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Zone 5 (to I-605)

- Alhambra Wash Fault is considered active and projects to zone
 Potential for high groundwater inflows in alluvium

 Potential for weak cohesionless soils

« Groundwater levels not uniform across the zone

» Aquitards exist throughout zone

- Groundwater contamination plume at western and south central
portion

* Perennial Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers and recharge lakes
at eastern portion




Summary of Findings

Zone Predominant No. of % of No. of No. of Active Potential % Superfund
Geologic Geologic Geological Reported / Faults for Gas' Sites
Formation(s) Formations Formation Mapped
Faults
1 Puente 2 90 5 0 H 5t010
Alluvium 10
2 Puente 3 80 7 1 M 0
Topanga 15 (NW Portal)
Alluvium 5
3 Topanga 5 45 7 1 L 0
Alluvium 20
Puente 15
Fernando 15
Diorite 5
4 Alluvium 3 75 5 2 L 5to0 20
Fernando 15
Puente 10
5 Alluvium 3 80 3 1 L 51050
Fernando 15
Puente 5

ICLIrv




Project Schedule

9/08 2009 3/09 6/09 12/09

Drllllng

— Geophysmal Testm:g

— Lab Testlng
“ Daja Evaluation
5 _ Summary Repert
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Future Study Activities

conditions between zones
* Begin preparation of summary report
« Submit report to Caltrans and Metro

@ Metro 43




Question and Answer
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Outreach Overview

o Office Visits — over 40 visitors
 Calls — over 50 calls

 Briefings — 22 Federal, State and local
Elected officials

* Presentations — 14 Stakeholder Groups
 Community Meetings- 8




Community Meetings
Attendee Total: 640+

‘May 26" La Canada Flintridge
‘May 27t Glendale

‘May 28" Monterey Park

-June 2"d San Marino

June 4" Alhambra

-June 16" Northeast Los Angeles

ct,
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Community Meetings

El Sereno Community Meeting




Community Meetings

Pasadena Community Meeting




South Pasadena

 Traffic Studies that support tunnel
option

 Increased traffic through
neighborhoods

 Impacts to neighborhoods near
tunnel portals

ct,

trans:




El Sereno

Cost of the current Study

Purpose of testing in all 5 Zones

Traffic studies that support tunnel option

Health concerns with existing traffic
congestion




Pasadena

construction

* Tunnel design and ventilation
stacks

* EIR process
 Fate of Caltrans owned properties




La Canada Flintridge

« Potential impacts to air quality

 Emphasis of using rail for goods
movement

« Concerned with narrow focus of
Study




Glendale

recommendations

« Estimated time for tunnel
construction

 Increase in traffic on I-210 and SR-2

@ Metro 53




Monterey Park

Why are we studying extending SR-
710 to SR-2, I-5 and 1-605?

« Cost of tunnel if privately funded

@ Metro 954



screening criteria

« Reconfiguring current freeway
interchanges

« What are the best soil conditions for
tunneling?

@ Metro 95




Alhambra

* Impact of portal location on
community

« Vibrations during tunnel construction
and operation

 Why are we studying in Zones 4 and 5




Northeast Los Angeles

* Tunnel design options

« Traffic studies that support tunnel
option

@ Metro 57




Emerging Themes

- Potential impacts that can only be
addressed during an EIR

« Tunneling and Technology
- How safety will be ensured

- Potential issues that can be only
addressed during an EIR




Emerging Themes

- Availability of future funding

« Study Outcome

- Study should tell us which of the zones
present the optimal geotechnical
conditions for tunneling

- Strong interest in more information

@ Metro 959



Technical Advisory
Committee Input 6-9-09

understand
« Unbiased facts so we can come to our
owhn conclusions

- What does it all mean? Geotechnical
implications for tunneling

« Glossary of Terms
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Next Steps

- Air Quality Study

- Noise Study

- Portal Impacts

- Miscellaneous Impacts
- Cost Considerations




- Draft Geotechnical Study Report
- Preliminary Findings of Additional Analysis

* Future Meeting Schedule
« September/October 2009




See You Next Meeting!




