for
year 2010 using land use projections in the San Fernando Road Corridor

area.

Any improvements in the I-5 corridor clearly need to consider the above
studies and the following issues:

o Future overall growth in the Glendale and Burbank.

Redevelopment areas along San Fernando Road.

e All interchanges modifications along I-5 in Glendale.
The potential for a2 SB I-5 to WB 134 interchange connection.
Future construction of the I-5/Western Avenue interchange (SB on-

of-off)

The City of Glendale appreciates the opportunity to work with Caltrans on
this important project for regional travel needs. Please coordinate your study
with Mr. Jano Baghdanian, Traffic & Transportation Administrator for

Glendale.

Sincerely,

rry/14. Morfor
Director of Public Works

cc: Jano Baghdanian, Traffic & Transportation Administrator
KLM:DM:ar @

pAINTED ON AECTCLED P2




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
Telephone: (626) 458-5100
ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

HARRY W. STONE, Director

March 4, 1998
IN REPLY PLEASE P D_ 5

REFER TO FILE:

Mr. Tony Harris, District Director
District 7, Department of Transportation

120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attention Ronald J. Kosinski

Dear Mr. Harris:

INTERSTATE 5 BETWEEN ROUTE 134 AND ROUTE 118
INITIATION OF STUDY

We have received your letter reguesting that we inform you of any
facilities or plan development in the subject study area.

the - Department of Public Works has

Within the project area,
For detailed

regional flood control and storm drain facilities.
plan information on existing facilities, your staff may visit the
Department’s Plan Room or contact them at (626) 458-7997. ' To
coordinate the modification of these facilities, please contact

Lance Grindle at (626) 458-3129.

Also, the Department has approved a planning study for a future
storm drain along Osborne Street beneath Interstate 5.

Following is a list of projects in the study area that are either
proposed or under construction:

Cash Contract 8294
Burbank Boulevard Over Lake Street and Union Pacific Railroad,

Et Al.
Bridge Seismic Retrofit - Thomas Guide page 533-F7

Status: Presently Under Construction

Cash Contract 6484
Olive Avenue Over Golden State Freeway and Southern Pacific

Railroad
Bridge Seismic Retrofit - Thomas Guide page 533-H7

Status: Advertising Pending



Mr. Tony Harris
March 4, 1998
Page 2

Cash Contract 8426
San Fernando Road Over Verdugo Wash

Bridge Seismic Retrofit - Thomas Guide page 564-C4
Status: This project was combined with the above-mentioned

Burbank Boulevard Over Lake Street project.
will start construction on this project some time after

April 15, 1998.

The contractor

If you have

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the study.

any questions regarding our comments,
Lehto at (626) 458-3962.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

NALD J. ORNEE
Deputy Direc#or

DL :mdc
P:\PDPUB\PUBLIC\SECTRANS\CALTSRE.WPD

Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky

cc:
Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich

please contact Ms.



City oF Los ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF

CALIFORNIA
. TRANSPORTATION
221 N. FIGUEROA STREET. SUITE sop
LOS ANGELES. CA 30012
(213) 5801177
FAX. 1213) S80-1188

THOMAS R CONNER
GENEAAL MANAGER

January 15, 1998

Mr. Ronald Kasinski, Chief
Office of Environmental Planning

Caltrans
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Mr. Kasinski:
INTERSTATE 5 BETWEEN ROUTE 134 AND ROUTE 118

This is in response to your letter dated December 15, 1997 informing us that Caltrans js initiating a study
for adding High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes to the I-5 Freeway between Route 134 and Route 118.

From a telephone conversation with Barbara Pilolla of your staff, we learned that you are in the process 7=
of preparing a Project Report for this proposed project. Since the major portion of this reach of I-5 is ) -
within the City of Los Angeles, we request that you keep us informed regarding progress on the study, 1 e
and that you allow us the opportunity to review, and, as appropriate, comment on the draft report. We

will gladly provide any support that you may require.

Please address future correspondence regarding this project to me:

Haripal Vir, Senior Transportation Engineer
Project Development Division

Department of Transportation

205 South Broadway, Suite 408

Los Angeles, California 90012

Thank you for informing us regarding this important traffic study.

Sincerely,

W u
Haripal S. Vir
Senior Transportation Engineer

a:ivi24

c: Allyn Ritkin (w .encl.)
Irwin Chodash (w. encl.)

AN .EQ.UAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY — AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER Recyciecie Jrd mede wom reCyCied wat @



APPENDIX J

LAYOUTSFOR ROUTE 134 TO 170
ALTERNATIVE 2
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APPENDIX L

EXOTIC INVASIVE SPECIES



APPENDIX L - Exotic invasive species that are not native to California that should not
be used for planting on California Department of Transportation right-of-ways due to

potential adverse effects on native ecosystems.

Scientific Name
(origin)

Aptnia cordifolia

(So. Africa)

Arctotheca calendula
(So. Africa)

Artothca stoechadifolia
(So. Africa)
Carpobrotus edulis
(So. Africa)
Carpobrotuus chinenisis
(So. Africa)

Cistus spp.

(Europe)

Cytisus spp.

(Europe)

Coreopsis gigantiea

(no. Cal-hybridizes w/so. Cal sea

dahlia)

Cortaderia spp.
(Chile/Argentina)
Dimor photheca sinata
(So. Africa)
Drosanthemum spp.
(So. Africa)
Eucalyptus globosus
(Austraia)

Ganzania linearis

(So. Africa)

Genista spp.

(Canary Idands)
Hedrera helix
(Eurasia)
Lampranthus coccineus
(So. Africa)
Malephora crocea
((So. Africa)
Osteospermum eclonis
(So. Africa)
Pennisetum spp.
(Africa)

Common Name

dew plant

capeweed

large-flowered African daisy
hottentot fig

sea fig

rock rose

Scotish or Spainish broom

giant seadahlia

pampas grass
cape marigold
rosea ice plant
blue gum
ganzania

broom

English ivy

ice plant

croceum ice plant
African daisy

fountain grass

Family

Aizoaceae
Astersacese
Astersaceae
Aizoaceae
Aizoaceae
Cistaceae
Fabaceae

Asteraceae

Poaceae
Asteracese
Aizoaceae
Myrtaceae
Asteracese
Fabaceae
Ardliaceae
Aizoaceae
Aizoacese
Asteracese

Poaceae



APPENDIX L (cont.) - Exotic invasive species that are not native to California that
should not be used for planting on California Department of Transportation right-of-ways
due to potential adverse effects on native ecosystems.

Scientific Name
(origin)

Schinus molle

(So. America)

Schinus terebinthifolius
(So. America)

Spartium junceum
(Mediterranian)
Trifolium fragiferum
(Europe)

Trilolium hirtum 'Hyron'
(cultivar?)

Vinca major

(Europe)

Common Name

Peruvian pepper tree
Brazilian pepper tree
Spanish broom
strawberry clover
hyron rose clover

greater periwinkle

Family

Anacardiaceae
Anacardiaceae
Fabaceae
Fabaceae
Fabaceae

Apocynaceae
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PROCEEDINGS

* k% *

PAI-KAI WANG: Good evening, everybody. My
name is Pai-Kai Wang. I am a project manager for
Caltrans District 7.

Before I make the opening statement, I would
1ike to introduce the staff from Caltrans. To my right
is Jinous Saleh. She is for Environmental Planning.
And seated next to her is Gajraj Tyagi. He is from
Design. And sitting next to Tyagi is Pat Sullivan, who
is also from Design. And over there is Lorna Foster.
She is for Right-of-Way. Any questions regarding
relocation, you can talk with her. And sitting next to
the door is Joe Brazile.

If anybody wants to speak, if you would £fill
out an information card first, then you can come over
and then speak.

The purpose of today's hearing is to give the
public an opportunity to review and comment on the
proposed I-5 HOV-lane project from 134 to 118.

What we would like to do is, we are going to
put in one additional HOV lane in the median in each
direction. And in the meantime, we will calculate in
the same number of general purpose lanes. With that, we
can reduce traffic congestion and maintain the level of
service -- the current level of service for the year

3
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2020.

The proposed HOV lane, which is
high-occupancy-vehicle lane or car-pool lane, actually
consists of two projects; one project from 134 to 170 --
you can see the design this way on my left side -- and
then there is another project from 170 to 118. It's on
my right side. The first project is 9.3 miles. The
second project is about 3.4 miles long.

For each -- for the first project, 170 to 118,
we have five alternatives. The first is the no-build
alternative. And then we have Alternatives 2 and 3, and
Alternatives 2A and 3A. 2 and 3 are very similar, and
2A and 3A are very similar. Alternative 3 is preferred,
and we have the displays in the back.

For this project, we have three alternatives.
Alternative 1 is the no-build alternative, Alternative 2
and 3, and 3 is also our preferred alternative.

For the preferred alternative, we have inside
and outside widening within the existing right-of-way.
There will be some right-of-way acquisition, some
modification of the structure. Generally we could have
a new strucdture on the city -- Burbank Boulevard
over-crossing. The existing one would be replaced and
rebuilt. And, also, we can do -- replace 5/170

connector. We are going to put a new one for HOV

connector and put another for 5/170 for the general

public's lane.
We are going to build a soundwall along the

4
BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES, INC. (888) 326-5900



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

side of the freeway in most of the residential areas.
We would put an HOV bypass lane.

The total cost-for the preferred alternative
for the first project, the 134 to 170, is $115 million.
and from 170 to 118, the cost is $91 million.

The construction time for 134 to 170, I think,
will begin in the middle of 2004, and the construction
will end in the spring of 2007.

The second project, 170 to 118, will begin
construction September 2004 and end in the middle of
2007.

The funding for these projects for design and
developmental work is from the State Special Funding.
And the construction, we are looking for the money from
MTA. They have a program they call bi-annual "Call for
Project."

And we are going to let the public review the
project until September 8th of this year. And we are
anticipating environmental work will be approved by
October 2000.

With that, I am going to give time for Pat.

Pat is going to talk about the detailed design of her

project.

PAT SULLIVAN: Good evening.

Our project is from the 134 to 170 interchange,
approximately 10 miles. We have one HOV lane in each

direction and four multi-use lanes in each direction.

And this project includes soundwalls.

5
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We have five options. The first option is a
no-build option --

STEVE DEVORKIN: Excuse us. Excuse us. The
court reporter can't hear you. Would you put the

microphone closer to your mouth?

Thank you

PAT SULLIVAN: Okay. Thank you.

We have five options.

Is that better?

Option 1 is a no-built option. Option 2 and
Option 3 are similar to each other in concept. Option 2
includes extensive use of nonstandard lanes, which are

11-foot-wide lanes. Option 3 includes freeway widening
with more areas of 12 -- standard 12-foot lanes. For

either option the outside lane is always 12 foot.

Option 2A and Option 3A are similar in concept.
Option -- they involve reconstruction and redesign of
the southbound ramps at Burbank Boulevard. This is a

design for programs that would -- the end of which would
be at the frontage road just south of Burbank Boulevard.
The preferred option at this time is Option 3.

So I will take you through the project from the
Los Angeles River to Providencia. Option 3 includes
widening of the freeway, 1l2-foot lanes. The structures
will be widened on the outside and across the median.
Right now they are two separate structures, so that
median would be widened. At Western and Alameda, the
outside widening would be between the main lane and

6
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connector road.

At Western Avenue there is another project, and
you might have noticed é small plan below the large one.
That's the Western Avenue project. It isn't clear
whether that will go before our project or slightly
after. But that will be constructed, and it will be
fully integrated and compatible with our project. But
it's not a part of our project today.

The Providencia overhead, which is the
structure over the railroad, that will be widened to
improve stopping sight distance, which is the distance
required to stop for an obstacle in the roadway as soon
as you see it.

The pedestrian over-crossing, which is at the
north side of the Providencia overhead, will be
reconstructed, but exact positioning of that isn't known
right now at this time.

Providencia to Burbank Boulevard, we are not
widening the freeway in that area on any option, and
that's to accommodate refusing the existing Olive Avenue
structure and the Magnolia structure.

Let me backtrack one moment. Between the Los
Angeles River and Providencia, Option 2 would involve
nonstandard, 11-foot lanes with no widening of the

freeway. For Option 3, the soundwalls would be rebuilt

to accommodate the freeway widening on Option 3.

At Burbank Boulevard -- for all options, there

will be a new Burbank structure to provide a

7
BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES, INC. (888) 326-5900



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

16-and-a-half-foot standard vertical clearance from the
freeway to the structure. That structure will be built
to accommodate any futufe widenings of the freeway in
the Valley Concept Report. And reconstruction of that
bridge will provide a structured staging and will
provide a service during construction so that you can
still pass from one side to the other. We haven't
defined exactly right now how we are going to do that,
but service will be provided there.

From Burbank Boulevard to Buena Vista, for all
options, we would be not doing widening. The current
soundwalls will remain in place. And the reason for
that is, there is a project coming up to improve the
ramp lane change.

I might backtrack another minute.

The reason for Option 2A and Option 3A, which
are the programs, would be to provide improved median
distance to the Empire Avenue ramps. However, that's
not the preferred option at this time, and that median
distance will be provided in some other manner.

From Buena Vista to Roscoe, all options include
widening of the freeway with 12-foot lanes, standard
lanes. There will be a CHP enforcement area in the
median of the freeway. Soundwalls will be rebuilt to
accommodate the freeway widening.

From Roscoe to the 170, there will be no
widening of the freeway on any options. There will be
nonstandard 11-foot lanes, and that's so we can reuse

8
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the existing structures at Roscoe, Sunland, Providencia
Over-crossing, Penrose, Sun Valley Overhead, another
railroad structure, Tuxford, Lankershim, Laurel Canyon
Boulevard and Sheldon Street. We contemplate using
those structures as they are.

That concludes my description of our project.
Thank you very much.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you, Pat.

Next we have Tyagi to talk about his project
from 170 to 118.

GAJRAJ TYAGI: Good evening to all the people
who have come here to attend this public hearing. I am
from Caltrans in the Design Department there. My last
name is Tyagi. I will be talking about the special
program for the project starting from 170/5 interchange
to 118.

This project is from post mile 26 to 29.4, or
3.4 miles. Let me give a little bit of a rundown about
the project so that you can understand why this is the
preferred alternative there.

The idea here is that -- Caltrans started a
program for high-occupancy-vehicle lane by converting
the left shoulder and the median shoulder and taking
from that distance and making 11-foot lane off of the
existing right lane.

First is that -- there was one proposal. It is
on the basis of that because MTA wanted the program for
high-occupancy-vehicle use. So he is talking that

9
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proposal that section for 3 miles, going between --
anywhere but between the 170 to 118.

If you see in the segment -- I can see behind
that segment there, that existing 170 or 5 Freeway you
can go to HOV lane starting from Olive to 170, the
median, northbound and southbound.

118, which is the other lane, it can go to the
HOV lanes starting from 118 going north -- and there is
an HOV lane program on 5 going up to the 14. And there
is a proposal, which you have HOV lanes from 134 to
170 -- (inaudible).

So what the first proposal is, is that there is
HOV lane through the converting, existing -- and making
it a nonexistent 11-foot lane. And what will happen, it
will actually go for 3 miles and then come back again --
that will happen in the -- for 3 miles and then change
the lanes a little bit. So this proposal, which is
Alternative #5 on the preferred alternatives, so that
existing 170 HOV lanes can go --

STEVE DEVORKIN: We are having a little
trouble. I guess speak a little slower. We are having
a little trouble keeping up with what you are saying.

GAJRAJ TYAGI: Oh, I am sorry.

STEVE DEVORKIN: If you can hold the microphone
a little further away.

GAJRAJ TYAGI: Sorry.

STEVE DEVORKIN: Your enthusiasm of the project

is wonderful.
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BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES, INC. (888) 326-5900



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

GAJRAJ TYAGI: So with this Alternative No. 3,
we are saying it is the preferred alternative. Under
this alternate, existiﬂg 170 northbound connector, which
has only three mixed-flow lanes, will be converted
into -- HOV lanes from 170 for northbound and southbound
and end up in the 5 northbound -- 5 southbound. And
since this northbound existing 170 northbound connector
will be converted to HOV lanes, so those three lanes
which are used in existing mixed-flow lanes to take care
of that traffic we are proposing a brand new connector.
It will be used for the existing mixed-flow traffic from
170 or Hollywood Freeway. Only difference from today
that this will meet the existing 5 north off-site.

Right now 170 northbound connector traffic is meeting
ingside of the 5 northbound. This will meet outside.

Since this connector will be constructed, so
some properties will be affected. After this, 13 houses
which would be affected between this freeway, and there
is some commercial properties, three commercial
properties, which will be affected.

And this way we will have six mixed-flow lanes,
one HOV lane, all for this distance of 3.6, left
shoulder will go 3 meters, and this 5 northbound for
this connector will go beyond Terra Bella. After Terra

Bella there are seven lanes. After this, three lanes go

to the 118 connector westbound, and four lanes go all

the way 5. So after Terra Bella, that -- we will bring

it back to the north -- (inaudible.) We will have an
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outside lane open for the traffic, and that will go all
the way to the 14.

Since there ié existing off-ramp at Branford,
it will be covered by this proposal, and we cannot take
any ramp which is being used by the people. So the
Branford off-ramp from the start from -- along with all
of it, but it will be where the Branford off-ramp site
now.

And due to this off-ramp situation, we will be
taking some properties, but it will be a soundwall
proposal next to this -- in design of Branford off-ramp,
and there will be soundwalls all the way up along the
houses because the freeway will be coming close on the
side of it, and on the south side of the 5, it was
constructed only few years back, will be using between
the -- to Branford, and we will be providing a soundwall
after taking out existing soundwall. And then we will
have nonstandard on that because we won't want to make
standard -- we will have to spend lot of money.

So the total cost for this is $91.4 million.
And it will take about three years to design. Then
three years for construction, if everything goes well.
And this is the proposal which will have direct
connection for HOV lanes starting from 170 to 118 or 14
or starting from 134 to 118 or 14.

Anything you want to ask me, I will extend to
you or -- that's it. I am here.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you, Tyagi.
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I hope everybody followed.

Now, we have a special presentation from Jinous
Saleh about the plannihg process.

JINOUS SALEH: Good afternoon, and thank you
for coming to tonight's meeting.

My name is Jinous Saleh, and I am a senior
environmental planner for Caltrans. We have prepared a
presentation to show you to give you information about
the proposal and project, about the process.

First of all, I'll go through the goals of this"
public meeting. The goal of this public meeting is to
give the public an opportunity to be heard and to offer
the public an opportunity to review the proposal
alternatives and tentative schedule for implementation.

The purpose and need: HOV-lane improvement
would improve travel and operating conditions, reduce
congestion, maintain acceptable level of service,
improve congestion and reduce accident rates, improve
air quality, and encourage ride sharing.

The goals of these two projects are
constructing HOV lanes in both directions, £illing the
gaps to create a fully connected HOV network, eliminate
traffic disruption, freeway-to-freeway HOV connection,
facilitate the improvement of Rapid Transit System, and
finally, to provide soundwalls.

Just a moment. He just passed this.

Can you get it?

Okay. Pro -- the alternatives -- as it was
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discussed, we have two projects. For Route 134 to 170,
we have Alternatives No. 1, 2, 2A7A, and 3 and 3A. And
for Route 170 to 118, We have Alternatives 1, 2, and 3.

Project status and funding: The proposed
projects are consistent with goals and objectives of the
regional, state and local planning and programing. And
MTA will fund the projects through its bi-annual "Call
for Projects" process.

The role of the Office of Environmental
Planning is to identify potential environmental impacts
of the proposed project, work with the project design
team to avoid, minimize or mitigate project impacts,
conduct outreach efforts to get input from the agencies
and the public, and prepare environmental documentation
for the project and obtain clearance from the state and
federal agencies.

The process: For this project we initiated
environmental aesthetics on December 15, '97. We
notified public and agencies by scoping through a
scoping process on January 28th, '98. We prepared a
draft environmental document, which is in circulation at
this time. We received state and federal review and
approval. We circulated the document for public
comments. The circulation started on July 21st, 2000.
We are holding tonight's meeting, which is August 15,
2000. The end of the public-review period would be
September 8, 2000. And final project approval is

expected to be on October 30th, 2000.
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What is next?

After this meeting and at the end of the
public-review period, wé incorporate all the comments,
concerns and the study results into the final
environmental document. We determine most reasonable
and feasible alternative and option that meets the
project purpose and need. We prepare the final
document, and we approve the final document.

Design and construction: Project design is
scheduled to begin in spring 2001. Construction is
scheduled to begin in September and October 2004 for the
two projects. And project construction is scheduled for
completion in May and June 2007.

Public involvement: We mailed scoping letters
to elected officials and public agencies, and we
published a scoping notice in L.A. Times, San Fernando
Edition, La Opinion, Record Ledger, Daily News and
Glendale News Press.

Notice of the public hearing was published in
these newspapers on July 21st, 2000 and August 8, 2000.
We sent direct mailings to affected areas on July 31st,
2000, and we did a press release in local media group
and internet on July 21st, 2000.

I will briefly go to some of the impacts,
environmental issues and impacts. One of the issues are
property acquisitions. The number of commercial
properties impacted by the two alternatives ranges from
21 to 26. The number of residential properties impacted

15
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1 ranges from 12 to 13.
2 Full and partial property acquisition would be
3 paid fair market Value; While businesses are subjected
4 to displacement, would be provided with relocation
5 benefits per state and federal laws.
6 Our Right-of-Way agent, Ms. Lorna Foster, will
7 have a presentation after me, and we will discuss this.
8 And, also, I wanted to emphasize that we are at
9 the planning stage at this time. When we go to the
10 designing stage, these numbers that you review are
11 subject to change when we are finalizing our designs,
12 and the numbers may reduce or increase. So they are not
13 definite at this time.
14 Other issues and impacts are biological. Some
15 decorative shrubs and trees will be removed, but they
16 will be replaced with native plant species when
17 possible.
18 Visual: New retaining and soundwalls will
19 receive an architectural treatment that would complement
20 the aesthetics of the surrounding neighborhood.
21 Noise levels: The noise level will increase in
22 some areas. To mitigate freeway noise, soundwalls will
23 be constructed as part of this improvement along with
24 project route where there are residential land uses.
25 Water gquality: A storm-water-pollution-prevention
26 plan will be developed prior to construction to ensure
27 compliance with Regional Water Quality Control Board

28 procedures and requirements.
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Construction: All construction activities will
pe conducted in accordance with Caltrans standard
specifications and procédures and all federal, state and
local regulations to minimize the construction impact.

A traffic-management plan will be developed to minimize
disruption to traffic during construction.

My presentation is finished at this time, but I
would like to encourage all of you to £ill out the
comment cards or mail your comments after the meeting,
any comments, any concerns you have, and we will try to
provide a response to your comments in a final document.
Or if you want, you can -- after our presentation, you
can go to the court reporter and record your opinion and
your comments.

Thank you.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you, Jinous.

Next we are going to provide our Right-of-Way
agent, Lorna Foster, to talk about the benefits and
relocation.

Lorna.

LORNA FOSTER: Good evening. My name is Lorna
Foster. I 'am with the Office of Aquisition and
Relocation Assistance, and I am here to discuss today in
brief what the right-of-way process is and the number of
impacts according to the preferred alternative.

First of all, the impacts: There are two
segments which have been discussed. Under Segment 134,
Route 134 to 170, there are 12 to 13 single-family

17
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residences that will be impacted. These will be

full-acquisition impacts, which means that we could

acquire the entire property. There are also 20

commercial properties under this particular segment.

They are part of a business part of it.

Under Segment Route 170 to 118, there are only

one to three commercial impacts on that.

There are no

single-family residences or other residential properties

involved.

The process for right-of-way usually begins at

the appraisal -- at the time of appraisal, which is to

determine the fair market value of the property.

Then

an acquisition agent would contact the property owner to

discuss the acquisition of his or her property and to

make an offer of compensation based on the fair market

value and also discuss the eligibility for relocation

benefits.

Since there are two types of properties being

acquired, residential and business, there are two types

of relocation-benefit programs. I have copies of the

plans at my desk back there, and anyone who 1s going to

be impacted with residential or business may want to get

a copy from me after the presentation after -- after the

comment period.

The relocation benefits apply to those

properties that are required in whole for the business

and require the removal and replacement of their

business.
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We also caution that you do not do anything

until someone contacts you from the Right-of-Way office

concerning your property if you are one of the

properties going to be impacted because everybody's

eligibility requirements are different according to the

type of property and the particular on your property,

whether business or residential property, and you could

forfeit some of your eligibility if you proceed before

someone comes to talk to you.

Right-of-way activities will probably begin for = -~

Segment 170 to 118 in spring of 2002.

subject to change. It could be a little earlier.

This is also

It

could be a little later depending on design changes,

realignments and things like that.

Segment 134 to 170 is slated between,

say, late spring, early summer of 2002,

I would

and the process,

like I said, begins with the appraisal process.

So that

doesn't mean necessarily someone will actually come out

and make an offer on your property. It just would mean

someone from the appraisal office would come or make an

appointment to appraise the property.

86 if you have any questions at the end of this

comment section, you can come back, and I can answer

some specific questions about your property and go over

some of the materials that I have with me.

Thank you.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you, Lorna.

Now it's time for public to come forward and
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speak. If you want to speak, please go to Joe and fill
out the information card first and come forward.

Okay. Do you want to speak first?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Sure.

PAI-KAI WANG: Please come forward and give us
your name.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Should we take them in
order?

PAI-KAI WANG: Unfortunately there is no order
here.

Is it Patrick Perry?

Sorry.

Okay. Patrick Perry, can you come forward?

Okay.

PATRICK PERRY: My name is Patrick Perry. I am
here on behalf of the Selman Retail Partners (phonetic.)
They are developing the retail center which is located
on the west side of the freeway at Empire Avenue and
Burbank Boulevard along Victory Place.

We received some information which indicated
that the improvements that are planned along that
portion of the freeway may result in relocation of a
portion of the railway right-of-way, which is along
Victory Place, and that that relocated railway
right-of-way would then encroach on the property that is
proposed for the retail center there.

I went through the initial study. I have also

listened to the presentations and looked at the diagrams
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in the back. That's not indicated anywhere.

I am seeking clarification as to whether or not
there is to be -- any of these plans would involve
relocation, and if so just to express our concerns that
that will result in substantial impacts to proposed
development issues, causing major redesign and
engineering of the proposed project.

We also understand that if the railway
right-of-way were to be relocated, there would be some
requirements for great separations along that segment,
which would mean uncertainties as to the streets that is
the site -- former Lockheed site, which has a history of
hazardous materials, and any excavation along there may
have some impact on these hazardous materials along
there.

So first of all, I am seeking clarification as
to whether or not that right-of-way will be affected.
And second of all, if there are any plans to address
those impacts as a result of that.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you.

For this project we are not going to do
anything on the railroad, but there is another project
that will affect the Empire project, and we are still in
the process through the planning. And at this moment,
we don't know how much it will affect.

But probably a year from now the project will
come true. Then we will have another hearing and try to

give you a better answer a year from now. But at this
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time this project has nothing to do with the railroad.

Okay. The second person is Jack Rolston.

No. |

Robert Rouge.

ROBERT ROUGE: That's close enough.

PAI-KAI WANG: Sorry.

ROBERT ROUGE: I am sure glad to see more of
you out here, especially at this hour of 6:00, 6:30,
because I know a lot of people are still commuting.
Part, of course, is because of the freeway problem up
here at the 170 and the 5 Freeway, which is what I am
here to address.

I have looked at your map very extensively,
looked at the colors, and I can understand you're trying
to resolve the problem there. However, one of the
things that I noticed is you want to extend the Branford
off-ramp.

Maybe you should turn it down just a tad so we
don't have feedback.

It appears that you're wanting to extend the
Branford off-ramp by at least three times longer, and I
don't understand why you want to do that when I have
used that ramp as well as the Osborne ramp, and there is
very little traffic by comparison that comes off that
ramp. So that ramp, the way it is, is very effective.

The reason that I am concerned about you
wanting to extend the Branford off-ramp past Sheldon
Street is that could impact, it appears, geographically,
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the eastern side of Cranford Street.

Now, even though it's understandable that some
people will be displacéd in doing this, and it's sad
that that has to happen, I don't see why it's necessary
to take both sides of Cranford. After all, the street
is still safe to stay there if half of Cranford is going
to stay there or the residences are going to stay there.
So I would advise that you leave the Branford off-ramp
alone and allow the traffic to exit where it presently
does and try to do as least an impact as possible.

I don't know how many other situations there
are in other areas because I haven't looked at the
others, but I would think that by doing that same
principle, that it would save a lot of eminent domain
and cost to the taxpayer.

Thank you.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you.

Tyagi, do you want to respond?

GAJRAJ TYAGI: Thank you. Thank you to the
gentleman who put this question.

I think his main concern is that the
off-ramp -- Branford off-ramp, which we are planning to
make it now, it seems to be quite long, and I think he
thinks that that is Branford off-ramp existing remain
over there.

But some of the people come to that place, then
I can extend that question better than over here. If
someone wants to come over there to that -- (inaudible.)
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PAI-KAI WANG: Tyagi, try to finish in five
minutes. Okay.

(Discussion off the record.)

PAI-KAI WANG: Next person that wanted to speak
is Jerry Piro.

Jerry.

JERRY PIRO: My name is Jerry Piro, P-i-r-o. *

My main concern is around -- my main concern is
around Sunland Boulevard in Sun Valley and Penrose. I
have read several articles, your maps on that soundwall,'_*
and the north side of the freeway is going to go from
Burbank into Sun Valley and Sunland Boulevard.

I have photos here that I would like to submit
that show that at Sunland Boulevard and south of it the
freeway is quite a bit lower -- quite a bit lower than
the surface street is, and it doesn't appear to be
necessary to have a soundwall there.

However, on Penrose the street is level with
the freeway. ©Not only is it level for sound, noise and
sight, there is a real ugly business that is all totally
exposed to everybody that's going past the freeway.

I*'ve tried for months now to get them to plant
some bushes and trees and something to hide -- or the
soundwall would be even better. But I don't understand
why it should be a soundwall where it's not needed and
vice versa. We need a soundwall at the Penrose off-ramp
there.

The map doesn't seem to bother the footbridge
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that goes across the freeway to our near-future home of
the Metrolink. That's going to be at the face of that
footbridge, so I guess your widening isn't going to
involve that.

PAI-KAI WANG: Yeah. Okay. I think the best
if we get you to put your comment on a sheet, and we can
give it -- and give you a written response.

Can you do that?

I know I have your card there.

JERRY PIRO: And the other thing is the
necessity of millions and millions of dollars of
widening the freeway. 1It's the same problem we had with
Water and Power, the toilet water, and the same problem
we have with schools. We're overpopulated, and yet no
one is addressing the problem of the zoning control.

I mean, you just tear up zoning laws right and
left. The desert, which is on the San Andreas fault,
they are talking about hundred of thousands of new homes
being built out there. That's why the freeway is being
widened to handle all the traffic that's backed up from
that off-ramp tc the -- what is that? -- Antelope Valley
Freeway.

And so I think that the government ought to be
addressing the fact that we have zoning laws to protect
our quality of life, and they should quit trying to pack
us in like sardines and then spending more of our money
in order to try to compensate and never catching up.

PAI-KAI WANG: Okay. Thank you.
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Again, I would like you to put your comment on
a card so we can give a written response.

JERRY PIRO: All right.

JINOUS SALEH: Your comment is being recorded.
Your comment is being recorded, so we will provide you a
response to your comments in the document.

JERRY PIRO: Then I wouldn't have to write this
all out again.

JINOUS SALEH: I just want to explain we don't
regulate zoning. We are in the transportation field.

JERRY PIRO: I know you don't, but it should --
it's the law.

JINOUS SALEH: Your concern about the
soundwall, our Noise Investigation Unit made a -- did a
noise reading through the entire corridor, and they have
their record of those noise readings. And wherever the
noise reading was -- were above the acceptable level and
wherever it was feasible, we provided a soundwall.

But if you give us a picture, and they have
your comment, we will provide the appropriate comments
and, you know, respond to your comments in the document,
and we will look at that area again.

JERRY PIRO: Good.

And at the level it is right now, it gets quite
windy when the wind shifts. When we get a wind coming
in from the ocean, the sound goeslup. And if you are
going to be doubling -- adding two more lanes for the
desert community out there, then we are going to be
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getting more noise.

But -- excuse me. Even if the sound level
isn't that high, we should have a wall of vegetation
just so this ugly, ugly street-level business is
obscured from view because Sun Valley's had a hard time.

I belong to Sun Valley's Improvement
Organization, and we are trying our best to improve the
area and give it -- it is suffering there, and it sure
would help if everybody on the freeway could see
something a little bit better than the construction
business. So I appreciate that.

JINOUS SALEH: Thank you.

PAI-KATI WANG: Thank you very much.

Next is Patricia Davenport.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: Hello -- woe. That's
powerful.

Good evening. My name is Patricia Davenport,
and I am here tonight representing City Councilman Joel
Wachs' office. And, again, perhaps not all of yours
because obviously the districts jingle and juggle around
often. I am here on behalf of the councilman.

A'lot of you are here to listen to hear
Caltrans' presentation to try to understand what the
impacts will be, both for our immediate constituents and
for the greater community, and to be sure that there is
ample opportunity for people to find out answers to
their questions, to express their concerns, and to hear

back on this.
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The key point for all -- for us will, of
course, be the area where 13 homes will be impacted on
Cranford Street. That is a Council District 2, and so I
will be here tonight after the meeting to talk to anyone
who wishes to talk to me.

Obviously, we are the city government, and the
state operates the freeways. I think we all know we've
got a serious traffic problem today. We have are not
discounting that in any way.

I have heard it said that these are the
good-old days; that no matter what we do there will be
increased traffic over the coming years. And just based
on what is already in place, whether we change it in the
next six months or not, there is going to be traffic,
and we have an existing problem.

However, we still need to look for the right
solutions and the best solutions and the least -- with
the least negative impacts. Certainly we are never
going to find anything with nothing but benefit, but we
are here to listen. We are here to assist you in
getting your voices heard.

Will there be -- one of our real concerns is
the opportunity to review. We do have to draft initial
environmental assessments, which may be very helpful to
some of these folks.

Are they on the file anywhere in the community?

Do we have any papers on file?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: No, there are not.
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JINOUS SALEH: Excuse me.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: We would be concerned that
the community members would have an opportunity to
peruse and review your environmental studies and any
other study.

JINOUS SALEH: We have sent the document to
elected officials, to all the public agencies having
jurisdiction over the project corridor, and we also
provided copies of the document. And this is per our
guideline procedures. We have delivered documents to
six libraries in the corridor, and I have the list of
those libraries here. And we also --

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I called six libraries
in the corridor on Friday. None of them have heard
anything about it.

JINOUS SALEH: We delivered the documents to
each of those libraries. We also brought copies of the
documents to this meeting. So whoever is interested,
you can pick up a copy of the document. And if we don't
have enough documents, you can give us your name. We
will mail it to you tomorrow.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We should have had a
chance to review it before the meeting.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: It would be helpful --

JINOUS SALEH: We still have some time to
review that.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: When is the closing of the
public-statement period?
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JINOUS SALEH: September 8th.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: September 8th. So there
is some time.

I would have to agree with the public. We
received our information, I believe, it was Thursday
last. That was not very long to review it. In fact, we
would request in the future for both the public and for
ourselves as elected officials --

JINOUS SALEH: The documents were mailed on
July 21st.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: 21st?

JINOUS SALEH: Yes.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I've got a receipt from
Councilman Wachs.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: It didn't come to us, and
we had a meeting on Thursday; is that not correct?

JINOUS SALEH: Yes.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: Yes.

So again, the public obviously did have a
problem not having this, and we would be happy to do
what we can as an office to make this available in our
field office if you need to review it also.

JINOUS SALEH: 2As I mentioned, we do have extra
coples here tonight. 1If you want you can pick it up.
Or if we don't have enough copies, you can give us your
name, and we will mail it to you.

PATRICIA DAVENPORT: Other than that, I also
want to say thank you to Caltrans because we have been
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waiting a long time to have some improvements on some of
these systems. We don't mean for a minute to say we
don't appreciate the hard work.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you.

Next speaker, Brendan Dooley.

BRENDAN DOOLEY: I don't have any problem with
providing HOV lanes. My complaint is the notification.
Your newspaper notice stated that you would have maps
and documents for public review.

I called six libraries including Burbank, my
main library, and everything north of that to San
Fernando. Six libraries. I called Friday. None of
them had heard anything about this. I talked to every
reference librarian there. No one heard anything.

I have -- was attempting to review it so I
could see what was going on. If I had seen it last
week, I would have gotten the rest of the business
owners on Cranford Street to attend. I just happened to
see the notice in the newspaper. That's the only reason
I came.

You also stated that you mailed statements to
the affectéd properties in the areas. I did not receive
any notification. My business is on Cranford Street.
You are showing the freeway going directly through my
building right now.

So notification was not done. Libraries were
not provided with documents. I don't know what happened
to the property owners on the west side of Cranford if
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they received notice. But if I was a property owner and
my house was going to be taken up by the freeway, I
think they should have gotten special notice saying that
there was a right-of-way directly involving their
property, not just some prefabbed form that got sent to
3 million people.

JINOUS SALEH: No, it's not.

BRENDAN DOOLEY: Okay. It didn't happen to the
businesses.

JINOUS SALEH: We have the record of the cover
memo that we sent to the property owners affected by the
project, and we have the copy of that available in the
office.

BRENDAN DOOLEY: I would like to see it.

JINOUS SALEH: You are welcome to come and see.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: The only letter -- there
was no 30-day notice. There was exactly two weeks'
notice that this meeting was going to happen and
anything -- we weren't aware of anything.

BRENDAN DOOLEY: My neighbors -- my business
neighbors are not here. If they knew that the freeway
was going to go right through their building, they would
be here. The notice was not sufficient to get them
here, and it directly affects their business.

They are making business decisions now that

affect the next 20 years. We just put a roof on our

business and spent $20,000 on a 20-year roocf. If the

building is going to be torn down in four years, why
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would I spend that money? I Jjust threw $20,000 down the
toilet.

And other business owners are making business
decisions every day of the week that are affecting the
next 10 years. They have had no notice, and the
notification that was done was not sufficient.

One of my comments was looking at the Branford
exit and how it was so long. It is extremely long. I
understand the problem with the traffic coming off of
the 170 north. I don't see why it needs to be a ramp of
that period. There is an exit at Sheldon. There is an
exit at Osborne. There is plenty of exits there that
are safe and provide adequate access to the
neighborhood.

Branford could be shut down, period. You would

not save my business, but you would save some of those

homes.

PAI-KAI WANG: Thank you.

Next speaker, Irene Rodriguez.

IRENE RODRIGUEZ: Hi. I just have a couple
guestions.

There is a lot to absorb right now, and there
are going to be questions once we walk out of here.
Who do we contact if there is other questions

that we want to ask in order for relocation? what they

are going to accommodate us with? what they are going to

compensate?

PAI-KAT WANG: Talk to Lorna Foster. She is
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seated in the back.

IRENE RODRIGUEZ: So is there a direct number
we can call any time bécause there are going to be a lot
of questions that will come up?

PATI-KAI WANG: Right. You can get her phone
number.

IRENE RODRIGUEZ: Are you guys on the internet?

PAI-KAI WANG: You can talk to her now.

LORNA FOSTER: You can talk to me now.

IRENE RODRIGUEZ: Right. There are guestions
that will come up after tonight as we discuss this.

Are you on the internet? Do you have e-mail?

LORNA FOSTER: No. You can call me.

IRENE RODRIGUEZ: Because people will come up
with a lot of questions.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We get a lot of
questions with telephone calls --

LORNA FOSTER: Call me at (213) --

IRENE RODRIGUEZ: That's basically what I want
to know, as far as relocation.

LORNA FOSTER: If I am not able to answer your
question, I will refer you to another Right-of-Way
agent. I am going to give you my number so you have a
contact person, but there are three other people that do

this in the office, so it may be one of us. But I will

be the contact, and you will get your questions

answered. So if you want to write this number down.
IRENE RODRIGUEZ: Okay. That's fine.
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GARRETT DAMRATH: I just want to clarify that
Caltrans does have a public internet site. There is
information you can get off of that, get our phone
numbers, information. There is a web address and e-mail
that you can send questions to and, hopefully, that will
be passed on to the appropriate authorities. We get a
lot. So there is a place to go that you have
information from headquarters, and the appropriate phone
numbers should be found there. And you should be able
to get that information. There is a general e-mail
address. I don't know one specific.

PAI-KAI WANG: The last one is Patrick Perry.

No. Okay.

Again, anybody who wants to come to talk, you
know, fill out an information card. And if you still
have some concerns or comments, you can send a letter to
us or talk to the court reporter, and everything you say
will be recorded down, and we will comment.

Okay. That concludes today's public hearing.
And you still can stay here and look at the displays and
talk to our staff if you have any further questions.

And thank you for coming here, and have a nice

evening.

GRACIELA GONZALEZ: I am going to start. My
name is -- it will be Mr. and Mrs. Ramiro, R-a-m-i-r-o,
and Graciela, G-r-a-c-i-e-1l-a, Gonzalez. Our street

address is 9103 Cranford Avenue in the city of Arleta,

California, zip code 91331.
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We would like to have in writing as to what --

our rights. Also, since our property will be impacted,

also, who are the peopie who are going to be doing all

of these appraisals for the homes?

And what's going to happen if we do not agree

to the appraisal given?

Are we going to be displaced?

And when is this going to happen?

Are we going to be given plenty of time,

meaning notice, for this process?

Also, we are going to have -- are we going to

have a fair and decent compensation?

We did not receive a sufficient and decent

notice in the mail.

Thank you.
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