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Today’s Meeting Objectives

o Review and discuss Task Order No. 5

o Develop recommendations




Role of the Steering Committee

 Review deliverables
 Serve as informed spokespersons
e Steer us down a Route Neutral path

 Bring forward your respective community’s
values, questions and concerns




Role of the Technical Advisory

Committee

altrans staff, the consultant team,
and the public

e Review deliverables

 Provide input to the Steering
Committee




Study Group Process

€ aecisions

 Minority opinions are explored and
win/win solutions are sought

 Results:
- Participation and ownership
- Understanding of decisions




Guiding Principles

e Respect Route Neutrality

e Clearly communicate the purpose
and scope of the study to solicit

public input




Purpose of the Geotechnical
Study

e Gather Information on soil and
sub-surface conditions

 Provide for public input and
Involvement




Technical Advisory
Committee Input 6-9-09

understand
e Unbiased facts so we can come to our
own conclusions

e What does it all mean? Geotechnical
Implications for tunneling

 Glossary of Terms




Steering Committee 6-25-09

 Need the Glossary of Terms expanded

e More time to review and comment on Task
Order No. 5

e Circulate Committee comments
 Explain rationale for expansion of studies




Community Perspectives

« Community Meetings

e Emerging Themes




Community Meetings
Attendee lotal: 640+

*May 26" La Caflada Flintridge
‘May 27t Glendale

‘May 28th Monterey Park

«June 2"d San Marino

«June 4t Alhambra

«June 16t Northeast Los Angeles

ctn




South Pasadena

option
* Increased traffic through
neighborhoods

 Impacts to neighborhoods near
tunnel portals
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El Sereno

e Cost of the current Study
 Purpose of testing in all 5 Zones

o Traffic studies that support tunnel option

 Health concerns with existing traffic
congestion

tEqntilation shaft location @
W Metro




Pasadena

 Tunnel design and ventilation
stacks

e EIR process
 Fate of Caltrans owned properties




|_a Canada Flintridge

« Emphasis of using rail for goods
movement

e (Concerned with narrow focus of
Study

 Increased noise to neighborhoods
and schools

ctn
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Glendale

recommendations

e Estimated time for tunnel
construction

e Increase In traffic on I-210 and SR-2
e Tunnel ventilation




Monterey Park

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

« Cost of tunnel If privately funded
e Traffic Impacts




San Marino

screening criteria

« Reconfiguring current freeway
Interchanges

e \What are the best soil conditions for
tunneling?

e Tunnel ventilation




Alhambra

« Impact of portal location on community
 Traffic Impacts/improvements to Alhambra

 Vibrations during tunnel construction and
operation

e Why are we studying in Zones 4 and 5




Northeast Los Angeles

e Tunnel design options

o Traffic studies that support tunnel
option

 Ventilation stacks




Emerging Themes

- Traffic impacts to neighborhoods

- Health Concerns with existing traffic
e Tunneling and Technology

- How safety will be ensured

- Tunnel design and ventilation

- Vibration during tunnel construction




Emerging Themes

Availability of future funding

e Study Outcome

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

- Strong interest in more information




Summary of
Comments
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Traffic Impact X | X | X | X|X|X|X|Xx|x
Tunnel Design & Ventilation | y¥ | % | x | x X | X X
Air Quality X | X | X | X X X

Noise X | X | X X | X

Portal Impacts X | x X | X X | X| X

Cost of Potential Tunnel X | x| x| x| x| x X
Study Outcome X | X | X I XIX|IX| X!| X|X
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Purpose of the Expanded

additional technical areas
 Datato be used for screening of the

Z0Nnes
e THIS IS NOT AN ENVIRONMENTAL
STUDY
ct° ®Metr0“




Expanded Scope

 Tunnel system evaluation
o Air quality

 Noise

e Portal and other Impacts
e Cost considerations

@ Metro



Project Schedule

8/09 9/09 10/09

A

/ Air Quality
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ﬂortal and other impacts
—; : Cost Co:hsideration

Sl.immary Report




Summary Report




Presentation to TAC and SC




General Commments

Level of study should be expanded (if proceeded)
e La Canada Flintridge and South Pasadena

Clarification on the purpose of scope
e South Pasadena

Comments on Traffic Modeling

e SCAG

Involve Community and Stakeholder
 La Canada Flintridge




General Commments

 Adequate notification of the
discussion topics

« Comments on technical scope
provided by all




Traffic Modeling

acilities to be analyzec
e freeways
e |ocal streets

 Analyses to be performed for tunnels
In filve zones




Tunnel Configuration

ogical termini Tor each zone.

 The evaluation would include length
of cut-and-cover tunnel and length of
bored tunnel




Tunnel System Evaluation

e Freliminary ventiiation uay
« Emergency ventilation
e air-scrubbing
* need for intermediate shafts




Alr Quality

communities
« Based on the outcome of the traffic study

e CO emissions will be used as the indicator
of Impacts




e Estimate traffic noise changes that
could result based on traffic data

e Screen areas where traffic noise
levels would potentially increase

« Compare extent of potential noise
Impacts among various zones




Portal Impacts

* Impact will be based on atypica
connection configuration at each
termini

 Impacts at portal locations will be
listed




Cost Consideration

contamination
 Allowance will be made for fault crossing

e All the factors evaluated will be
considered




ommittee Input




ecap an ecommenaations




Next Steps

@ Metro




See You Next Meeting!




