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SCH NO.

NOTICE OF PREPARATION

From: California Dept. of Transportation
100 S. Maín Street, MS 16-A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental lmpact RepoÉ
Reference: Califomia Code of Regulations, Title 14, (CEOA Guidetines) Sections 15082(a), 15103,
1 5375.

Project Title: State Route 710 North Gap Closure proiect

Project Location: Depending on the alternative selected, this project would be located in the
study area bordered by lnterstate 10 to the south, lnterstate 605 to the east, tnterstate 2f 0 to the
north, and state Route 2 to the west, in Los Angeles county, california.

Project Description:

miles (7.2km).which extends between Vallev Boulevard to the south and Del Mar Boulevard to
of Decision for the Meridian

studv area.

This is to inform you that the California Department of Transportation will be the lead agency and
will prepare an Environmental lmpact Report (ElR) for the project described above. Your
participation as a responsible agency is requested in the preparation and review of this
document.

We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental
information that is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the
proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when
considering your permit or other approval for the project.

A location map and the potential environmentaleffects are contained in the attached materials.

Caltrans will be holding public scoping meetings to provide an overview of the project, summary
of the environmental process and issues addressed, and receive input regarding environmentai
issue_s and the suggested scope and content of the ElR. The Scoping meètings will be held in
San Gabriel, Alhambra, Glendale, South Pasadena, El Sereno, and Þasadenã. More information
on the scoping meetings are in the attached materials.

A copy of the lnitial Study (_is) (_x_is not) attached.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earlíest possible
date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.

To:



Please direct your response to Ron Kosinski. Deputv District Director Telephone (213) 897-0703
at the address shown above. Please supply us with the name for a contact person in your
agency.

Dalr- let 28. b// Signature

Tifle Dtloury ert 2/1, øVV /a.t^r^tq

Scoping Meetings: An Agency Scoping Meeting will be held in Los Angeles, March 14,2011,
2pm to 4pm, Caltrans, District 7 Headquarters, RM 1.040 100 S. Main Street,90012.

Public Scoping Meetings will be held at the following locations:

o San Gabriel, March 15,2011,6pm to 8pm Jefferson Middle School, 1372East
Las Tunas Drive, 91776

. Alhambra, March 16, 2011, 6pm to 8pm Civic Center Library, 101 S. First Street,
91801

. Glendale, March 22,2011,6pm to 8pm Glendale Community College, 1500 North
Verdugo Road, 91208

. South Pasadena, March 23,2011, 6pm to 8pm South Pasadena High School,
1401 Fremont Ave., 91030

. El Sereno, March 29,2011, 6pm to 8pm LA Christian Presbyterian Church , 2241
N. Eastern Ave., 90032

. Pasadena, March 30,2011, 6pm to 8pm Lake Avenue Church, 393 N. Lake Ave.,
91101

lmpacts:
Various environmental and community resources are known to exist within the limits of the study
area. These resources include, but are not limited to: geotechnical, erosion, hydrology, air
quality, water quality, noise, biology, public utilities, vehicle traffic patterns, parking, land use
planning and hazardous waste. Displacement of businesses and homes is a significant issue.
Soundwalls, relocation assistance, construction impact management and other mitigation
measures will be incorporated into the proposed project.

It is anticipated that the proposed project may require the following federal approvals and
permits: a Biological Opinion from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, approval of a
PM10 and PM2.5 Hot Spot Analysis by the Conformity Working Group for transportation
conformity determination under the Clean Air Act. Section 404 nationwide permit from the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the California Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Section 1601 Streambed Alteration Agreement from the California
Department of Fish and Game, and encroachment permits from the various cities in which
project construction would occur.
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comments were received.ls Because
proposed Section 16(a) is substantially
simila¡ to the ISE, NYSE Arca, and
FINRA rules, it raises no new regulatory
issues.

The Commission also believes that
good cause exists to grant accelerated
approval to proposed Section 16[b) to
Chapter III, which conforms the
Exchange rule to the requirements of
Section 6(bX10) of the Act. Section
6(bx1o) of tlre Act, enacted under
Section 957 of the Dodd-Frank Act, does
not provide for a transition phase, and
reouires rules of national securities

"*ôhanges 
to prohibit broker voting on

the election of a member of the board of
directors of an issuer (except for a vote
with respect to the uncontested election
of a member of the board of directors of
any investment company registered
under the Investment Company Act of
19401, executive compensation, or any
other significant matter, as determined
by the Commission by rule. The
Commission believes that good cause
exists to grant accelerated approval to
proposed Section r6(b) to Chapter III,
because it will conform the Box rules to
the requirements of Section 6(bXr0) of
the Act.

V. Conclusion
It is therefore ordered, pursuant to

Section 19(bX2) of the Act,16 that the
proposed rule change (SR-BX-2011-
011) be, and it hereby is, approved on
an accelerated basis.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Tradirrg and Markets, pursuant to delegated
authority.lT
Cathy H. ,{hn,
Deputy Secretory.

IFR Doc. 2011-5304 Filed 3-8-11; 8:45 ml
BILLING CODE 8011-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration

Environmental lmpact Statement: Los
Angeles County, CA

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTIoN: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA, onbehaìf of the
California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), is issuing this notice to
advise the public that a Draft
Environmental Imoact Statement will be
prepared for a proposed highway project
in Los Angeles County, California.

15 See note 8 suprd.
16 1s U.S.C. zss(b)(2).
1i 17 CFR 200.3o-3(ax12).

DATES: Public Scoping Meetings will be
held at the following locations:

San Gabriel, March 15, 2011, 6 p.m.
to I p.m.

Alhambra, March t6,2011,6 p.m. to
I p.m'

Glendale, M.arc}'22,2011,6 p.m. to
B p,m.

South Pasadena, March 23,2071,,6
p.m. to I p.m.

EI Sereno, March 29, 2O7\,6 p.m. to
I D.m.

Þasadena, March 30, 201,1,,6 p.m. to
B o.m.

nn online Virtual Scoping Meeting
will be held on March 2t, 2011. Register
to participate at metro.net/
srTloconveÍsoúions and click the
"Participate from Home" tab. (It will
begin live at 6 p.m. and continue on
demand tluough April 14, 2011).
ADDRESSES : San Gabriel-Jefferson
Middle School, \372East Las Tunas
Drive, San Gabriel, CA91.776.

Alhambra--{ivic Center Library, 101
S. First Street, Alhambra, CA 91801.

Glendale-Glendale Community
College, (Student Center RM 212),15OO
North Verdugo Road, Glendale, CA
91208.

South Pasadena-Soutì Pasadena
High School, (Auditorium), t+ot
Fremont Ave., South Pasadena, CA
91030.

EI Sereno-LA Christian Presbyterian
Church, (Gymnasium), 2247 N. Eastern
Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90032.

Pasadena-Lake Avenue Church, (4th
floor above Harris Hall), 393 N. Lake
Ave., Pasadena, CA 91101.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District
Director, California Department of
Transportation, District 7, Division of
Environmental Planning, 100 South
Main Street, Mail Stop 164, Los
Angeles, CA 90012.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION : EffCctiVE

\ùy 1,,2OO7, the Federal Highway
Administration IFHWA) assigned, and
the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) assumed,
environmental responsibilities for this
project pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327.
Caltrans as the delegated National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
agency will prepare a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement on a
proposal for the Stãte Route 710 Gap
North Closure project in Los Angeles
County, California. The proposed
project, depending on tlre results of a
thorough environmental analysis of all
possible transportation improvements
during the NEPA/CEQA process, may
include, but not be limited to: surface
and subsurface highway/freeway
construction, heavy rail and bus/light

rail systems, local street upgrades,
traffic management systems and a no
build alternative. There currentlv is a
gap in the I-710 corridor, for a distance
ófãpproximately 4.5 miles (z.z km),
which extends between Vallev
Boulevard to the south and Dól Ma¡
Boulevard to the north. As originally
identified in the April 13, 1998 Record
of Decision for the Meridian Variation
alignment, this gap contributes to
congestion on local streets and the
regional freeway system. The objective
ofthis project is to relieve congestion
and improve mobility within the study
âÌea.

It is anticipated that the proposed
project may require the following
federal approvals and permits: a
Biological Opinion from the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service,
approval of a PM10 and PM2.5 Hot Spot
Analysis by the Conformity Working
Group for hansportation conformity
determination under tìe Clean Air Act.
Section 404 nationwide permit from the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Section
401 Water Quality Certification from the
California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Section 1601 Streambed
Alteration Agreement ftom the
California Deoarlment of Fish and
Game, and enìroachment permits from
the various cities in which project
construction would occur.

Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, Participating
Agencies, Tribal Governments and local
agencies, and to private organizations
and citizens who have previously
exoressed or are known to have interest
in-this proposal. The public scoping
process will officially begin in March
2011. Public scoping meeting(s) will be
held in San Gabriel, Alhambra,
Glendale, South Pasadena, Los Angeles,
El Sereno. and Pasadena in March 20tt.
In addition, one online Virtual Scoping
Meeting will be held on March 21, 2011.
(It will begin live at 6 p.m. and continue
on demand tlrough April 14, 2011).
Further, a public hearing will be held
once the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement is completed. Public notice
will be given of the time and place of
the meeting and hearing. The Draft
Environmental Impact Statement will be
available for publiè and agency revrew
and comment prior to the public hearing
to ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments, and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to Caltrans at tlre address
orovided above.
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 1237 2
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
progran.)

Issued on: Ma¡ch 3. 2011.

Shawn E. Oliver,
F e de ra I H igh way A d m i ni strati o n,
S ac ro m e nto, Ca I i for ni a.

IFR Doc. 2011-5407 Filed 3-8-11; 8:45 ml
BILLING CODE 491O-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Departmental Offices Proposed
Collections; Comment Requests

ACTION: Notice and request for
commems,

SUMMARY: The Department of tlle
Treasury, as part of its continuing effort
to reduce paperwork burdens, invites
the general public and otìer Federal
agencies to comment on a proposed
information colÌection, as required by
tlre Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13 (44 U.S.C.
3506(cX2)(A)). The Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau implementation team
is soliciting comments rega-rding forms
for questions, complaints, and other
information about consumer financial
products and services.
DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before May 9, 2011 to be
assured of consideration.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Andrew Trueblood. Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau
implementation team, 1801 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20036.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information
should be directed to Andrew
TruebÌood in writing at Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau
impìementation team, 1801 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20036, by
telephone at(2o2) 435-7070, or by e-
mail at andrew.trueblood@treasury.gov.
SUPPLEMENTAFY INFORMATION:

Tifle; Consumer Financial Protection
Bureau Consumer Response Intake
Fields.

OMB Control Numbe¡; NEW.
Abstract: The Dodd-Frank Wall Street

Reform and Consumer Protection Act,
Public Law l't1-203, Title X,

services. In order to collect data about
the consumer financial market and
facilitate the appropriate routing of,
handling of, and response to
complaints, questions, and otler
information concerning consumer
financial products and services, the
CFPB is developing online and paper
intake methods which will have fields
for persons to complete. The fields will
help document information such as the
type of contact; the substance of the
complaint, question, or other
information: contact information for the
person making the contact and/or
related persons; information about any
subject incident and institution; and
identifying information about the
consumer or consumer's household.

Tvpe of Review; NEW.
Affected Public: Individuals and

houãeholds with questions, complaints,
and other information about consumer
financial oroducts and servrces.

Estimaíed Number of Respondents:
Approximately 1-3 million per year.
CFPB's intake of complaints, questions,
and other information relating to
consumer financial products and
sewices is a new collection that may
centralize intake now performed by
existing agencies. As such, tìe
projections of the number of
respondents have a high level of
uncertainty.

Estimatéd Average Time per
Respondent: 10 minutes per response.
The time to complete the form will
deoend on the nãture of the contact.
Siirple feedback may take as little as a
few minutes to complete while more
complicated complaints could take
lonqer to describe.

Elstimated Totol Annua| Butden

f;J.ï, 
Approximately 3 3 0,000 burden

Request for Comments: Comments
submitted in response to this notice will
be summarized and/or included in the
request for Office of Management and
Budget approval. AII comments will
become a matter of oublic record. The
public is invited to iubmit written
comments concerning: (a) Whether the
intake of complaints, questions, and
other information relating to consumer
financial products and services is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the Bureau, including
whether the information will have
practical uses; [b) the accuracy ofthe
above estimate of the burden of the
information collection; (c) ways to

other forms of information technology;
(e) estimates of capital or start-up costs
of operation, maintenance, and
purchase of services to provide
information; and (fl specific types of
information that would be useful for
CFPB to collect through its intake forms,
in order to advance the mission of
CFPB.

Robert Dahì,
Treo sury Deportmentol Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-5349 Filed 3-8-11; 8:45 m]
BILLING CODE 48f(F25-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

March 3, 2011.
The Department of the Treasury will

submit the following public information
collection reouirements to OMB for
review and clìa¡ance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Pu-blic Law 104-13 on or after the date
ofpublication ofthis notice. A copy of
the submissions may be obtained by
contacting the Treasury Department
Office Clearance Officers listed.
Comments regarding these information
collections should be addressed to tlre
OMB reviewer listed and to the
Treasury PRA Clearance Officer,
Department of the Treasury,1^75O
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,, Suite
1 102 0, Washingt'on, DC 2O22O.

Dofes; Written comments should be
received on or before April 8, zUJ fo
be assured of consideration.

Deparbnental Offices (DO)

Summary: As part of a Federal
Government-wide effort to streamline
the orocess to seek feedback from tle
pubiic on service delivery, the
Department of the Treasury has
submitted a Generic Information
Collection Request (Generic ICR):
"Generic Clearance for the Collection of
Qualitative Feedback on Agency Service
Delivery" to OMB for approval under
the Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) (aa

U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). Treasury is
requesting clearance for eight sepatate
OMB Control Numbers for eight bureaus
and offices within tlre Department. Each
clearance will have the same title and
purpose, but will be available for use by
each bureau under their control number
and burden estimate, as detailed below.

Tifle; Generic Clearance for tlre
established the Consumer Financial enlance the quality, usefulness, and Collection of Qualitative Feedback on
Protection Bureau (CFPB). Among the clarity of the information to be Agency Service Delivery.
CFPB's functions is to facilitate tñe coleóted; (d) ways to minimize tìe "Absíract: The informátion collection
centralized collection of, monitoring of, reporting and/or record keeping burdens activity will garner qualitative customer
and response to complaints concerning on respondents, including the use of and stakeholder feedback in an efficient,
consumir financial pìoducts and automated collection techniques or timely manner, in accordance with the
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I-710 GAP CLOSURE PROJECT 
 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF PURPOSE AND NEED 
September 3, 2010 

 
 
 
Introduction 
 
The following is intended to serve as a Preliminary Statement of the Need and Purpose 
for an I-710 Gap Closure Project. This Statement has been prepared solely for the 
purpose of initiating discussions during the scoping process for the Project, pursuant to 
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) Board of 
Director’s Motion of June 24, 2010. It should be understood that this Statement is 
preliminary in nature and will be subject to further substantiation and refinement as 
technical studies conducted for the Project proceed. 
 
Proposed Purpose and Need Statement 
 
The following is a preliminary statement on the Purpose and Need for a project. Further 
refinements to this statement will occur pending the outcome Public Scoping and related 
technical studies. 
 
The Purpose and Need for a project is as follows: 
 

• Improve regional mobility and accessibility for the movement of people, goods 
and services. 

• Reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network.  
• Reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local streets currently adversely 

affected by diversion of freeway trips. 
• Improve regional travel time savings and thereby reduce loss of productivity 

associated with congestion. 
• Provide additional connectivity in the regional network for use by public transit.  
• Improve regional and local mobile source air quality characteristics. 
• Promote reduced greenhouse gas production from mobile sources. 
• Provide a project that constrains impacts in local communities to acceptable 

levels. 
• Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration cost effectiveness 

and viable funding strategies, including Public-Private Partnerships.    
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1930 1940 1950 1960

SR 710 - Historical Log of Events (1930 - 1960)

Route extended to South Pasadena

Route designated as LRN 167  
(Long Beach to Monterey Park)

California Highway Commission (CHC) 
adopts route to Huntington Drive

Master Plan of Freeways and  
Expressways extends route to I-210

Department of Highways 
begins location studies

Legend
FHWA and other federal agency actions

State action (Caltrans/Division of Highways, or 
California Transportation/Highway Commission)

Regional and/or local jurisdiction input or action

Legal action or consequence

State legislative or legislator action

LACTC or Metro action



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112

SR 710 - Historical Log of Events (1961 - 1970)

1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970

LRN 167 changed to Route 7

DOH presents alternatives 
to Pasadena public forum

CHC adopts “Meridian Route” 
(Huntington Drive to I-210)

DOH issues Project Report; 
7 alignments studied

California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) signed into law

CHC obtains public views in 
Pasadena public meeting

South Pasadena request for  
reconsideration (denied)

Long Beach Freeway opens 
between Route 10 and Valley Blvd.

City of Los Angeles signs 
Freeway Agreement

Alhambra signs 
Freeway Agreement

South Pasadena 2nd request for 
route reconsideration (denied)

Pasadena signs  
Freeway Agreement

FHWA approves 
state-adopted route

South Pasadena submits 
3rd request for route 

reconsideration (denied)

CHC directs DOH to study 
Westerly Route proposed 

by South Pasadena

National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) signed into law

Legend
FHWA and other federal agency actions

State action (Caltrans/Division of Highways, or 
California Transportation/Highway Commission)

Regional and/or local jurisdiction input or action

Legal action or consequence

State legislative or legislator action

LACTC or Metro action
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SR 710 - Historical Log of Events (1971 - 1980)

1971 1972 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980

DOH issues  
Adopted Line Report

Pasadena Board of  
Directors accepts  

“Adopted Line” 

CHC reaffirms  
adopted alignment

South Pasadena resolves 
to recommend “Westerly 
Route” for SR 7 extension

CHC concludes Westerly 
Route not feasible

California Department of  
Transportation (i.e., Caltrans) formed

Caltrans releases EIR  
(I-10 to Huntington Drive)

1973

South Pasadena, et.al. sues to stop  
construction; pending compliance with 

NEPA & CEQA

U.S. District Judge E. Avery Crary  
arbitrates settlement; EIS stipulated State sues to prohibit 

park on adopted route

Judge David A. Thomas rules in 
favor of state on parks issue

Judge Thomas directs South Pasadena to 
place adopted route on its General Plan

Caltrans releases Draft  
Environmental Impact 

Statement (DEIS)

South Pasadena amends General Plan to 
show parks across the adopted route

Pasadena, South Pasadena & 
Alhambra jointly agree to  

“Plan C” alignment  
(modified Westerly Alignment)

Caltrans tentatively 
approves Plan C alignment

“Wishbone” (one-way couplet;  
Pasadena Ave. & St. John Ave.)  
construction nearly complete

Legislature passes AB 1716 
(Arroyo Seco Park Preservation 

Act) to prevent route from 
encroaching on park

L. A. County Supervisors support  
completing project to Huntington Drive

Caltrans releases  
Supplemental DEIS

Community workshops and public 
hearing held on SDEIS

Los Angeles joins Pasadena in suit to 
complete portions of Gap Closure

Caltrans submits FEIS to FHWA recommending 
freeway between Routes 10 and 210

FHWA rejects FEIS on basis of route 
segmentation and lack of local support

California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) established

SB 86 (Roberti) imposes conditions 
on state agencies disposing of 
residential properties

Los Angeles County Transportation 
Commission (LACTC) holds public 

hearing on project location

LACTC reaffirms support for 
completion of project

Legend
FHWA and other federal agency actions

State action (Caltrans/Division of Highways, or 
California Transportation/Highway Commission)

Regional and/or local jurisdiction input or action

Legal action or consequence

State legislative or legislator action

LACTC or Metro action
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SR 710 - Historical Log of Events (1981 - 1990)

1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990

AB1623 signed into law, 
authorizing freeway 

construction without 
Freeway Agreements

FHWA publishes Notice of 
Intent for new DEIS No Project, 

Meridian & Westerly alignments

Route 710 Advisory 
Committee established

Caltrans releases 2nd 
Supplemental EIS

Public hearing on 2nd 
Supplemental EIS

ACHP holds meeting in Pasadena; 
recommends 5 additional alternatives

FHWA puts 20 miles of SR 7 
on Federal Interstate System

Route 7 name officially 
changed to Route 710

Caltrans rejects ACHP alternatives; 
overall impacts outweigh historic

CTC holds public 
meetings in Pasadena

CTC accepts FEIR & selects  
Meridian Corridor Alternative

ACHP holds meeting in South Pasadena; 
recommends other alternatives

Caltrans distributes FEIR; Meridian 
Corridor Alternative recommended

State Senator Art Torres 
holds Senate Transporta-
tion Committee hearing 

in South Pasadena

Third SEIS circulated;  
Meridian Variation offered

Caltrans holds public  
hearing in South Pasadena

Caltrans circulates Supplemental 
Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for 

Meridian Variation

South Pasadena opposes 
Meridian Variation

FHWA requests SHPO  
comments on Meridian Variation

FHWA requests ACHP  
comments on Meridian Variation

SHPO states Meridian Variation 
would have fewer, but adverse 

effects on historic properties

Caltrans meets with South Pasadena 
regarding Westerly Plan B

SHPO reaffirms non-support 
for Meridian Variation

ACHP states Meridian Variation still 
has adverse historic effect

SCAG meets with area political 
leaders; passes resolution 

supporting Meridian Variation

Senator Torres withdraws 
bill to amend AB1716

Cudahy states support 
for completion of project

Duarte states support for 
completion of project

Caltrans agrees to study 
South Pasadena “Low Build” 

alternative in FEIS

Caltrans sends  
revised FEIS to  

FHWA for approval

Legend
FHWA and other federal agency actions

State action (Caltrans/Division of Highways, or 
California Transportation/Highway Commission)

Regional and/or local jurisdiction input or action

Legal action or consequence

State legislative or legislator action

LACTC or Metro action
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1991 1992 1993 1995

SR 710 - Historical Log of Events (1991 - 1995)

South Pasadena states support 
for “Low Build” Alternative

FHWA approval of FEIS & Merid-
ian Variation requested; Caltrans 

to establish advisory panel

Congressman Matthew Martinez, 
Assemblyman Xavier Becerra, Alhambra 

Mayor Talmage Burke and LA City 
Councilman Richard Alatorre state 

support for 710 Gap Closure project

FHWA & Caltrans release Final EIS/EIR

Route 710 Mitigation Committee formed

South Pasadena opposes 
Meridian Variation and 

other alignments

South Pasadena sues for 
TRO; argues FHWA public 

hearing invalid

District Court denies TRO

ACHP requests CEQ 
review of FEIS

710 Freeway Coalition advocacy group formed

CEQ directs ACHP to develop South 
Pasadena “Low Build Plan” 

Final meeting of Mitigation Committee

Final Report - Route 710 Mitigation Advisory 
Committee; 8 projects proposed

South Pasadena withdraws from Mitigation Committee

Caltrans adopts Mitigation Committee recommendations Judge Gray rules AB1623 no longer 
valid; state must have So. Pasadena 
agreement to close local streets

Alhambra finds “Low Build  
Option” impractical,  
ineffective and burdensome

CTC holds route adoption hearing in Pasadena

Los Angeles finds “low Build 
Option” impractical & ineffective

Long Beach finds “Low Build 
Option” impractical

1994

Azusa & Bell Gardens state 
support for project

Caltrans accepts nearly 
all Mitigation Committee 
recommendations

FHWA indicates Record of 
Decision pending

City of Commerce finds 
“Low Build Option” 
ineffective and impractical

Congressional Surface 
Transportation Subcom-
mittee retains Project in 
Federal Highway System

Caltrans completes 
re-survey of historic 
properties.

Consultant DKS concludes “Low Build 
Option” less effective than No Build 
Alternative

CTC adopts Meridian Variation, 
approves FEIS and authorizes 
Record of Decision

SCAG recommends SR 710 
be completed without 
further study

AB2556 enacted, allowing 
completion of freeways without 
Freeway Agreements

NAACP, et.al. file Environmen-
tal Justice complaint, alleging 
El Sereno residents not equally 
represented in mitigation  
(dismissed)

NAACP, et.al., sues 
in U.S. District 

Court suit, alleging 
discrimination in 

mitigation

Caltrans shifts Meridian 
Variation (“Berkshire Shift”) 

to avoid Short Line Villa Tract; 
holds public meeting

National Register of  
Historic Places declares 

Short Line Villa Tract 
should be preserved

Legend
FHWA and other federal agency actions

State action (Caltrans/Division of Highways, or 
California Transportation/Highway Commission)

Regional and/or local jurisdiction input or action

Legal action or consequence

State legislative or legislator action

LACTC or Metro action
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1996 1997 1998 2000

SR 710 - Historical Log of Events (1996 - 2000)

Caltrans and FHWA prepare Envi-
ronmental Reevaluation; conclude 
no further action needed

Pasadena reaffirms support 
for Gap Closure

Caltrans finds Low Build Option 
fails to meet Purpose & Need

Alhambra sues for unreasonable 
delay in completing project

USDOT Secretary urges 
FHWA to make decision

Caltrans and FHWA prepare second 
Environmental Reevaluation; conclude 

no further action needed

South Pasadena poll: 80% oppose  
SR 710 Extension; 18% in favor

FHWA issues  
Record of Decision

Design Advisory Groups  established in Alhambra, 
El Sereno, Pasadena & South Pasadena

South Pasadena sues, seeking 
to block further work

Federal Judge lifts 1973 injunction

South Pasadena sues, seeking 
injunction on right-of-way acquisition

Federal Judge Pregerson asks 
parties to compromise

Attorneys report to Judge Pregerson 
that compromise not possible

1999

Pasadena City Council places 
anti-710 measure on  

March 2001 ballot

El Sereno poll: 60% favor project 
completion; 28% opposed

Caltrans issues  
Project Study Report 

La Cañada Flintridge votes to  
oppose freeway completion

Judge Pregerson 
grants South Pasadena 

injunction

Alhambra poll: 81% favor project 
completion; 11% opposed

Pasadena poll: 59% favor proejct 
completion; 18% opposed

San Gabriel Valley resident survey: 63% fa-
vor project completion; 11% opposed

HR 5394 (Rogan) passed; 
funding earmarked for SR 710 

local mitigation projects

Legend
FHWA and other federal agency actions

State action (Caltrans/Division of Highways, or 
California Transportation/Highway Commission)

Regional and/or local jurisdiction input or action

Legal action or consequence

State legislative or legislator action

LACTC or Metro action
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SR 710 - Historical Log of Events (2001 - 2010)

2001 2002 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Metro adopts LRTP  
listing SR 710 Project as  

#1 strategic project 

SR 710 Mitigation Project  
adopted; 8 projects identified

Metro Board approves Motion to move forward with NEPA/
CEQA process; SR 710 North Advisory Committee established

SCAG reaffirms SR 710 
project in RTP;  
committed & fundable

Pasadena votes  
(58% vs. 42%) to  
complete SR 710 Freeway

Adam Schiff inserts anti-710 
measure into 2002   
Transportation Appropriation 
bill; rejected by Congress

Eleven state legislators 
form “710 Freeway  
Legislative Action Group” 
to support project

2003

Metro releases Route 710 
Tunnel Technical  Feasibility 

Assessment Report

Metro holds community meetings 
in Pasadena, South Pasadena,  

Alhambra, El Sereno, San Marino,  
LaCanada/Flintridge & Glendale

San Gabriel Valley COG sends letter 
to Metro indicating support for 

beginning EIR/EIS process

San Marino endorses Route 710 Tunnel 
Technical Feasibility Assessment Report

SCAG Transportation & Communications Committee 
resolves to support continued study of tunnel

Pasadena submits comments on Route 710 Tunnel 
Technical Feasibility Assessment Report

South Pasadena Special Committee submits report 
to City Council re: Tunnel Feasibility Report

SB710 (Torlakson) modifies SB86 to 
limit sales to buyers not having owned 

real estate in past 3 years

La Canada/Flintridge comments 
on Tunnel Feasibility Report; not 

opposed to continuing “sound” study

Crescenta Valley Town Council 
states opposition to project

Metro & Caltrans initiate 
SR 710 Tunnel Technical 

Study; focused on 
geotechnical feasibility

Measure R passes; $780 million 
identified for Gap Closure

Metro & Caltrans conduct 
advisory committee and 

community meetings on SR 
710 Tunnel Technical Study

SB 545 (Cedillo) passed in 
state legislature; prohibits sur-

face or above-grade project

Governor vetoes SB 545

Metro Board receives Public-Pri-
vate Partnership Memorandum; 

SR 710 project recommended 
for futher study

Caltrans & Metro issue Draft SR 
710 Tunnel Technical Study; five 
construction zones evaluated

Tunnel Technical Study 
committees transmit 
final study to Metro

San Gabriel Valley COG sends letter 
to Metro indicating support for  

beginning EIR/EIS process

Metro Board 
receives  
SR 710 Tunnel 
Technical Study 
Report

2004

FHWA issues 2nd Reevaluation & 
rescinds Record of Decision; new 

Supplemental EIS required; tunnel 
alternative referenced

Legend
FHWA and other federal agency actions

State action (Caltrans/Division of Highways, or 
California Transportation/Highway Commission)

Regional and/or local jurisdiction input or action

Legal action or consequence

State legislative or legislator action

LACTC or Metro action
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ANTHONY I. PORTANTINO
ASSEMBLYMEMBER. FORTY-FOURTH DISTRICT

COMMITTEES
CHAI R, REVENUE AND TAXATION
GOVERNI\¡ENTAL ORGANIZATION
HIGHER EDUCATION
HUMAN SERVICES
PUBLIC SAFETY
TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Plannins
Caltrans. District 7

100 South Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Cotnments on Notice of Preparation and Scope of Environmental Impact Report,/
Environmental Impact Statement
PM 26.7132; State Clearinghouse No. 1982092310 - 710 Gap Closure

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

As the elected representative of the 44th Assembly District. I hereby submit my comments and
expectations for the Notice of Preparation and scope of the proposed Environmental Impact
Report and Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the 710 Gap Closure Project (710
Project).

To begin, I must convey my disappointment with the process as it has progressed to date. The
outreach for the meetings leading up to scoping has been minimal and inefïective. Community
members who have attended countless meetings on this topic, and for whom the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
most certainly have contact information, were not notified to attend the SR 710 Conversations
meetings. Impacted communities to the North and West of the proposed project area were lelt
out of the education process and were only finally visited, at the insistence of local elected
officials, during the final segment of the three part series that was offèred to other communities.

The meetings thernselves were poorly planned out, particularly the second in the series, which
was advertised as an educational meeting on "Protecting Communities through an Environmental
Process -CEQA^IEPA," in which very little information was originally planned to be shared. It
was only through the outrage and insistence of my staff and local stakeholders that the meeting
was redesigned to actually address community questions about the environmental process, Once
again, rather than taking an opportunity to earn the public's trust, Caltrans and Metro have short-
changed the community and spent considerable public funds for yet another round of ineffective,
questionable meetings with limited public access to the infbrmation they seek.

It is imperative that Caltrans now step up to their responsibilities and include the issues that the
impacted communities are asking to be studied in the EIR/EIS process. One of the critical
factors that must be taken into consideration is the impact of project alternatives on the
communities adjacent to the project study area. As a public policy consideration, we must strive

Attadena, Arcadia, Duarte, East pasadena, La cañada Ftintridse, i::ir";:::1r";;::r"r viilase, Monrovia, pasadena, south pasadena, and rempte city
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to resolve the challenges of mobility and air quality throughout our region, not simply to move

the challenges around to impact different areas of the region. Therefore, all study of the impacts
of project alternatives and project altemative construction must include consideration of the
impact on the communities adjacent to the project study area, including but not limited to North
East Los Angeles, Glendale, LaCanada, La Crescenta-Montrose and Sunland-Tujunga.

As I have maintained for years, it is impossible to make informed public policy decisions in
regards to a potential project without knowing the most basic facts, namely how much a project
will cost and how much benefit that cost will buy us. In the past, a variety of cost estimates have

been offered up for a potential tunnel option, but no serious study has been engaged in
identiffing a true cost for either a tunnel or any other alternatives. Credible cost analysis must be

engaged for all project options in the early stages of the EIIVEIS. The focus of the project
altematives to be studied inust certainly be impacted by the true financial feasibility of project
options, which will be guided by a credible cost-benefit analysis.

Questions have been raised whether the SR-710 project rightfully falls under the exclusions
listed for the Surface Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program, disqualifying the EIS from
the auspices of Caltrans and requiring Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) involvement.
Because of the long history and previous involvement of FHWA, unbiased consideration must be

granted to identify whether NEPA certification on this project rightfully reverts back to FHWA
based on their long history with this project.

Additionally, I must agree with the City of La Canada Flintridge that because Caltrans has failed
to adequately define the project and has instead described the possibility of "a tunnel, freeway,
heavy rail, light rail, bus transit, or traffic management system, or a combination of these modes,

all of these alternative projects must be analyzed in full detail." It is imperative that the study be

comprehensive and that it addresses each and every alternative in complete detail. Throughout
the SR 710 Conversations meetings and through a number of years working with stakeholders on

this issue, it is clear that the community wants 2l'r Century solutions. The community insists
that Caltrans fully consider greener, forward thinking solutions that work not only for our
generation, but that will be an investment in the lives of our children, grandchildren and great

grandchildren. It is also clear that this process has been mired in controversy through a

continued cursory and inadequate approach to securing accurate intbrmation. Failure at this
point to address these concerns will doom this project and forever tarnish any believe that
Caltrans and MTA can be trusted with a project of this potential size and scope.

Southern California does not suffer from a lack of freeways or roads. Rather, our region suffers

from an overabundance of and over reliance on automobiles. We need to identify effective
solutions that assist in getting cars and trucks off of our roads, while enabling people and goods

to move to where thev are needed.

Several ventures that our region is already engaged in must be considered for expansion and to
be expedited as methods of reaching our mobility and air quality improvement goals. Certainly
the Alameda Corridor EaslACE Project and the Metro Gold Line Foothill and Eastside
Extensions are consensus projects that have proven track records in our region, with plans and

future potential for growth. In addition to plans for extending the Green Line to the Los Angeles
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International Airport and the Gold Line Foothill Extension to the Ontario Airport, consideration
should be given to constructing a light rail line through Glendale to the Bob Hope Airport in
Burbank as well, connecting and providing effective alternative transportation into all three
major airline hubs throughout the region. The Federal Highway Administration, in its letter
dated December 77,2003, admonished Caltrans to cease any movement forward with a project
until the impacts of some of the above mentioned projects had been studied. FHWA questioned
the need for a gap closure in light of mass transit expansion. This study should take those
questions to heart and prove to the public that a project is even necessary to meet the demands of
our population needs.

Intelligent combinations of the above suggestions along with local arterial traffic management
systems, improved and expanded bus service, and heavy rail improvements for goods movement
purposes must be considered. Cost effectiveness of the implementation of combined smaller
projects, along with the positive impact of multiple small to mid-size projects on local hiring and
job development, may very likely outweigh the attributes of one vast project that requires
experience not found in local companies, with a significant requirement for importing expertise
and workers.

The immense cost and risk of a tunnel or otherwise outmoded, outdated freeway alternative is

truly an option of the past. V/e must be forward thinking in our innovation, and fiscally
responsible to the people of the State of Califomia. The public deserves a wise investment in the
infrastructure of tomorrow. I call on Caltrans to put the future of our people ahead of the
entrenched thinking of the past. Thank you for your consideration and I look forward to
continuing this important work together.

Sincerely,

Anthony J. Portantino
Assemblymember, 44th District

AJPjh

cc:
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Aprt 1,2,201,1,

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Cahfornia Depattment of Ttansportation, District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 16Â
Los Angeles , CA 90012

RE: Support fot the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments fot Environmental Review

Dear Mt. I{osinski,

I am writing to expÍess my suppoît fot the 710N Gap Closure Project and would appreciate it if you made this letter part of
the official tecotd. I strongly support the construction of a tunnel ot a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the
statewide freeway system at fnterstate 210. It is imperative this connection be completed NOW.

Please include the follou¡ing in the envitonmental analyses:

The Gap has been in existence for neaily 40 years creating much confusion for drivets; let's ltx this! The EIR
should show how all the freeways and major toads in the area in four directions will benefìt from the closing of the
gap.

Ait quality will be substantiaþ imptoved rn the entire basin; and existing areas suffering ftom adverse health
ìmpacts will be relieved; the EIR should demonsttate both of these aspects to show actual project benefits.

Jobs will be cteated during these tough economic times; the EIR should detail how the project helps our economy
in cteating jobs and in othet ways such as the benefit to the tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles
will actuallv be able to teach their destination v¡hen using the 710N freeway insteacl of bcing ror,rtecl r:'ff througl.r
local communities.

I utge you to continue the environmental process in an expeditious manner. It is impottant to temember that the voters of
Los ,\ngeles County voted overwhelmingly in favot of Measure "R," which calls for the 710N freeway to be completed.

We cannot wait anothet 40 yeats fot this project to become a tedtgr.

Thank you fot yout consideration and fot adding this lettet to the offìcial record.

Sìnceteþ,

th"rÞ
MIKE ENG
Assemblymem

I t8
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April 14, 2011 
 

 
Via Email and US Mail 
 
Ron Kosinsky, Deputy District Director 
Division of Environmental Planning 
Caltrans, District 7 
100 Main Street, MS 16A 
Los Angeles, CA  90012 
   
Re: Scoping Comments for Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 

Statement (EIR/EIS) for the 710 Gap Closure Project 
 
Dear Mr. Kosinski: 
 
The City’s of Pasadena’s formal scoping comments for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the 710 Gap Closure Project are 
provided on the attachment to this letter.  
 
We appreciate the opportunity to participate in this process.  If you have any questions 
or would like additional information, please contact me directly at 626-744-6450. 
       
 
      Sincerely, 

       
      Frederick C. Dock 
      Director of Transportation 
       

 
c.  Michael J. Beck, City Manager 

Vince Bertoni, Director of Planning and Development 
Jennifer Paige-Saeki, Senior Planner/CEQA Coordinator 

 
enc. Attachment 
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ATTACHMENT 
 
 
Process 
 
a. The role of closing the 710 Gap in the context of improving regional mobility and 

accessibility in relation to the defined study area is extremely unclear.  Without a 
more precise definition of what aspects of regional mobility and accessibility are to 
be improved, alternatives cannot be effectively developed or considered.  To that 
end, the lead agency should document what aspects of regional mobility and 
accessibility are limited and to what extent is that due to the gap in the 710.  
Documentation should include, but not be limited to the following: 
 
• Analysis of freight flows on trucks with specifics about origin/destination that 

show how the gap on the 710 limits north-south or east-west goods movement 
• Analysis of regional commute travel by mode, with origin-destination studies that 

show how the gap on the 710 limits regional commute travel 
• Analysis of current users of the 710 Gap corridor (i.e., those exiting/entering the 

two stub ends of the 710) with origin-destination studies that show how these 
users would be affected by alternatives proposed for the corridor 

 
If the above analyses indicate that the aspect of regional mobility that is 
compromised is the segment of I-5 between I-710 and SR 134, then the study area 
should be redefined to include the areas proximate to possible alternatives to the I-5 
corridor rather than focusing on the 710 Gap. 
 

b. The EIR/EIS process should be structured so that the public is informed of findings 
at each milestone phase of the preparation of the EIR/EIS. 

 
c. Because of the complexity of the 710 gap project, an exhibition center(s) should be 

established during the EIR/EIS review and comment period in addition to use of 
electronic media in order to facilitate public awareness of project components 
analyses, design features, activities, and so forth. Because of the magnitude of 
impacts associated with tunnel alternatives, such exhibit center(s) should be located 
in communities where the tunnel portals are proposed. 

 
d. In order to facilitate public review and comment, EIR/EIS alternatives should be 

superimposed on aerial photographs showing the affected real estate. In addition, 
photorealistic visualization techniques should be used to provide images of the 
alternatives. 
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e. Regional agencies should assess the potential of freight-to-rail considerations to 

inform assumptions and networks in the traffic modeling process used for the 
EIR/EIS.  

 
f. Regional agencies should provide detailed information on approved projects to 

improve truck activity on the regional network to inform the EIR/EIS process 
estimates of future truck volumes on the network in the defined study area. 

 
g. Multi-modal and system management policies and related improvements should be 

incorporated in each EIR/EIS alternative under consideration since they influence 
capacity and mode share estimates. In particular multi-modal provisions should be 
defined as part of the proposed project’s overall congestion management provisions. 

 
h. For alternative(s) that include a tunnel, the multi-modal and system management 

aspects of the EIR/EIS should be comprehensive and specific in communities where 
portal locations are proposed. The multi-modal and system management aspects 
should address the City of Pasadena’s adopted Mobility Element (part of the 
General Plan), which defines requirements that apply to specific streets throughout 
the community. 
 

i. The EIR/EIS should define performance requirements that would be included in any 
Public Private Partnership implementation program. 
 

j. The draft scoping document for the EIR/EIS should contain a glossary of terms so 
that all participants can be clear on the definition of terms. 

 
Traffic analysis and impact assessment 
 
a. Absent significant re-engineering and reconstruction of the 710/210/134 interchange, 

Pasadena will likely experience substantial increases of traffic on City surface 
streets caused by drivers seeking ways to get around the already congested 
interchange, especially during peak hours.  The EIR/EIS should thoroughly 
investigate measures to mitigate the impacts on surface streets of traffic bypassing 
the interchange. 

 
b. The EIR/EIS should fully analyze the changes in peak hour traffic on local streets in 

the vicinity of the proposed project. The EIR/EIS should prepare local area traffic 
modeling analyses for the following portions of the street system and use this 
information to define mitigation measures if necessary: 

 
• The EIR/EIS should analyze the impact on traffic conditions for major arterials in 

the City of Pasadena as well as the freeway network. Traffic volume issues will 
remain a concern throughout this study process and at a minimum, the analysis 
of traffic impacts on local streets should be fully analyzed and mitigation 
measures should be defined if necessary.  



SR-710 Gap EIR/EIS Scoping Comments – City of Pasadena 
ATTACHMENT 
April 14, 2011 
Page 3 of 10 
 

• The EIR/EIS should document the traffic impacts associated with the projected 
increase in traffic (both the number of cars and the percentage increase) on the 
210 Freeway through northwest Pasadena and the 210 Freeway through East 
Pasadena and use this information to define mitigation measures if necessary. 

• The EIR/EIS should document the traffic impacts associated with projected traffic 
expected to exit the freeway and travel on City streets in northwest Pasadena 
and East Pasadena and use this information to define mitigation measures if 
necessary. 

 
c. To be consistent with regional plans, the EIR/EIS analysis should be based on the 

latest Southern California Association of Governments travel demand forecasting 
model and forecasts prepared for the most recent Regional Transportation Plan. 

 
d. The EIR/EIS should report on technical findings and traffic impacts or benefits of an 

interchange at Huntington Drive and define traffic mitigation measures if necessary.  
 

e. The EIR/EIS should include consideration of the closure of ramps leading to 
California Boulevard in Pasadena and identification of any alternate circulation 
routes or strategies. 

 
Impact on Sensitive Uses 
 
a. The EIR/EIS should fully analyze the impact on historical structures and sensitive 

land uses adjacent to alternatives such as schools, parks, and hospitals. 
 
No-Build Alternative 
 
a. The no-build alternative of the EIR/EIS should address the condition of the lands in 

the City of Pasadena that would be affected by not implementing the project and 
should include but not be limited to the following: 

 
• Potential reversion of Pasadena Avenue and St John’s Avenue to city streets 
• Potential closure of the ramps to California Boulevard and identification of any 

potential alternate circulation routes or strategies 
• Mitigation of the depressed portion of the freeway stub in Pasadena including 

installing a landscaped cap or deck over the depressed portion. 
• Disposition of the residential properties and vacant property owned by Caltrans in 

the corridor 
 
Alternatives That Involve Tunnels 

 
a. The EIR/EIS should document case studies of similar tunnel projects around the 

world with an emphasis on a review of tunnel and highway construction projects in 
residential communities.  Lessons learned from these types of programs should be 
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documented in the EIR/EIS and best practices should be incorporated into the 
project design and delivery.   

 
b. The EIR/EIS transportation modeling analysis should incorporate relevant traffic 

studies of peak and non-peak hour traffic in the vicinity of the portals and if 
necessary develop mitigation measures.   

 
c. The EIR/EIS should identify whether technology will be used to monitor the volume 

of traffic on the freeway and local street network and the composition of vehicle mix 
in the tunnel segment at any time.   

 
d. The EIR/EIS should identify a limit on the amount of vehicles and the composition of 

the vehicle stream allowed in the tunnel at any time for safe operating conditions.  
 

e. The EIR/EIS should define what traffic management and safety innovations are 
planned to minimize or eliminate congestion at tunnel toll collection locations, should 
toll collection be a part of an alternative. 

 
f. The EIR/EIS should identify if vehicle identification tracking and cargo tracking 

technologies are being incorporated as part of the project. If truck cargos will be 
actively monitored using identification tracking and cargo tracking technologies the 
EIR/EIS should define how this would be done to minimize impeding the flow of 
traffic. 

 
g. The EIR/EIS should investigate the feasibility of limiting or prohibiting truck traffic on 

710, including but not limited to the following conditions:   
 

• The EIR/EIS should analyze the feasibility of prohibiting trucks during peak 
commute periods from 6 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. and from 3:30 p.m. to 7 p.m.   

• The EIR/EIS should analyze the feasibility of prohibiting trucks on the tunnel 
segment 

• The EIR/EIS should analyze the feasibility of limiting the numbers of trucks using 
the tunnel at any one time 

• The EIR/EIS should analyze the feasibility of limiting the length of vehicles or 
vehicle consists that use the tunnel 

 
h. The EIR/EIS should analyze the feasibility and impacts or benefits of providing 

access ramps in between portals, including a full interchange at Huntington Drive. 
 

Tunnel Portal Areas 
 
a. The areas of tunnel entry, refuge, evacuation passages, and ventilation shafts are 

critical components of any tunnel alternative. Because these aspects are so 
important, the EIR/EIS should conduct a thorough analysis of proposed locations 
taking into account comprehensive design considerations. This review should 
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assess how the adjacent infrastructure, land use, or topography influences planning 
and design of the project, potential impacts on sensitive land uses, and define 
mitigation measures to address the impacts. 

 
b. The EIR/EIS should document and provide aerial photographs with alignment 

alternatives superimposed.  Potential tunnel portals, areas of refuge within the 
tunnel, evacuation passages and ventilation shafts should also be identified. 
 

c. The EIR/EIS should document examples of Context Sensitive Portal Design as one 
of the most important design components of the overall project. We believe that 
there are opportunities to design the tunnel to include a portal design that is 
sensitive to its immediate environment and these issues should be addressed fully in 
the report and designs should be presented in public outreach meetings.   
 

d. The EIR/EIS should include measures that could be incorporated into the design to 
mitigate impacts at the portals. Such components should be considered at the outset 
as a necessary element of the project, not treated as an afterthought at a later date. 
 

e. As part of the portal mitigation review, consideration should be given in the EIR/EIS 
to the feasibility of installing a cap or deck over the depressed portion of the freeway 
to mitigate impacts at the I-710 stub portal site in Pasadena. Such considerations 
should be assessed during the design of alternatives in the event that particular 
tunnel engineering considerations are required. 

 
f. The EIR/EIS should provide information on other tunnels in residential areas that 

have undertaken measures to include sensitive portal design features. Objectives 
are (1) to provide assurance that such measures can inform the design from the 
outset, even during preliminary stages, and (2) to ensure that design features are 
not precluded unintentionally due to late consideration.  
 

g. The EIR/EIS should address whether technology will be installed at portal entries to 
screen for polluting vehicles and whether thermal detectors will be installed to 
identify unusual heat. 

 
h. The EIR/EIS should address how over-height vehicles will be detected before they 

enter the tunnel. 
 

Tunnel Ventilation 
  
a. The EIR/EIS should document the general location of potential tunnel ventilation 

towers, their height, width, depth and the impact to any existing land uses where 
towers are proposed.  
 

b. Any ventilation tower proposed as part of a tunnel option for the project will likely be 
out of scale with the residential structures along the route.  The EIR/EIS should 
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investigate use of a minimum number of towers interspersed along the alignment in 
order to minimize disruption to surrounding neighborhoods.   

 
c. The EIR/EIS should analyze the need for and frequency of ventilation towers should 

trucks be limited or not be allowed in the tunnel alternatives. 
 

d. The EIR/EIS should document how the exhaust that is emitted from the potential 
future ventilation towers will be treated and the resulting air quality impact 
assessments. 

 
e. The EIR/EIS should document potential advances in technology that are likely to 

occur during the next 10 to 20 years which might alter design and operation of a 
tunnel especially in relation to the need for ventilation towers. 

 
f. The EIR/EIS should document comparisons with other national and international 

tunnels that include exhaust towers documenting lessons learned and drawing from 
best practices. 

 
Noise   
  
a. The EIR/EIS should document the projected increase in vehicle noise along sections 

of the 210 Freeway which do not have sound walls (northwest Pasadena and East 
Pasadena). 
 

b. The EIR/EIS should analyze the need for sound walls which can be constructed as 
mitigation measures to address noise impacts as well as reduce visual impacts of 
construction.  

 
Tolls and Related Technology  
 
a. The EIR/EIS should thoroughly analyze the affects of any proposed tolls, whether 

they will be imposed on autos, trucks, or both, and an analysis of potential diversion 
of auto traffic or truck traffic to adjacent city of county arterials as a result of the toll 
charge. The analysis should also include an investigation of toll charges for all day 
versus only peak hours as well as incentive pricing for high occupancy vehicles. 

 
b. The EIR/EIS should analyze and document an “Order of Magnitude Toll Revenue 

and Level of Bonding Estimate” for an alternative that would impose tolls only on 
trucks.   

  
Visual Impacts 
 
a. The EIR/EIS should include an assessment of the visual impacts of all related 

structures including the portals, ventilation shafts and other physical facilities related 
to the alternatives under consideration. 
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Landscaping 
 
a. The EIR/EIS should document how mitigation measures such as landscaping and 

barriers could relieve many of the visual and noise impacts of the portal area from 
the surrounding residential and commercial areas. The cost of such mitigation 
measures and any sound walls should be included as part of the project.   

 
Health Safety and Security 
 
a. The EIR/EIS should include a review of the design, construction, and operation of 

comparable recently constructed tunnels in the United States and other countries 
and incorporate best practices in the areas of prevention, mitigation, response, and 
recovery from manmade and natural disasters.  

 
b. The EIR/EIS should define the design standards that are incorporated to address 

vulnerabilities to natural and man-made disasters 
 
c. If a performance based design is proposed, the EIR/EIS should define how issues 

such as life safety, acceptable risk, and fire safety are being addressed. 
 
d. The EIR/EIS should incorporate a Health Risk Analysis of the impact of constructing 

and operating a tunnel to address the I-710 gap.  
 
e. The EIR/EIS should address whether specialized technologies and standards for 

monitoring and inspecting structural elements of alternatives are incorporated into 
the alternatives. 

 
f. The EIR/EIS should address the range of surveillance equipment proposed for the 

alternatives. 
 
g. The EIR/EIS should address lighting provisions including transitioning lighting at the 

portals to aid driver vision and the use of in-pavement lighting for vehicle distance, 
lane definition and edge delineation that improve safety and prevent crashes.  

 
h. The EIR/EIS should define incident detection and deterrent technology for 

incorporation into the alternatives including sensors for heat, water intrusion, fire, 
explosion, etc.  

 
i. The EIR/EIS should address the feasibility of using cameras to identify vehicles that 

damage facilities for the purpose of collecting for damages. 
 
j. The EIR/EIS should identify all measures to for safe evacuation in the event of an 

emergency including a sound support in addition to lighted guidance signs, refuge 
areas, and evacuation passages. 
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k. The EIR/EIS should define the role of law enforcement and laws/regulations to 

promote effective response and recovery operations. In this regard, the 
communication procedures, equipment, and jurisdictional issues among law 
enforcement emergency responders and operations control center should be 
defined.  

 
l. The EIR/EIS should evaluate the state of the art for fire, rescue, emergency medical 

and hazardous materials response technology and best practices for any alternative 
considered, especially if a tunnel alternative is considered.  The EIR/EIS should 
address jurisdictional issues that may occur due to access limitations.  The EIR/EIS 
should address training, procedures and equipment needed for the jurisdictions 
directly impacted and their mutual aid departments and partners.  The evaluation of 
all equipment and procedures, with particular attention to communications 
technologies, should prioritize technologies and procedures that “future-proof” the 
recommended alternatives.” 

 
m. The EIR/EIS should evaluate the potential impact of limiting hazardous cargo within 

the project area.  The EIR/EIS should also evaluate the state of the art for monitoring 
hazardous cargo within the project area to either support a limit, or to rapidly and 
automatically detect hazardous releases or other situations involving hazardous 
cargo.” 

 
Identify Utility Infrastructure Impacts 
 
a. The EIR should identify any utility infrastructure (e.g., electrical generation, 

distribution and sub-transmission systems, water and sewer mains, pumping 
facilities, fiber optic lines, communications infrastructure, etc.) affected by the 
project."  

 
b. "Pasadena Water and Power should be consulted, provided access to specific 

project information, and have input into the design process to minimize or mitigate 
impacts." 

 
Construction Impacts 
 
a. Construction impacts should be fully defined and should include identification of 

potential utility infrastructure displacement or access issues (e.g., ingress/egress 
from local power plant, substations, wells, etc) during construction. 

 
b. Measures to minimize construction impacts should be addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

Mitigation measures to screen visual and noise impacts should be implemented prior 
to construction and provisions to manage air borne dust due to excavation and/or 
construction should be included.   

 
c. The EIR/EIS should thoroughly investigate the visual and noise impacts throughout 

both the construction and operations phase of the project.  Furthermore the EIR/EIS 
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should investigate how Craftsman design vernacular could be incorporated into walls 
that would screen residential neighborhoods in Pasadena from the freeway.  

 
d. The EIR/EIS should analyze the vibration impacts during construction.  The EIR/EIS 

should document the considerable construction impacts related to the drilling and 
boring equipment used to construct tunnels proposed for this project.  

 
e. The EIR/EIS should document the construction impacts as a result of the lengthy 

period of time the portal area(s) will be used for staging of construction equipment 
and for hauling of excavated material. 

 
f. The EIR/EIS should define staging areas and construction truck routes for hauling of 

excavated material and delivery of materials.  
 
g. The EIR/EIS should define and document the total construction schedule for the 

project. 
 
h. The EIR/EIS should thoroughly evaluate the potential for contaminated soil to be 

encountered within the project and the potential hazards related to the management 
thereof, especially if a tunnel alternative is considered. 

 
i. The EIR/EIS should evaluate the state of the art for fire, rescue, emergency medical 

and hazardous materials response technology and best practices for the 
construction of any alternative considered, especially if a tunnel alternative is 
considered.   

 
j. The EIR/EIS should address jurisdictional issues that may occur due to access 

limitations.  The EIR/EIS should address training, procedures and equipment 
needed for the jurisdictions directly impacted and their mutual aid departments and 
partners. 

 
Maintenance 
 
a. The EIR/EIS should address provisions and schedules for tunnel inspection and how 

maintenance and/or rehabilitation of project elements will be conducted under full 
closure and partial closure conditions.  

 
Project Cost and Financing  
 
a. The EIR/EIS should analyze financial projections about the cost revenues available 

for the tunnel and identify whether innovations have been identified to promote 
service life and reduce operating costs. 

 
b. The EIR/EIS should document any legislative efforts that the State of California, the 

Southern California Association of Governments, and the Los Angeles Metropolitan 
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Transportation Authority may undertake regarding the sale of related right-of-way 
property and the potential for applying any of the proceeds to the Route 710 project.  

 
c. The EIR/EIS should document a cost/benefit analysis for the best alternative that will 

balance the need for traffic flow and mobility with cost effectiveness.  It must also 
balance the environmental impacts to local communities. 

 
d. The EIR/EIS should document the operating and maintenance costs associated with 

any alternative and define for each alternative the business plan for the upgrade or 
replacement of the equipment and information devices that are part of the project. 

 
e. All mitigation included in the final EIR/EIS should be incorporated into the provisions 

for any Public Private Partnership developed for the project and the City of 
Pasadena should be allowed to review the provisions of any such partnership 
agreement prior to its execution.  

 
f. The EIR should identify any utility infrastructure affected by the project and 

associated costs to relocate, replace, or repair. Pasadena’s electrical distribution 
and sub-transmission systems may be affected by the construction of this project. To 
keep the City-owned utility whole throughout the project, Pasadena Water and 
Power needs to have access to specific project information and have input into the 
design process; that will ensure that adverse impacts are avoided, and that possible 
parallel projects or collocations are evaluated for potential cost savings that could 
accrue to either or both entities. 
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‘6 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

____

REGION IX
75 Hawthorne Street4,, -

San Francisco, CA 94105

April 15, 2011

Ron Kosinski
California Department of Transportation, District 7
100 South Main Street, Suite 100
Lost Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Scoping Comments for the 710 North of Alhambra Project, Los Angeles
County, California

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Notice of Intent
published in the Federal Register March 9, 2011, requesting comments on the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposal to prepare a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) for the 710 North of Aihambra Project. Our comments are provided pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. We recognize that
the state of California has assumed responsibilities under NEPA for this project pursuant to the
Memorandum of Understanding Between the Federal Highway Administration and the
California Department of Transportation Concerning the State of California ‘s Participation in
the surface Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program.

Purpose and Need and Range of Alternatives

Section 6002 of Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) requires that the lead agency provide an opportunity for
involvement by Participating Agencies in defining the Purpose and Need and in determining the
Range of Alternatives for a project as early as practicable during the environmental review
process. We note that EPA will be a Participating Agency for this project, as defined by
SAFETEA-LU. We look forward to providing feedback once a draft Purpose and Need
Statement and subsequent draft Range of Alternatives are provided to Participating Agencies for
comments under SAFETEA-LU coordination. At this time, EPA provides the following general
comments on Purpose and Need and Range of Alternatives:

Purpose and Need
The Purpose and Need should focus on the underlying problems to address and the

reasons a project is considered and should not be written in a way that prescribes a particular
solution. In particular, the Purpose and Need statement should not be written so as to exclude
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alternatives which might be less impactful to the environment or public health that would
accomplish the underlying mobility/accessibility the project seeks to provide. It is critical that
the Purpose and Need not prescribe or imply a predetermined solution such as an expansion of a
freeway. Freeway capacity enhancements may be an included component of the potential
solution to the problems identified in a Purpose and Need; however, the Purpose and Need
should allow for the analysis of a full scope of alternatives, including other modes of
transportation

Range ofAlternatives
The DEIS should explore and objectively evaluate a range of reasonable alternatives,

including the no action alternative, and briefly discuss the reasons for eliminating some
alternatives from further evaluation (40 CFR 1502.14). The alternatives should explore
opportunities to avoid or minimize adverse environmental impacts while fulfilling the project
purpose. While we understand that the proposed project has a long history, including previously
completed environmental analyses spanning many years, Caltrans ultimately must ensure that a
proper evaluation of all alternatives is conducted if the analyses will be used to meet obligations
under NEPA. EPA recommends that the DEIS present the environmental impacts of a
reasonable range of alternatives considered (including the locally preferred alternative(s) and the
No-Build Alternative) in comparative form, sharply defining the issues and providing a clear
basis for choice among options for the decision maker and the public (40 CFR 1502.14).

EPA recommends that the DEIS include a summary of the screening methodology that
was used to determine the Range of Alternatives for inclusion in the DEIS. The methodology
summary should include information about which criteria and measures were used at each
screening level and how they were integrated in a comprehensive evaluation. The DEIS should
also include a description of alternatives that were considered but withdrawn with a summary of
why they were eliminated. The DEIS should identify opportunities for the alternatives to avoid
or minimize adverse environmental and community impacts while fulfilling the project purpose.
This may include alignment shifts, buffers, localized design modifications, changes in
construction practices, tunneling, or spanned crossings of sensitive biological resources.

Impacts of Increased Vehicle Travel

The project proposes to increase motor vehicle capacity. Any analysis of emissions of
greenhouse gases (GHGs) or other air pollution, noise, and other impacts to human health and
the environment that increase with increased vehicle miles traveled should be based upon travel
demand modeling which takes into account the increased demand for vehicle travel caused by
this increased capacity. Because the additional vehicle travel that results from this induced
demand will distribute itself throughout the regional roadway network, it is important to use a
travel demand model that will capture the increased vehicle load on other highways and city
streets anywhere that increase is significant. The DEIS should describe how any traffic estimates
were developed and how these traffic estimates relate to regional transportation estimates. Any
supporting documents on which the conclusions of the project’s impacts to air quality are based,
such as traffic data and other air analyses, should be included in an appendix to the DEIS.
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If emissions are analyzed as for a restricted lanes alternative (e.g. HOT, HOV, Freight-
only) then the DEIS should include verification or guarantee that the lanes will remain restricted
in perpetuity. A change in this restriction would change the impacts of the project.
Additionally, EPA strongly recommends incorporation of a zero tailpipe emissions alternatives
and technology for this project.

Impacts from Proposed Tunneling

Tunneling alternatives would require extensive earthmoving and result in large amounts
of material being transported through urban areas. The DEIS should disclose an approximate
amount of material to be removed per mile of tunnel and where material could be disposed or
stored. The DEIS should describe the tunneling methodology proposed, amount and type of
material removal, the routes needed to haul and remove fill, and the need for any exploratory
drilling. In addition, equipment and planned locations for staging tunnel operations should be
included.

The location at which excavated materials would be deposited should be named and
impacts of the deposits should be discussed. Impacts resulting from the need to excavate and
transport deposits, including localized pollutants such as mobile source air toxics, regional air
pollutants, traffic, and noise, should be estimated and mitigated to the extent feasible. Further,
routes should be chosen to haul deposits that minimize localized air quality and noise impacts to
residents.

The DEIS should identify how construction and operation of any alternatives that include
tunneling will affect groundwater and hydrological function. Specifically, any long-term
maintenance needs regarding dewatering and required dredging should be addressed in the DEIS.
A discussion of the methods available to reduce impacts (aerial, tunnel boring, cut-and-cover,
etc.) along with associated estimates of impacts to water resources should be incorporated into
the DEIS.

Potential Displacement of Residences and Businesses

The DEIS should commit to specific mitigation measures to minimize the impacts of
displacement and relocation on all populations from all alternatives analyzed. Mitigation
measures should be presented along with a description of the responsible party, timing for
implementation, and length of time anticipated for complete implementation. Caltrans should
also conduct interviews with all potential displacees to determine relocation needs and should
confirm that those who have special needs will be accommodated with a plan for assistance as
needed. To mitigate community character and cohesion impacts to communities, EPA
recommends conducting public workshops and working directly with affected populations to
identify effective and creative ways to minimize or mitigate these impacts.

Near Roadway and Public Health Impacts

Due to the high level of diesel traffic and potential proximity of the Project to residences
and other sensitive receptors, EPA is particularly concerned about the level of analysis for
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mobile source air toxics (MSATs) impacts. Many studies have measured elevated
concentrations of pollutants, which are emitted directly by motor vehicles, near large roadways.
These elevated concentrations generally occur within approximately 200 meters of the road,
although the distance varies depending on traffic and environmental conditions. Pollutants
measured with elevated concentrations include benzene, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons,
carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, black carbon, and coarse, fine, and ultrafine particles. For a
thorough review of near-roadway monitoring studies, see Section 3.1.3 of EPA’s “Regulatory
Impact Analysis: Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants from Mobile Sources” (February 2007,
http://www.epa.gov/otaq/regsftoxics/fr-ria-sections .htm).

A large number of recent studies have examined the association between living near
major roads and different adverse health effects. Several peer reviewed epidemiologic studies
have shown associations with cardiovascular effects, premature adult mortality, and adverse birth
outcomes, including low birth weight and size. Traffic-related pollutants have been repeatedly
associated with increased prevalence of asthma-related respiratory symptoms in children. Also,
based on toxicological and occupational epidemiologic literature, several of the MSATs,
including benzene, 1,3-butadiene, and diesel exhaust, are classified as known and likely human
carcinogens. Thus, near roadway environments present an elevated cancer risk, including
childhood leukemia. For additional information on MSATs, please see EPA’s MSAT website at
http://www.epa.gov/otag/toxics.htm.

Building a new roadway in the immediate vicinity of residential neighborhoods could
result in localized MSAT impacts in the project area to nearby receptors. In the DEIS, an
estimate of potential MSAT impacts and near roadway receptors should be presented. EPA
believes an MSAT analysis should be undertaken for this project because 1) the project
represents the addition of a major thoroughfare; 2) the proposed project may be in close
proximity to sensitive receptors; 3) the project could have significant health impacts on any low-
income and minority communities along the corridor; 4) there is an increasing public awareness
of air quality impacts associated with transportation projects; and, 5) there are heavy traffic
increases projected in this corridor.

Our primary recommendations for future analyses and for incorporation into the DEIS are
to provide a MSAT analysis that includes at a minimum: I) quantifying the construction and
operational emissions for MSATs, 2) identifying hotspots (i.e. localized impacts) with a
discussion of the related toxicity weighting of potential MSAT impacts, 3) dispersion modeling,
4) risk assessment, and 5) committing to appropriate avoidance, minimization, andJor mitigation
opportunities.

These analyses are further described in the March 2007 report entitled “Analyzing,
Documenting, and Communicating the Impacts of Mobile Source Air Toxic Emissions in the
NEPA Process” conducted for the American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO) Standing Committee on the Environment and funded by the Transportation
Research Board (http://www.trb .orglNotesDocs/25-25( I 8)_FR.pdf). Procedures for toxicity
weighting, which EPA has found to be especially useful for the targeting of mitigation, are
described in EPA’s Air Toxics Risk Assessment Reference Library (Volume 3, Appendix B,
beginning on page B -4, http://epa.gov/tt&fera/data/risk/vol3/Appendix_B_April_2006.pdf).
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EPA would be happy to work with Caltrans to evaluate the appropriate level of MSAT analysis
for this project.

These recommendations, and the recommendations included in the report for AASJzITO
referenced above, differ substantially from the recently released September 30, 2009 FHWA
Interim Guidance Update on Mobile Source Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents. While
there are positive elements to this guidance, especially the acknowledgement of potential MSAT
concerns, EPA continues to disagree with major elements of this approach nationally.

Public Health Impacts

Through our coordination with Caltrans on the expansion of 710 south of the proposed
project area, EPA has requested that Caltrans share the proposed strategy and methodology for
the “focused assessment of public health considerations” that will address the expectations raised
by the public and agencies for a robust assessment of health impacts that will result from the
southerly expansion. We understand that a Health Impact Assessment (hA) is being completed
by partnór agencies for the expansion of 710 south of the 710 North of Aihambra Project. HIAs
look at health holistically, considering not only bio-physical health effects, but also broader
social, economic, and environmental influences. HIAs also explicitly focus on health benefits
and the distribution of health impacts within a population. HIAs strive to anticipate potential
impacts for decision-makers and to deliver a set of concrete recommendations targeted at
minimizing health risks and maximizing benefits.’

We encourage Caltrans to refer to the October 2010 publication, “A Guide for Health
Impact Assessment”, which was published for the California Department of Health
(http://www.cdph.ca.gov/pubsforms/GuidelinesfDocumentslHlA%20Guide%2OFINAL%20 10-
19-10.pdf). We recommend that Caltrans coordinate analyses for both NEPA documents (710
Expansion and 710 North of Aihambra Project) and incorporate information produced from the
1-7 10 HIA into decision-making.

Noise Impacts

The DEIS should include an assessment of noise impacts and should identify proposed
mitigation (for example, construction of new noise barriers along segments of the proposed
project). EPA encourages mitigation of noise impacts, particularly in areas where residences
would be impacted.

Air Quality Impacts

Re’ional Air Oualitv

The project is located in the South Coast Air Basin. The area is a federally designated
Extreme nonattainment area for the 1997 8-hour ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standard

Bhatia, Rajiv and Wernham, Aaron. Integrating Human Health into Environmental Impact Assessment: An
Unrealized Opportunity for Environmental Health and Justice. Environmental Health Perspectives. Available on
line April 16, 2008.
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(NAAQS), and nonattainment for the 2006 and 1997 PM 2.5 standards and the PM-10 standard.
[40 CFR Part 811. The area is also a maintenance area for carbon monoxide (CO) and nitrogen
dioxide (N02). Because of the area’s air quality status, the DEIS should specifically identify
measures to reduce emissions of particulates and ozone precursors, including nitrogen oxides
(NO), resulting from the project.

Recommendations:
• Ambient Conditions: The DEIS should include a detailed discussion of ambient air

conditions (i.e., baseline or existing conditions), the area’s attainment or nonattainment
status for all NAAQS, and potential air quality impacts (including cumulative and
indirect impacts) from the construction and operation of the project for each fully
evaluated alternative. The DEIS should include estimates of all criteria pollutant
emissions and diesel particulate matter (DPM). EPA also recommends that the DEIS
disclose the available information about the health risks associated with construction and
truck emissions and how the proposed project will affect current emission levels.

• Relevant Requirements: The DEIS should describe any applicable local, state, or federal
requirements. The DEIS should describe applicable requirements for Federal Actions that
require Federal Transit Administration (FTA) or Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) funding or approval and are subject to the Transportation Conformity
requirements in 40 CFR part 93, subpart A and for Federal Actions that are subject to the
General Confonnity requirements in 40 CFR part 93, subpart B.

• Conformity: The DEIS should ensure that the emissions from both the construction and
the operational phases of the project conform to the approved State Implementation Plan
and do not cause or contribute to violations of the NAAQS. To meet the transportation
conformity requirements, the DEIS should demonstrate that the project is included in a
conforming transportation plan and transportation improvement program.

• PM and CO Project-Level Hotspot Analyses: Project-level hot spot analyses for PM10,
PM25, and carbon monoxide (CO) are required for the portion of the project that will be
funded or approved by FHWA or FTA. The DEIS should ensure the PM25 and PM10
project-level hotspot analyses are performed following EPA’s March 2006 or December
2010 procedures if the project is deemed, via interagency consultation, to be a Project of
Air Quality Concern. Note that there is a NEPA policy memo (February 8, 2011, “Using
the MOVES and EMFAC Models in NEPA Evaluations” which describes how the
transition period from the 2006 to the 2010 guidance applies to NEPA. The NEPA policy
memo can be found at the following web site:
http://www.epa.gov/compliance/resources/policies/nepal

• Construction: The responsible agency should include a Construction Emissions
Mitigation Plan in the DEIS and adopt this plan in the Record of Decision (ROD). In
addition to all applicable local, state, or federal requirements, EPA recommends that the
following mitigation measures be included in the Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan
in order to reduce impacts associated with emissions of particulate matter (PM) and other
toxics from construction-related activities, including the following:

Fugitive Dust Source Controls:
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• Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering andlor applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate. This applies to both inactive and
active sites, during workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy conditions.

• Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and operate
water trucks for stabilization of surfaces under windy conditions.

• When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent spillage
and limit speeds to 15 miles per hour (mph). Limit speed of earth-moving equipment
to 10 mph.

Mobile and Stationaiy Source Controls:
• Minimize use, trips, and unnecessary idling of heavy equipment.
• Maintain and tune engines per manufacturer’s specifications to perform at EPA

certification levels, where applicable, and to perform at verified standards applicable
to retrofit technologies. Employ periodic, unscheduled inspections to limit
unnecessary idling and to ensure that construction equipment is properly maintained,
tuned, and modified consistent with established specifications. The California Air
Resources Board has a number of mobile source anti-idling requirements which could
be employed. See their website at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/truck-idling/truck
idling.htm

• Prohibit any tampering with engines and require continuing adherence to
manufacturer’s recommendations.

• If practicable, lease new, clean (diesel or retrofitted diesel) equipment meeting the
most stringent of applicable Federal2or State Standards3.In general, commit to the
best available emissions control technology. Tier 4 engines should be used for
project construction equipment to the maximum extent feasible4. Lacking availability
of non-road construction equipment that meets Tier 4 engine standards, Caltrans
should commit to using the best available emissions control technologies on all
equipment.

• Utilize EPA-registered particulate traps and other appropriate controls where suitable
to reduce emissions of diesel particulate matter and other pollutants at the
construction site.

Administrative controls:
• Identify all commitments to reduce construction emissions and update the air quality

analysis to reflect additional air quality improvements that would result from
adopting specific air quality measures.

• Identify where implementation of mitigation measures is rejected based on economic
infeasibility.

• Prepare an inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the suitability
of add-on emission controls for each piece of equipment before groundbreaking.
(Suitability of control devices is based on: whether there is reduced normal

2EPA’s website for nonroad mobile sources is http://www.epa.gov/nonroad/.
For ARB emissions standards, see: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/offroad/offroad.htm.

engines <25 hp rated power started phasing in Tier 4 Model Years in 2008. Larger Tier 4 diesel engines
will be phased in depending on the rated power (e.g., 25 hp - <75 hp: 2013; 75 hp - < 175 hp: 20 12-2013; [75 hp -

750 hp: 2011 - 2013; and2 750 hp 2011-2015).
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availability of the construction equipment due to increased downtime and/or power
output, whether there may be significant damage caused to the construction
equipment engine, or whether there may be a significant risk to nearby workers or the
public.) Meet CARB diesel fuel requirement for off-road and on-highway (i.e., 15
ppm), and where appropriate use alternative fuel sources such as natural gas and
electric power.

• Identify sensitive receptors in the project area, such as children, elderly, and infirm,
and specify the means by which you will minimize impacts to these populations. For
example, locate construction equipment and staging zones away from sensitive
receptors and fresh air intakes to buildings and air conditioners.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Mitigation and Sustainable Communities Strategies

The State of California has increased its focus on greenhouse gas emissions reduction in
recent years. The Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 and Executive Order S-3-05 recognize
the impact that climate change can have within California and provide direction for future
reductions of greenhouse gases. The Natural Resources Agency recently adopted Amendments
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines for greenhouse gas emissions
on December 30, 2009, which became effective on March 18, 2010g. Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) is
aimed at curbing sprawl and reducing vehicle miles traveled in an effort to cut greenhouse gas
emissions. SB 375 requires Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) to develop a
“sustainable communities strategy” (SCS), which demonstrates how the region will meet
greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets set by CARB. In addition, under the Partnership for
Sustainable Communities, EPA, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, and
the U.S. Department of Transportation are working together to help improve access to affordable
housing, provide more transportation options, and lower transportation costs while protecting the
environment in communities nationwide.

EPA strongly recommends that the DEIS estimate the cumulative contributions to
greenhouse gas emissions that will result from implementation of the project. Changes in
vehicle travel volumes resulting from adding vehicle capacity must be considered in order to
create reasonable estimates of greenhouse gas emissions; an analysis that assumes a fixed
amount of vehicle travel once additional lane capacity is provided will not produce realistic
greenhouse gas emissions estimates.

Because the changes in travel patterns will be complex and geographically extensive, we
strongly recommend utilizing the best available regional travel demand model to determine
changes in vehicle travel. We also strongly recommend using the best available modeling to
determine emissions from the travel patterns that would result from each alternative.

Where vehicle efficiency changes due to changes in vehicle speed are analyzed,
permeation of electric-drive (e.g. hybrid, plug in hybrid, and battery electric) vehicles into the
overall vehicle fleet should be considered. Electric-drive vehicles peak in efficiency at
considerably lower speeds. Therefore, while congestion reduction leading to higher vehicle

Amendments to the CEQA Guidelines for greenhouse gas emissions are available on-line at:
http://ceres.ca.gov/ceqa/guidelines/.
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speeds may lower emissions per vehicle mile traveled from conventional vehicles, it will tend to
increase emissions associated with electric-drive vehicles. As a result, in later years of the
analysis when a high rate of electric-drive vehicles have permeated the fleet, the project’s effect
of increasing vehicle speeds may increase, rather than decrease, emissions.

Recommendations:
• Estimate net greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from all project alternatives
• When estimating GHGs resulting from the project, include an estimate of vehicle

travel increase due to the project, and the emissions from that increased travel.
• Analyze emissions from vehicle travel over the full geographical extent over which

the project affects vehicle travel; ideally this would be the regional level for a project
of this size and scope.

• When estimating GHG emissions due to changes in vehicle speeds, consider
permeation of electric vehicles into the fleet and their different emissions versus
speed profile over the full life of the project.

• Identify design elements intended to reduce G}TG emissions and disclose estimated
reductions.

Climate Chan’e Adaptation

We recommend that the DEIS discuss the potential impacts of climate change on the
project. For example, the DEIS should discuss design features that will allow the proposed
infrastructure to withstand an increase in extreme precipitation events, and drought tolerant
landscaping should be used to prepare for water shortages. We suggest the DEIS discuss
adaptation to climate change in context, by describing how the project meets the intent of
statewide and national sustainability initiatives and goals to develop sustainable communities.

Aquatic Resources and Hydrology Impacts

Existin On-site Groundwater Contamination

The location of the proposed Caltrans project is within the San Gabriel Valley Area
Superfund Site (Area 3), a large area of ground water contamination underlying portions of the
cities of Aihambra, Rosemead, San Gabriel, San Marmno, South Pasadena, and Temple City, and
unincorporated Los Angeles County. EPA completed a remedial investigation to evaluate the
nature and extent of contamination ground water in 2009. The findings of this investigation,
including the locations and types of contamination within Area 3, are summarized in
the document “Remedial Investigation, San Gabriel Valley Area 3 Superfund Site” (June 2009)
previously provided to Caltrans. The complete report also is posted on EPA’s Web site at
http://www.epa.gov/region9/sangabriel under the site summary for Area 3. EPA recommends
that Caltrans consider the information presented in the remedial investigation report, including
the data regarding hydrogeology and areas of contamination, in developing the DEIS for
the project.

EPA currently is preparing a feasibility study to evaluate options for ground water
cleanup in Area 3. We expect to complete the feasibility study report and identify a cleanup
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remedy in 2012. Implementation of the ground water cleanup in Area 3 will occur several years

in the future. For more information, please contact Lisa Hanusiak of EPA Region 9 Superfund

Division at 415-972-3152.

Aquatic Resources Impacts

The DEIS should identify if the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill

material into jurisdictional wetlands and waterways and should impacts to water quality or

hydrology (i.e. dewatering requirements due to tunneling alternatives). Discharges of dredged or

fill material into waters of the U.S. require authorization by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

(Corps) under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA). The Federal Guidelines at 40 CFR

Part 230 promulgated under CWA Section 404 (b)(1) provide substantive environmental criteria

that must be met to permit such discharges into waters of the U.S. Should the project have

greater than 5 acres of permanent impacts to waters of the United States, project coordination

will commence pursuant to the April 2006 National Environmental Policy Act and Clean Water

Action Section 404 Integration Process for Federal Aid Suiface Transportation Projects in

California Memorandum of Understanding (NEPA/404 MOU). The NEPA/404 MOU includes

specific agreement points to assist in developing the EIS and involves active participation in
meetings and document reviews. We encourage Caltrans to contact the NEPA/404 signatory

agencies once more information about the potential impact to waters Of the United States is
available so that the agreement points can be addressed as early as possible in the EIS process.

Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Measures
To demonstrate compliance with CWA Guidelines, the DEIS should identify measures

and modifications to avoid and minimize impacts to water resources. Temporary and permanent

impacts to waters of the U.S. for each alternative studied should be quantified; for example, acres

of waters impacted, etc. For each alternative, the DEIS should report these numbers in table
form for each impacted water and wetland feature.

Recommendations:
• Identify if the project will affect waters of the United States.
• Include a summary of the projects impacts to hydrology, including long term water

management needs associated with tunneling.
• Discuss mitigation for temporary and unavoidable permanent impacts. Temporary

impact mitigation should consider additional compensatory mitigation for temporal loss
of functions as well as establishing numeric criteria and monitoring of the temporary
impact site to ensure that aquatic functions are fully restored. The link to the final
Mitigation Rule, which went into effect on June 9, 2008, can be found at
http://www.epa. govIEPA-WATERJ2008/AprillDay- 1 0/w69 1 8a.pdf.

• Include the classification of waters and the geographic extent of waters and adjacent
riparian areas.

• Characterize the functional condition of waters and adjacent riparian areas.

• Describe the extent and nature of stream channel alteration, riverine corridor continuity,
and buffered tributaries.

• Characterize the hydrologic linkage to any impaired water body.
• Analyze the potential water quality impact and potential effects to designated uses.
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• Address techniques proposed for minimizing surface water contamination due to
increased runoff from additional impervious surfaces.

Integration with Existing Facilities

The DEIS should explore the extent to which proposed alternatives will integrate with
existing transportation facilities. The document should discuss how the project will impact
existing vehicle lanes, bicycle lanes and pedestrian paths due to project construction or
operation. All potential alternatives should identify the opportunities available to better connect
all modes of transportation, including heavy rail, light rail, bus rapid transit, standard bus service,
and pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Measures to minimize or mitigate impacts to vehicle lanes,
bicycle lanes, and pedestrian paths should be addressed in the DEIS.

Green Design and Construction

Green Infrastructure
EPA encourages Caltrans to implement “green infrastructure,” such as bioretention areas,

vegetated swales, porous pavement, and filter strips in any onsite stormwater management
features. These features can serve as both stormwater treatment and visual enhancements. More
detailed information on these forms of “green infrastructure” can be found at
http://cfpub.epa.gov/npdeslhome.cfm?program_id=298.

Industrial Materials Reuse and Recycling
For the construction of new infrastructure, EPA recommends industrial materials

recycling, or the reusing or recycling of byproduct materials generated from industrial processes.
Nonhazardous industrial materials, such as coal ash, foundry sand, construction and demolition
materials, slags, and gypsum, are valuable products of industrial processes. Industrial materials
recycling preserves natural resources by decreasing the demand for virgin materials, conserves
energy and reduces greenhouse gas emissions by decreasing the demand for products made from
energy intensive manufacturing processes, and saves money by decreasing disposal costs for the
generator and decreasing materials costs for end users. EPA recommends that, for any new
construction proposed, the DEIS identify how industrial materials recycling can be incorporated
into project design. More information can be found at:
http://www.epa.gov/epawaste/conserve/rrr/imr/index.htm.

‘Environmental Justice and Community Outreach

EPA is concerned that the project may result in disproportionately high and adverse
impacts to low-income and minority populations throughout the project area and along adjoining
corridors where traffic is affected by the project, especially portion of the 1-710 immediately to
the south. Executive Order 12898 addresses Environmental Justice in minority and low-income
populations, and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) has developed guidance
concerning how to address Environmental Justice in the environmental review process
(http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/nepalregs/ej/justice.pdf). Future environmental justice analyses for this
project and the DEIS should include 1) a description of the area of potential impact used for the
analysis; 2) the source of the demographic information; 3) a determination as to whether direct,
indirect, or cumulative impacts from the proposed alternatives may disproportionately and
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adversely affect low-income or minority populations in the surrounding area. The DEIS should

provide appropriate mitigation measures for any adverse impacts.

Caltrans should also document the public involvement methods used to communicate

with potential environmental justice communities within the project area and provide an analysis

of results achieved by reaching out to these populations. These methods include any newsletters

and summary meeting notes that are made available, outreach to tenants in addition to

landowners, and/or holding meetings during the evening or weekends when more of the working

public would be able to participate. Assessment of the project’s impacts should reflect

consultation with affected populations. EPA has developed a model plan for public participation

that may assist Caltrans in this effort. The Model Planfor Public Participation, EPA OECA,

February 2000, is available at:
http://www.epa. gov/compliance/resources/publications/ej/model public part plan.pdf.

Community involvement activities supporting the project should include opportunities for

incorporating public input, especially in Environmental Justice communities, into the facility

area design process to promote context sensitive design. In addition, the DEIS should

demonstrate compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 which, in part, would

include analyses for service equity and fare equity.

Recommendations:
• Define the potential environmental justice concerns, which is the first step in an

environmental justice analysis. Include a discussion of any environmental justice

issues raised during the scoping meetings. Also briefly discuss the key issues where

environmental justice is potentially a concern, such as relocation, air quality, noise,

vibration, access to property, pedestrian safety, etc.

• Define the reference community, which, combined with defining the affected

community, is the second analysis step. This is a critical step since the definitions are

used to analyze whether there are disproportionately high and adverse human health

or environmental impacts by comparing the impacts to the affected population with

the impacts to the reference community. For this project, the reference population

could be defined as Los Angeles County, or potentially, a greater area of Southern

California. The DEIS should briefly summarize the affected community and

reference community.
• Thirdly, determine whether there are disproportionately high and adverse impacts, as

detailed in the above-cited CEQ’s “Environmental Justice: Guidance Under the

National Environmental Policy Act” by considering the following three factors to the

extent practicable for each of the identified potential environmental justice concerns:

(a) ‘Whether the health effects, which may be measured in risks and rates,

are signifIcant (in the context of NEPA), or above generally accepted

norms. Adverse health effects may include bodily impairment, infirmity,
illness, or death;
(b) Whether the risk or rate of hazard exposure by a minority population

or low-income population to an environmental hazard is significant (in the

context of) and appreciably exceeds, or is likely to appreciably exceed, the
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risk or rate to the general population or other appropriate comparison
group; and
(c) Whether health effects occur in a minority population or low-income
population affected by cumulative or multiple adverse exposures from
environmental hazards.

• Accurately disclose whether or not the project will result in a disproportionate and
adverse impact on minority or low-income populations. Ensure this conclusion is
reported consistently throughout the DEIS. if a potential environmental justice issue
has been identified, the DEIS should clearly state whether, in light of all of the facts
and circumstances, a disproportionately high and adverse human health or
environmental impact on minority populations or low-income populations is likely to
result from the proposed action and any alternatives. This statement should be
supported by sufficient information for the public to understand the rationale for the
conclusion.

• Briefly summarize the findings, provide a reference to other relevant sections of the
document which describe the specific impacts in greater detail (such as the noise and
air quality sections), and comment on whether or not there is an environmental justice
impact for those potential environmental justice concerns which are discussed in
detail in other sections of the document.

• Propose appropriate mitigation if disproportionately high and adverse human health
or environmental impacts on minority populations or low-income populations are
likely to result from the proposed action and any alternatives.

• Describe involvement of affected community in proposing mitigation measures.

Cumulative Impact Analysis

Cumulative impacts are defined in CEQ’s NEPA regulations as the impact on the
environment that results from the incremental impact of the action when added to the other past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency (Federal or non-
Federal) or person undertakes such actions (40 CFR 1508.7). These actions include both
transportation and non-transportation activities. The cumulative impact analysis should consider
non-transportation projects such as large-scale developments and approved urban planning
projects that are reasonably foreseeable and are identified within city and county planning
documents.

The cumulative impact analysis should describe the “identifiable present effects” to
various resources attributed to past actions. The purpose of considering past actions is to
determine the current health of resources. This information forms the baseline for assessing
potential cumulative impacts and can be used to develop cooperative strategies for resource
protection (CEQ’s Forty Most Frequently Asked Questions #19). In particular, the DEIS should
identify the impacts of proposed projects on other segments of 1-7 10 and connecting highways
that have undergone or will undergo environmental review.

The DEIS should include a thorough cumulative impact assessment. The analysis should
include a complete list of reasonably foreseeable actions, including non-transportation projects.
EPA recommends the use of published cumulative impact guidance released by Caltrans. This
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guidance can be found at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cumulative_guidance/purpose.htm. The
eight steps included in this guidance are provided below.

Steps for Cumulative Impacts Analysis:

1) Identify resources to consider in the impact analysis.
2) Define the study areafor each resource.
3) Describe the current health and historical contextfor each resource.
4) Identify direct and indirect impacts qf the proposed project that might
contribute to a cumulative impact.
5) Identify other reasonablyforeseeable actions that affect each resource.
6) Assess potential cumulative impacts.
7) Report the results.
8) Assess the needfor mitigation.

EPA appreciates the opportunity to provide scoping comments. When Caltrans initiates
the Participating Agency requirements pursuant to SAFETEA-LU, please contact me at 4 15-947-
4121 or ganson.chris@epa.gov. When the Draft EIS is released for public review, please send
one hard copy and one disc copy to the address above (mail code CED-2).

Sincerely,

r—
— Chris Ganson

Environmental Review Office

CC: Dale Jones, Caltrans
Garrett Damrath, Caltrans
Doug Failing, METRO
Stephanie J. Hall, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Cynthia Marvin, California Air Resources Board
Hasan llchrata, Southern California Association of Governments
Susan Nakamura, South Coast Air Quality Management District
Dr. Paul Simon, Los Angeles County Department of Public Health
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04/15/2011 12:29 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: EIR/EIS for 710 Project

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:29 PM -----

Joel ShapiroJoel ShapiroJoel ShapiroJoel Shapiro     
<<<<JShapiroJShapiroJShapiroJShapiro@@@@fcfcfcfc....spusdspusdspusdspusd ....netnetnetnet>>>> 

04/14/2011 07:39 AM

To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc <sr710conversations@metro.net>

Subject EIR/EIS for 710 Project

Dear Mr. Kosinski,
Please see the attached letter, which I have also printed below. Thank you for your 
attention.
Joel Shapiro

Joel Shapiro
Superintendent
South Pasadena Unified School District
1020 El Centro Street
South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 441-5810, ext. 1100
(626) 441- 5815 fax

Challenging All Students for the 21st Century

April 13, 2011

Ron Kosinski                                                                              

Deputy Director

Division of Environmental Planning

CalTrans District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, CA  90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

As Superintendent of South Pasadena Unified School District, I am writing to 

express my concern regarding the potential impact of the SR-710 project on the 

health of the children in our community. There are five public schools in South 

Pasadena in close proximity to the proposed route of the SR-710 extension. 



There are also private schools and pre-schools very close to the proposed route.

Numerous studies have pointed out that air pollutants from freeways extend 

further than previously thought. In one study of air pollution levels in ten 

Southern California cities, USC investigators found that proximity to freeways 

poses a respiratory risk, and that this risk may be related to an increase in asthma 

among children who live or attend school close to freeways. According to 

“Science Daily” (October 21, 2002), people near freeways are exposed to 30 

times the concentration of dangerous pollutants.  Two UCLA studies published 

in the Journal of the Air and Waste Management Association and in Atmospheric 

Environment indicated that people who live, work or travel within 165 feet 

downwind of a major freeway or busy intersection are exposed to potentially 

hazardous particle concentrations up to 30 times greater than normal background 

concentrations found at a greater distance. A study by investigators at USC 

published February 17, 2007 in The Lancet , showed that children living near 

freeway traffic had substantial deficits in lung function development between the 

ages of 10 and 18 years. According to lead author W. James Gauderman, “an 

individual with a deficit at this time will probably continue to have less than 

healthy lung function for the remainder of his or her life.”

A tunnel extension of the SR-710 Freeway also poses serious health risks for the 

children of our community. According to an Australian study of 2009, tunnels 

concentrate air pollution by 1000 times.  A toxic cocktail of ultra fine particles is 

lurking inside road tunnels in concentration levels so high they have the potential 

to harm drivers and passengers. Not only would excessive pollution be found 

inside the tunnel; it would also spew from four vents (each 100 feet or 10 stories 

high) and at each end portal.

Based on the very real concerns regarding the impact of the SR-710 extension on 

the health of the children of our community, it is important for the Environmental 

Impact Report and Environmental Impact Study (EIR/EIS) to be as thorough as 

possible. I strongly urge that a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) and Health 

Impact Assessment (HIA) be conducted to analyze the potential levels of 

pollution as well as the possible means of mitigation. At this time, there is no 

evidence that there are plans to mitigate the significant health consequences of 

the pollutants that would be expelled through the portals, smoke stacks, or other 

venting mechanisms. There needs to be an analysis of potential hot spots along 

the proposed route of the extension.

I also have a concern about the potential deleterious health impact on 



neighboring communities, and I would hope that the EIR/EIS thoroughly 

analyzes the health risks to the entire area affected by the proposed SR-710 

extension. As the head of South Pasadena’s public schools, I have a special 

responsibility for the health and safety of the children of our city. Therefore, I 

urge you to include the measures that I have mentioned in the EIR/EIS. I thank 

you for giving this matter your prompt and serious attention.

Sincerely,

Joel Shapiro

Superintendent
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CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

April 11,2011

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7

100 South Main Street - Mail Stop 16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

RE: Supporl for the 710 Gap Closure Project and the Environmental Review.

This letter is being sent to you to underscore the fact that we are on record supporting the
710 Gap Closure Project. V/e specifically support a tunnel or a surface route extension
connecting the 710N to the statewide freeway system at Interstat e 270. It is imperative this
connection be completed with the minimum of delays.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

' The EIR should show how all of the freeways and major roads in the area in all
four directions will benefit f¡om the gap closure. The gap has bcen in existence for'
nearly 40 years creating serious congestion and health concerns for drivers and
resident alike. - Let's fix this nowl

' Our commutes will be easier and take less time going to and from work. The EIR
should take into account how closing the gap improves the quality of life for many
people and reduces the cost of commuting for everyone in the region.

' Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas
suffering from the adverse health impacts will be relieved as well, The EIR should
demonstrate how completion of the 710N Gap will improve air quality in the
region.

I04SOUTH FIRSTSTREET, ALHAMBRA, CA9]BO] . b26282-B4BI . Fox: (62ó1282-5596



' A more immediate benefit to the region during these tough economic times will be
the jobs created during the construction phase. The EIR should detail how the
project helps our local economy in creating jobs. There is also an indirect benefit
to one of Southern California's most important industries - tourism. Visitors to
Los Angeles will actually be able to reach their destinations more efficiently and
more economically when using the 710N freeway rather than being routed through
local communities.

We have not forgotten the fact that we voted, along with2l3 of all Los Angeles County
voters for Measure "R" calling for the 710N freeway to be completed. Please expedite the
environmental process and complete the 710N Gap Closure,

We cannot wait another 40 years for this project to become a reality.

Owen Guenthard, Executive Director
Alhambra Chamber of Commerce
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City of Alhambra
Office of the Mayor and City Council
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Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning

California Department of Transportation, District 7

100 S. Mail St., Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: 710N Gap Closure Project; Response to 3-1-11 Notice of Scoping/Initiation of
Studies

Dear Mr. Kosinski.

The City of Aihambra welcomes the opportunity to participate in helping define the

areas of study for environmental clearance of this important, 40 years overdue,

eagerly awailed, regional transportation project. It is obvious to all who use the

freeway system, even without the background and history of CalTrans' highway

planning and construction program, that the north/south 710 was intended to connect

east /west traffic on the 10 and 210 to points south and facilitate traffic between the

10 and the 210 and the 710 to points north.

It is further obvious to all where the gap exists and where the final route, regardless

of type of construction (surface or tunnel) should be; as evidenced by the connecting

freeway stubs at the 10 and the 210, s\gnage and the irrefutable fact of CalTrans

owned right ofway.

I. Background

Our first request is that the EIRÆIS reflect the fundamental cause of the 40 yeat

waiting period for this project and use this history in the assessment of equity and

environmental justice in the document. The fundamental cause occurred in the early

1970's when the City of South Pasadena, CalTrans and FFIWA privately stipulated to

a court injunction halting construction within the gap. None of those three agencies

notified The City of Los Angeles, The City of Alhambra or the City of Pasadena, that

they were about to hand a judge an agreed upon stipulated injunction which would

(and has for over 40 years) substantially injure those cities and those who live in,

work in, shop in, and drive through them.

For years, the governmental agencies have refused to allow participation by the

impacted jurisdictions. The privately agreed upon injunction, issued summarily by the

court without public notice of any kind, left those impacted jurisdictions without



City of Alhambra

710N Scoping Response

Apnl 14,20ll
Page2

remedy of any sort. All of the impacted cities at one time or another sought to

intervene in the case(s). South Pasadena and the other Governmental Entities opposed

intervention each time it was brought before the Court.

Challenges continue into the new Millennium. Following passage of the Measure

"R" Sales Tax Ordinance in 2008, the cities of South Pasadena andLaCanada'

Flintridge filed an unsuccessful lawsuit seeking to delete the 710N Gap Closure from

the list of projects approved by the voters. Attachment A is a March 25,2011

Memorandum from the County of Los Angeles, Offrce of the County Counsel to the

Metro Directors informing them of the Court's decision.

Can there be any question whatsoever that in these 40 years traffrc congestion has

increased perhaps at least 40 times? Can there be any question whatsoever that in

these 40 years air pollution has increased perhaps at least 40 times? Every offrcial

study shows that congestion and bad air have increased substantially since the Gap

was stopped, and, regardless of the many strides in cleaning up the air, significant

health impacts exist in the gap area. Inthese days of gridlock and air quality health

concerns, gap closure must be looked at as ùregional solution to a regional problem.

But does it really take a study to realize that bad air quality and severe trafÏic

congestion are bad for us? The fact that 40 years have passed should be enough proof

if one drives or breathes. There is no valid reason why a few should continue to visit

tyranny on the vast majority of humans who live and work and play and visit and

drive in the region.

II. ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED IN EIRÆIS AND LE\rEL OF ANALYSIS

The EIRÆIS level of analysis is, in our view, threefold. First are local conditions,

second aÍe areawide conditions and third are regional conditions and consideratìons.

We will address these specifically within our recommended issue areas to assist in the

development of comprehensive baseline conditions.

Baselines in the Environmental Setting section (CEQA 15125) will need to be

expanded beyond the project area shown in the NOP/}{OI notices for certain analyses.

For example, in order to adequately address the Gap Closure's far reaching benefits

onthe freeway system, the I-5, I-10,I-210,I-710,I-605,I-110, SR 134 and SR 118

and possibly the 1-15 and 7-275 will need to be studied with and without the project.

The future construction of the High Desert Corridor and SRl38 may also need to be

evaluated. A description of the function of the 770 gap areainthe original freeway

planthat called for the connection of the 10 to the 2I0 viathe 710, and the role this
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gap closure will play in the more effrcient operation of the other freeways should be

described.

There is much interest in a multi modal alternative that does not include construction

of a freeway to close the Gap. It is essential that the current landscape regarding

number and percentage of vehicular trips vs. number and percentage of transit trips be

described in order for an analysis to be performed to quantify such an alternative's'

ability to meet project goals and objectives and the Statement of Purpose and Need.

An important baseline to be documented in the Environmental Setting section is the

role of the Gap Closure in long standing regional and local planning. The Southern

California Association of Governments' federally mandated Regional Transportation

Plan (RTP) has included the gap closure as a necessary infrastructure project in the

region since 1989 and in its Regional Transportation Improvement Plan (RTIP) since

1991. The modeling that supports the Plan, and is required to be accepted by the

federal government every four years, assumes the gap closure project to be built and

operating in the horizon year of the Plan.

All other regional plans that rely, according to their specific legal planning

requirements, on the RTP, such as the Blueprint Compass Plan, AQMD Plans,

Regional Housing Allocation Plans, SB 375 Sustainable Communities Strategies, etc.

also use these same assumptions. Large scale public and private development projects

EIR's use these assumptions (e g. the 7105 EIRÆIS, I-210 Freeway EIRÆIS, etc.).

All county CTC's in the six county region use these same assumptions in their plans

and studies (e.g. current Congestion Pricing Studies, HOT Lane studies, Truck

Studies etc.) Many local General Plans use RTP projections and also assume the

closure of the Gap in their planning periods.

These relationships must be detailed in the EIR/EIS setting so that adequate analyses

can be made on alternatives, all impacts disclosed and cumulative impacts be defined.

This baseline is further extremely important in the comparative analysis between

alternative transportation modes and potential route designations for the Gap closure.

Issue AREA: Economic Impacts

There are many possible economic impact areas to be studied for this project: job

creation, savings for reduced commuter hours, possible construction impacts on area

businesses along construction route, savings for the improved flow of goods, services

and people through the area, opportunities for land use change at portal locations (for
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a tunnel alternative), potential loss of business and businesses themselves (for a

surface route), etc. In Alhambra, we expect the analysis to show a positive economic

impact when the through traffrc destined for points north/south that does not stop in

our City is off the streets as local business access will then be enhanced.

We notethe analysis of project economic impacts, the actual projected costs of
projects; project financing and cost-benefit analysis should not be included in this

section. Our understanding is the cost estimates of a project andlor its alternatives

and project financing are not environmental issues per se. Thus, dueling cost

estimates for specific projects and the various approaches to financing a gap closure

shall not be addressed here; only to request if such information is necessary to the

EIRÆIS that reputable sources be used.

Issue AREA: Truck Traffrc

A concerted campaign of misinformation and distortions at public meetings and in the

press has been undertaken in approximately the last 18 months by elected officials

and representatives from cities in opposition to the Gap being closed. This campaign

has been based on an unfinished, unreleased, outdated, preliminary draft report never

available to the public, called the "I-710 Missing Link Truck Study". Underway for
almost 8 years, the unsubstantiated" findings" were based on a flawed methodology

using 10 year old data and unsupported, theoretical assumptions. The preliminary

report was so flawed that the preparer, the Southern California Association of
Governments, does not stand by the work and will not complete it.

Attachment B is a December 1. 2010 letter from SCAG Executive Director that

states inpart.
. . . the draft scenario analyses of impacts on localized traflic should not be

interpreted as a cuffent, typical, environmental traffic impact report.. . ... ...no

additional work is contemplated by SCAG... ...

Mr. Ikhrata further stated unconditionally, at a June, 2009 SCAG Transportation

Committee meeting, that "this study does not change or refute any of the long

standing research and previous studies documenting the undeniable benefits of the I-
710 Gap closure that have been prepared by SCAG, Metro and CalTrans."

Any and all references to this study or subsequent materials developed by the

aforementioned cities based on this study must not be used in the EIRÆIS analysis.

It has no standing whatsoever and to do so would create an opportunity for immediate

challenge to the EIRÆIS, something we hope all parties wish to avoid.
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There are resources and legitimate studies at SCAG that will be pertinent to the

EIRÆIS. The assumptions in the current modeling efforts for the 2011 RTP with
regards vehicle vs. truck percentage usage split have immediate relevance to the

EIRÆIS. We suggest the alternatives analysis use these models to analyze the

benefits of truck prohibitions in each gap closure alternative.

We further request the EIRÆIS examine the much repeated assumption that the 710N

gap project is being worked on in order to facilitate the ports expansion plans.

Information should be included about the destinations and routes of port truck trafftc,

existing and projected, and the ability of potential grades of either a tunnel freeway or

surface freeway to accommodate such truck traffrc. The findings of the current I- 710

SOUTH EIRÆIS analysis should be referenced and possibly used as baselines in the

gap closure EIRÆIS.

Issue AREA: Congestion

Regionally, the overall improvement in the freeway system operations and

elimination of bottlenecks need to be documented. Subregionally and locally, the

EIRÆIS must define the existing frafltc on city streets that is through frafftc and the

benefits thereby accruing (e.g. public safety, air quality improvements, etc) once

freeway traffrc is on the freeway.

The resulting access of 10 Freeway fraflic seeking the2I} Freeway may increase the

2lO freeutay volumes, but not on a 1:1 basis. After all, the traffrc now using city

streets to make their connection to the 210 are already on the 2I0; \tjust takes them

longer and creates a multitude of negative impacts locally to get them there. We

request this ratio be examined and incorporated into the analysis of potential traffïc

volume increase on the 210 Freeway.

Additionally, we note the 210 has been expanded well after efforts to stop gap

construction were successful over 40 years ago (as addressed earlier). We request

documentation and specific statements in the EIRÆIS that the 210 Freeway

expansion was made assuming the 710N Gap would be connected and that any

potential increase in traffrc volume was used in the resulting capacity design of the

210 Freeway.

The design and resulting new traffic patterns around portal locations (for a tunnel)

and around major arterials (for a surface route) need to be examined for the

possibility/opportunity for traffic improvements in the areas. The EIRÆIS should
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recognizethe burden on the Alhambra street system for accommodating40 years of
SR 710N traffic and identify mitigation measures for same.

We request the EIRÆIS designate the South Portal Tunnel location as south of Valley

Boulevard (in contrast to an error in the Tunnel Technical Study which identifies the

Portal inZone 3 as north of Valley) and thoroughly examine potential land use

changes in the surrounding areathatutllize the location to maximum public benefit.

This may include provision for transportation mode changes; perhaps giving transit

riders an alternative to going east from here instead of going to downtown Los

Angeles first.

Issue AREA: Public Safety

We request public safety be a topic in the EIRÆIS, not only for potential Tunnel

mishaps, but to analyze the implications of the congestion, current and projected, on

city arterials now carrying 710N through traffic. Accident rates, emergency vehicle

response times and disaster routes access will improve when the gap is closed and

such analysis is pertinent to defining public benefits for this project and in the

alternatives analysis.

Issue AREA: Air Quality

There has been increasing public concern about unhealthful air quality near schools.

CEQA section 15 186 provides criteria for when additional air quality analysis and

health risk assessments based on air dispersion modeling are required. Such

additional analysis would be required for the surface route alternative and the No

Project alternative, assuming there are school facilities which meet the proximity

criteria. In the tunnel alternatives, no such analysis would be required assuming

maximum air scrubbing and the location of air release vents away from the proximity

crileria.

The potential net additional traffic on the 210 from closing the gap is not a "project

near schools" under 15186 definitions and the actual location of the gap closure

"facility" does not meet proximity criteria. No additional analysis under this section

should be performed in the EIRÆIS for communities along fhe 210 Freeway.

We request the air quality analysis in the EIR/EIS be performed in a manner

consistent with the federal and state modeling requirements of the RTP analysis and

the AQMP analysis. We do not support any method of analysis that relies on an

extrapolation methodology from specialized, small sample area studies. The EIRÆIS

should not only define the significant regional air quality improvements that accrue
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from closing the Gap, but also the local improvements in cities currently

accommodating the 710 through traffic..

Alhambra residents have suffered enormous air quality impacts over the last 40 years

as have other communities that accommodate lhe710l2l0 traffic demand on local

streets. These impacts need to be quantified in some way so a comparison can be

made on the long term cumulative impacts already suffered in Alhambra and

elsewhere from slow moving congestion at street level to those I-210 and Crescenta

Valley communities that may experience additional incremental air quality impacts

along a freeway. The Environmental Justice section of the EIRÆIS needs to further

explore this subject; including reference to the No Project air quality analysis which

will show the increased significant burden in Alhambrato an insignificant impact in

the I-210 and Crescenta Valley communities should the Gap not be closed.

Issue AREA: Environmental Justice

The Environmental Justice analysis must look beyond the characteristics of the

population and consider the unique circumstances of a project being contemplated 40

years after construction was stopped. We believe the quality of life in surrounding

communities and along the I- 210 has been enhanced to the detriment of Alhambra's

and others bearing the burden of continuous through traffrc bound for a freeway.

That the communities opposing the Gap are, for the most part, higher income white

communities does not tell the entire story.

The costs to Alhambra have been high in terms of health impacts, loss of use of

outside open space areas to local residents for whom they were built and increased

accident and increased public safety response times. Alhambra's population

decreased from the 2000 census to the 2010 census; evidence of a declining quality of
life and loss of perceived desirabìlity of its residential areas.

The communities opposing the Gap Closure have had a benefit not available to

Alhambra, namely, those communities knew where the freeways were and would be

constructed or expanded (such as the I-2lO expansion completed in2007). Thus they

have had an opportunity to plan compatible adjacent land uses and buffers. Alhambra

did not have this opportunity and, as a result, has schools and other sensitive land

uses located in what are currently less than desirable locations (e.g. one school is on

the corner of the 710 local street terminus) that would not have been placed there had

we known our streets would be the de facto 710NFreeway.
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III. P O TE N TIAL ALTE RNATIYJ S IDEI{ TIFICATIONILJYE L O F

ANALYSß

The Gabriel River Infrastructure I)evelopment (GRID) Project Potential

Alternative

GRID is a long term concept proposed by a resident that seeks to unite infrastructures

for trade, energy and Los Angeles/Long Beach port traffic to be funded by

eliminating six current infrastructure projects including the widening of the 710S

Freeway, two port expansions, two upgrades of port rail facilities and the 710N Gap

Closure project. The vision highlights a subterranean cargo-moving tunnel network

from the ports along the San Gabriel River to warehouses in the Inland Empire and

includes a high-tech port transfer facility and energy transmission upgrades.

No formal analysis or study of GRID has been done, nor has the concept been

proposed to those agencies responsible for such studies. A project EIRÆIS is not the

place for such an analysis.

There are many problems in trying to identiflz GRID as a potential, viable alternative

to the 7l0N gap closure. It does not meet the criteria for improving regional mobility

of people and services and those goods not destined for the Inland Empire.

Commuters will still need to get back and forth to work and local communities will

still need to find solutions to getting regional through trafïic offlocal community

streets and back onto the freeway network.

CalTrans and Metro should reject GRID at the end of scoping as being infeasible and

failing to meet the Gap Closure project objectives. An EIR is not required to address

alternatives which are infeasible. No further analysis is warranted in the EIRÆIS per

CEQA 15126 and the concurrent NEPA sections.

A positive item of note is that public discussion of the GRID alternative has resulted

in the developing support for tunnel technology in general as a transportation

infrastructure solution in some of the areas where a potential gap closure tunnel may

be built.

City of South Pasadena's Multi Mode Low Build Proposal: Potential Alternative

This proposal has been around since at least the last 10 years and we have heard it

mentioned againin the gap closure scoping sessions, called both the "Low Build

Alternative" and the "Multi Mode Alternative".
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The proposal seeks to move the terminus of the 710N Freeway from Valley

Boulevard in Alhambra to Mission Boulevard/Alhambra Avenue in Alhambra while

decreasing speeds and reducin g capacity on South Pasadena streets and adding a

freeway interchange at the 110 Freeway and Fair Oaks in South Pasadena. The

proposal includes increased transit service, the addition of transit feeder lines and

Iraîfic improvements at the proposed southern terminus at Mission Road, elimination

of the 710N terminus stub and improved freeway access tolfrom Route 134 and210

onto Colorado Boulevard, Green and Union Streets in Pasadena.

In April, 1996 CalTrans DistrictT,the Office of Regional Transportation and LARTS

published an exhaustive evaluation of the proposal entitled "State Route 710 A Modal

Evaluation of the City of South Pasadena's Multi-Mode Low Build Proposal "and

analyzedthe proposal compared to a freeway gap closure alternative. (The Report

uses the terms Build, No Build and Low Build for the analysis.) The findings of the

Report are unequivocal; here are a few examples quoted from the Report.

-the Low Build proposal proposes spending a significant amount of

money to get a negative or at best a negligible benefit in almost all

categories in fulfïlling specific local and regional transportation needs.

-the South Pasadena Low Build Multi-Modal Proposal in many ways

makes matters worse than doing nothing at all as traffic along city

Streets in the corridor is more congested, overall transit usage goes

down, and at best the Low Build does nothing or actually worsens the

freeways that remain

-the Build Alternative provides substantial relief to nearby freeways

-the Build Alternative demonstrates speciflrc advantages over the No

Build Alternative as traffrc flow on the streets within the corridor is

less congested and building the 710 also helps relieve some of the

bottlenecks in north/southtraflic through the region via I-5-

-completion of the 710N would provide faster access to the corridor

for emergency vehicles

-completion of the 710N would provide additional alternate routes on

the freeway system in the event of a natural disaster
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There is no need for an update or further study of this proposal in the Gap Closure

EIRÆIS. The city of Los Angeles, Metro and CalTrans agree as evidenced by the

Æisn+y_À¿etrogo@d
Access Road Extension from Valley Blvd. to Alhambra Rd. project. We note no

individuals or public entity representatives testified in support of continuing the

Connector Rd. project study. The City of Alhambra does not support ANY

alternative that continues the use of City arterials or streets as the 710N freeway.

We request that CalTrans note the 2010 disposition of this Rogan project and include

the 1996 Report as an appendix to the Scoping Report andlor in the Administrative

Record to support the finding that the City of South Pasadena's Multi-Mode Low

Build Proposal and the Valley Blvd/Alhambra Rd Connector were rejected as

infeasible during the scoping process because of the demonstrated failure to meet the

basic project CEQA objectives (e.g. increased mobility and improved air quality) and

the NEPA Statement of Purpose and Need.

710N Surface Route Potential Alternative

Substantial information and data exists on the environmental impacts of this

alternative; however, none is available in a properly certified environmental

document. There is existing CalTrans owned right ofway for this alternative.

Previous attempts by CalTrans to bring this alternative to fruition have been stopped

by the courts, as described earlier. However, given that the injunction stopped

construction of this alternative pending additional environmental review, it appears

more than appropriate that the EIRÆIS for the 710N Gap Closure Project should

include thìs alternative and, indeed, perform additional environmental review.

The inclusion of this alternative and the analysis of a surface route compared to a

potential tunnel route and possible other gap closure alternatives will be instructive

and important in the final decision making to select a mode and route for the gap

closure. We strongly request the surface route alternative be examined thoroughly in

the EIRÆIS and its environmental impacts and social impacts be compared to a

potential tunnel solution.

One further note in support of inclusion of this alternative is the political attempt in

58545 to remove a surface route from all future consideration of the 710N Freeway

completion. The 2009 Governor's veto message stated, inpart, "...the project

development process currently being undertaken by CalTrans and Metro is the

appropriate vehicle to determine the scope and feasibility of a project to address the

transportation needs in the I 710 corridor....there is absolutely no need to enact

statutory restrictions that would mandate certain project design options or remove

others from potential consideration. . . ".
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Potential Tunnel Alternatives and Routes

As an involved participant and city member of the recent Tunnel Study Committee,

Alhambra is familiar with the findings of the Caltrans SR 710 Tunnel Technícal

Study, October 2009. Five potential tunnel zones were studied to determine the

geologic, groundwater and seismic conditions that affect the technical feasibility of
designing and construction a tunnel to close the 710 gap. All five zones were found

to be feasible for tunnel construction and route development.

The Tunnel Technical Study was an exhaustive examination of the five zones with a

representational area wide committee review structure and public review of findings

along the way. The analysis remained "route neutral" in response to public input.

Thus there are no recommendations or conclusions in the study about which zone is

the most desirable place to build a tunnel. Building on this study going into the

environmental phase provides a strong foundation for an analysis leading to

identification of the environmentally superior tunnel zone and route.

An underlying understanding during preparation of the Technical Tunnel Study was

that all potential 710 freeway routes within a tunnel would be entirely contained

within one of the zone areas under study. The Study approach and work plan was

designed and amended with public input. Any requests/suggestions for additional

zone areas to be studied at this time should be considered a delay tact\c to EIRÆIS

completion and rejected by CalTrans and Metro.

When other factots are considered, such as tunnel length, cost, relative disruption to

the environment of ea çh zone through existing urbanized areas, ability of each zone's

potential route and freeway connections to meet the goals of the gap closure project,

site suitability, increase in jurisdictional boundary crossings, etc. it becomes evident

thatZones 1.4 and 5 from the SR 710 Tunnel Technical Study should be eliminated

from further study atthe end of scoping per CEQA Section 15726 and the applicable

NEPA sections.

We request that Tunnel Zone 2 and Tunnel Zone 3 be analyzed in detail in the

EIRÆIS. Two tunnel zones with a route identified in each based on technical

feasibility should be studied in order to identify the preferred tunnel zone and freeway

route. These results can then be compared and contrasted with any other potentially

feasible alternatives in the EIR/EIS. Zone2 andZone 3, by reason of their locations,

best meet the gap closure goals to produce a project that minimizes impacts in local

communities to acceptable levels and the Statement of Purpose and Need to improve
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regional mobility and accessibility and reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the

network. The elimination of Tunnel Zones l, 4 and 5 at the end of scoping further

meets the June, 2010 direction of the Metro Board of Directors in moving forward

with environmental review the 710 N Gap Closure Project.

Potential "Hybrid" Alternative: Bus and/or Rail Transit and/or HOV with a

Tunnel or Surface Route

The State and public agencies in southern California such as Metro, Metro link and

other county CTC's have made significant investment in providing a transportation

system for vehicles and for transportation alternatives to the single occupancy

vehicle. These investments include the freeway system, light and heavy rail, buses,

connector services, HOV and future HOT lanes. All give the public opportunities for

choice and have played an important part in our ability to accommodate past and

future population and economic growth

The gap closure represents an important and integral part of these systems, namely

the completion of the freeway system. However, in order to increase the

opportunities to maximize public investment in all our transportation systems, the gap

closure alternatives studied in the EIRÆIS should include one that demonstrates the

best way to connect the freeway with higher occupancy systems. This could include

an HOV lane as part of the freeway, multi modal connections at portal areas, etc.

No Project Alternative

The No Project analysis required in the EIR/EIS is extremely important to Alhambra

and other cities that currently bear the burden ofthe 710 through traffic, north and

south, in their communities. The analysis of this alternative must utilize the baseline

conditions established in the review of all alternatives and apply those conditions to

the current, existing conditions in Alhambra as well as project future conditions in all

issue areas (e.g. congestion, noise, air quality, health impacts, environmental justice,

economic impact, etc). Thus, cuffent data must be collected in Alhambra and other

community impact areas, including traffrc counts on local arterials and roads, air

quality readings at the several schools in the current routes for SR 710 through trafÏic

and the like. Mitigation for the No Project alternative must also be identified that

would reduce this alternative's impact to acceptable levels.
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The consequences of the No Project alternative are not only for the immediate impact

areas just described. There is significant environmental impact and possible regional

jeopardy if the No Project alternative becomes the preferred alternative at the

conclusion of the EIRÆIS preparation. Thus the analysis must further examine the

consequences of having the gap closure project removed from the Regional

Transportation Plan, The Long Range Plan, local General Plans and all studies and

environmental documents currently being prepared (e.g. the 7105 EIRÆIS) and large

scale public and private development project EIR's over at least the last 10 years.

As discussed previously, the gap closure is an integral, extremely important regional

ìnfrastructure improvement long anticipated to be completed by the 2020's. Given

anticipated planning time, design and construction times, should the No Project

alternative prevail in the current attempt to close the gap then these regional planning

projections and analysis assumptions will need to be revised. The EIRÆIS analysis

must examine these consequences, including the resulting inability of the region to

meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act and these impacts on funding and

revenue.

IV. LONG TERM PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR CLOSING THE GAP

The 710N Gap Closure project has overwhelming local and regional public support

that may not be fully recognized. We request the actual number of persons as

described below be included in any summary of persons for or against the Gap

Closure Project.

Attachments C, D and E include three documents we have previously requested be a

part of the record. Attachment C is the actual vote count for Measure "R" which

passed with 67 .93o/o of the voters or 2,039,214 persons in support of the ballot

measure and its projects, of whìch the 710N Gap Closure is one. Attachment D is the

City of Pasadena's March, 2001 Ordinance No.6851, favoring completion of the 710

freeway between theI2l} Freeway and the I-10 Freeway, which passed with 58.3%

of the voters or 9,654 in support. Attachment E includes letters from national, state,

subregion and local ofÏicials and organizations who have written in the recent past in

strong support of closing the gap. This set includes a series of scientifìc polls taken

by independent, well known pollsters from 1998 to 2006 detailing polling results, by

community, that exhibit constant, consistent long term support to close for this

project.
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We thank you for your attention in reviewing our comments, thoughts and

recommendations for the Gap Closure project EIRÆIS. We look forward to a robust,

complete, professional and fair environmental process. We have great confidence that

once completed, significant advances can be made on environmental issues not only

in the region, but to everyone living in each City involved in the completion of the

CC: City Council

Julio Fuentes, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:

A. County of Los Angeles, Office of County Counsel Memorandum,March25,

20r1
B. Southern California Association of Governments Letter, Decembet l,20lO

C. City ofPasadena OrdinanceNO. 6851, March 29,2001

D. County of Los Angeles, Department of Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk,

November 4,2008
E. Public Support Letters, }l4ay 27,2010
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1 5 1 5 West Mission Road, Alhambra, CA 91 803
Phone: (626) 943-3330 FAX: (626) 943-8050

Aprll12,2011

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 16 A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

RE: Support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments for Environmental Review

As Superintendent of the Alhambra Unified School District (AUSD), I would like to be on record
stating that our Board of Education members and I fully support a tunnel or a surface route extension
connecting the 710N to the statewide freeway system at Interstate 210.

The Alhambra Unified School District has always been a strident proponent of the completion of ttre
710N Freeway. The District serves over 18,000 students. At peek trafltc times our students walk to
and from school each day along streets clogged with the traffic resulting from the gap in the
incomplete 710 Freeway, their safety always a concern. All day and all night they breathe the
exhaust from the engines that spend vastly more time in the vicinity than they would if the 710
Freeway were complete and the cars and trucks could move through the region quickly and
efficiently. Surface streets now carrying north/south 710 Freeway braffic were not designed to safely
handle such large volumes of vehicles. Accordingly, the safety of children walking along such
streets is presently compromised.

Non-completion of the 710 Freeway not only causes regional traffic issues, but also presents
hazardous health issues for our students. Asthma is the most common chronic disease of childhood,
affecting approximately 7 percent of students in the Alhambra Unified School District. Over the last
seven school years, there has been an increased trend in asthma diagnosis, need for asthma
medication at school, and health office visits related to asthma, all requiring care from school nurses
and health assistants.

The number of AUSD students with asthma has increased from 1,13 5 in the 2002-2003 school year
to 1,408 students in 2008-2010, for a 24Yo increase in asthma diagnosis. During this same time
frame, for example, Fremont Elementary School has had a 33%o increase in the number of students
diagnosed with asthma. The number of students requiring quick relief asthma inhaler medication at
school has increased 22Yo district-wide from the 2002-2003 school year to the 2008-20010 school
year. During this same time period, Fremont Elementary School has had a 75o/o increase in asthma
medications and Emery Park Elementary School a42Yo increase in asthma medications.

OFFICE OF TTIE SUPERINTENDENT
Donna M.Pérez
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Since the 2003-04 school year, the number of students with visits to the school Health Office (HO)
due to asthma has increased. However, one school, Fremont Elementary School, has shown a
dramatic increase in the number of HO visits due to asthma, from 11 HO visits in2003-2004 to 86
HO visits five years later for an approximate 6800/o increase in HO visits. While there may be
numerous factors related to the increase in HO visits due to asthma, it should be noted that Fremont
is the school that is directly situated next to an impacted freeway. Since the playground directly
abuts the road, students have gteater exposrrre to auto exhaust fumes.

The District is committed to the safety of its children and to a safe environment for them to get to
school and go home from school each day. Nothing can justify one child's death or injury from an
auto accident or respiratory distress. The well-being of our children must come first. Non-
completion of the 710 Freeway causes unsafe conditions and jeopardizes the lives of many of our
students.

We are asking that as Metro and CalTrans are working to determine the content of the EIR/EIS and
what the route and construction type will be, you include several items in the environmental
analyses. The EIR should show how all freeways and major roads in the area will benefit from the
closing of the gap. Actual project benefits should demonstrate that air quality will be substantially
improved in the entire basin, and existing areas suffering from adverse health impacts will be
relieved. Additionally EIR should take into account how closing the gap improves the quality of life
for many people including the students of AUSD. Please also detail how the project helps our
economy in creating jobs at a time when most needed.

The 40 years of freeway gap has gone on long enough. It is time to act NOW.

Sincerelv.

Donna M. Pérez
Superintendent

BOARD OF EDUCATION

ADELE ANDRADE-STADLER, PRES]DENT PAT RODNGUEZ-MACK]NTOSH, I/ICE PRESIDENT
CHESTERI.CHAU,CLERK JANEC.ANDERSON,MEMBER ROBERTL.GIN,MEMBER

" EQUAL O P P O RTUNTTY EMP LOVER"
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City of Alhambra
Office of the Mayor and City Council

April 13,20lI

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7

100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, Califomia 90012

RE: Support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments for
Environmental Review.

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

This letter is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 710N
Gap Closure project. In 1933, 710 became part of the State Highway
System. In 1977, CalTrans submitted a Final Environmental Impact
Study in June to the FHWA recommending a four lane freeway between

Routes 10 and 210.

In 1994, DKS (independent trafhc consultant hired by CalTrans)
completed an analysis of Low Build / Multi-ModeOption, found it
dangerous, impractical, ineffective, unduly burdensome to certain
communities. On April 13, 1998, the Record of Decision was signed by
FHWA.

My point being, this has been studied to death, gone through an

environmental process and approved. When is enough enough?

We support the tunnel alternative. It address all of our concerns, safety

for our school children, congestion on local streets, decreased pollution
from the stop go trafftc, mobility and an overall quality of life we have

been deprived of for our 25 yearc.

This is f,rrst and foremost a regional issue. Our freeway system

currently does not operate at its maximum efficiency because of this
gap. The inter-connection of the system does not exist. Our region has

mandated air quality standards it has to meet. The 710 has been in 3

RTP plans and has to be included or we loose our federal funding.
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Cost: We have an unique opportunity to fund this through a public
private partnership. There will never be public funds to build this, and

we cannot pass up this opportunity.

It's time to move forward on this, and the tunnel is the best alternative.
It is the least disruptive and addresses everyone's concerns; you're not
taking valuable real estate or cutting down trees.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed.

Sincerely,

BarbaraA. Messina
Councilmember
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UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Phone: (626) 943-6620
FAX: (626) 281-4899

William Northrup School
409 S. Atlantic Blvd., Alhambra. CA 91801

April 9, 2011

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop l6 A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE: Support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments for Environmental Review

This writing is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 710N Gap Closure Project.
We support a tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide freeway
system at Interstate2l0.It is imperative this connection be completed NOW.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

-air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas suffering from
adverse health impacts will be relieved; The EIR should demonstrate both of these asoects to
show actual project benefrts.

-benefit of traffic reduction by schools and neighborhoods; Alhambra, El Sereno, South
Pasadena, and Pasadena schools and neighborhoods are impacted by the curent state of traffic
due to the lack of the 710N Gap.

-this will help the safety of our students and their families dail¡' during arrival and dismissal
times as we receive a lot of traffic fiom Atlantic Blvd. commuters who try to avoid the already
congested Fremont Blvd.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed. Remember, we voted, along with
213 of all Los Angeles County voters, for Measure "R" that calls for the 7l0N Freeway to be
completed.

we cannot wait another 40 years 1-or this project to become a reality.

Sincerelv-

&+l*--
Ms. Stacie Colman-Hsu
Principal, William Nolthrup School
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René Bobadilla, P.E.
City Manager

Jesus M. Gomez
Assisúanf City Manager

CITY OF EL MONTE
CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

April14,2011

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
California Department of Transpodation, District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

ø

RE: Support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and Gomments for Environmental Review

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

I am writing to express my support for the 710N Gap Closure Project. I strongly support the
construction of a tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide
freeway system at lnterstate 210.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

. The Gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years creating much confusion for drivers.
The Environmental lmpact Report (ElR) should show how all the freeways and major
roads in the area in four directions will benefit from the closing of the gap.

o Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin, and existing areas suffering
from adverse health impacts will be relieved. The EIR should demonstrate both of these
aspects to show actual project benefits.

. Jobs will be created during these tough economic times. The EIR should detail how the
project helps our economy in creating jobs and in other ways such as the benefit to the
tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles wifl actually be able to reach their
destination when using the 710N freeway instead of being routed off through local
communities.

I urge you to continue the environmental process in an expeditious manner. lt is important to
remember that the voters of Los Angeles County voted oven¡vhelmingly in favor of Measure "R,"
which calls for the 710N freeway to be completed.

We cannot wait another 40 years for this project to become a reality. Thank you for your
consideration and for adding this letter to the official record.

Sincerely,
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ø
Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy Di.stnct Director
Divi sion of Environmental Planning
Caltrans. District 7
100 South Main Street, MS l6A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr, Kosinski:

SUßJECT: "Notice of Prepnration for a Draft Environmentnl Impact
ReporlËnvironmentsl Impacf Statement (EIMIS) for the 710 Gap
Clonure Prqiectr" State of California Depnrtment of Ttansportntion,
Februnry 28r20ll

Thc purpose of this letter is two-fold;

l. To reiterate the position of thc City of Glendale via-à-vis the SR-710 "gap closurc"
project. The City of Glendale temains consistent with Resolution No. 09-l I I as

approved by the Glendale City Council on July 28, 2009, which addrcs.ses thc "gap
closrlre" fol the SR-710 freeway frorn I-10 to SR-134/I-210; and

2. To provide general commonts concenring the .+ubject Draft EIRÆIS-

B

The Cíty of Glendale remains consistent with Resolution No. 09-lll as approvecl by the

Glenclale City Council on July 28, 2009, which addresses the "gap closure" for the SR-710
fteeway from I-10 to SR-l34lI^21.0, i,e., on behalf of nry colleagues and the citizcns of
Glendalc, I want to rciterate our opposition to the SR-710 "gap closure." I would like to

exprêss our opposition as well to continued cffort and expenditure of ta"\-pâyer monies in
exploring, studying or developinE aDy type of "gap clo$ur€" ptoject as we do not believe that
any type of "gap closure" alternative is in the hest intcrcst of the City or the regiou.

Vy'e woulcl like to express our belief and desire to instead ìook at other flltematives to
acldressing the colrcerns of mobility, congestion, and tbe movement of freight from our ports.

These altcrnatives would inclucle the cxpansion of mass transit systems, upgrades and

improvements to existirrg infra.rtructure, ônd lirniting the long-dìstance movement Qf

cargo/freight from our ports to only rail,

Again, the position of the City of Glendale is clear in this matter and we rcmain opposed to

afly other gap closure alternatives.

{þ
Itncvcr.tt
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I ' The entire City of Glendale geographic a¡ea should be inclucled in the Study Area,

2. All transportation sccnarios and altcrnatives should be analyzed in the same level of
clepth and detail.

3' lmpact.r to, at minimum, traffic/transportation, air, and noise strould be analyzed for
the conditions of "project censtruction" and "upon project completion-"

4' The network "links" of t¡te computerized travel-demand model should inclucle, at
rninimum, all freeways in ttie City of Glendale (i.c,, I-5. l-2!O, SR-2, and SR-134)
and all Major Arterials, Minor Arterials, and Urban Collestors delineared in the Ci4r
of Glendalc Çì,rcuhtion Elem,ent of tlrc General plan, August l9gg.

Lastly, .per your rcquest, the City of Glendale's contacr person regarding your ,.gap closure"
p.roject is:

Mr. .fano Baghdanian, P.E.
Trnf-fic & Transportation Administrator
City of Glendale
Public Works Department - Traffic & Transportation Division
633 Ëast Broadway - Room 300
Glendale. CA 9 1206-4384
Tele.: 818/548-3960 Option 4
Fa*: El8l4O9-7027
Ernail : .jbaghdanian @ci.glendale.ca.u.q

Thank you in advance for your consideration.

AN/JB;tc
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April 14,2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Divisíon of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main Street, MS16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear ki:

COMMENTS ON THE SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FOR THE
STATE ROUTE (SR)-710 cAp CLOSURE PROJECT

The City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) appreciates the
opportunity to comment on the scope of the proposed Environmental lmpact
ReporUStatement (ElR/ElS) for the SR-710 Gap Closure Project. LADOT recognizes
the need for improvements of the current traffic conditions that are caused by the heavy
volume of vehicles exiting at terminus of the SR-710 at Valley Boulevard. Residents of
the City of Los Angeles Community of El Sereno and nearby cities have suffered from
extensive traffic delays, less than desirable air quality from idling vehicles, and cut
through traffic on residential streets that affect the life quality in this area.

We would like the EIR/EIS process to address all feasible alternatives for this project
including but not limited to surface street and subsurface multimodal improvements
along with the corresponding comprehensive studies of their impacts in the local and
regional contexts. Transportation demand modeling should be done at the macro and
micro level to yield a better understanding of the benefits, impacts and mitigations to the
freeway and arterial network as well as adjacent neighborhood streets. ln this difficult
economic climate and with the expectation that transportation funds will continue to be
scarce for years to come, consideration should be given to a toll-way operation for any
studied freeway alternative.

As a 4.5 mile tunnel will likely be one of the alternatives proposed in the EIR/EIS to
close the gap in the SR-710 between Valley Boulevard to the south and Del Mar
Boulevard to the north, the official position of the City of Los Angeles, as approved by
the City Council and Mayor in December 2009, is to oppose the extension of the SR-
710 through Zones 1 and 2 as defined by Caltrans in the SR-710 Tunnel Feasibility
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Technical Assessment. Furthermore, the City Council and Mayor oppose the extension

of the SR-710 unless the Community of El Sereno is protected by specifying that the

tunnel portal must begin and end south of Valley Boulevard.

We hope to see detailed air quality studies performed to understand and mitigate any

potentiäl impacts by pollutanis in the vicinity of the ventilation stacks that will be

n".".."ry for a tenjthy tunnel, The environmental document should also address the

emergency access i"qrir"r"nts for a tunnel and mitigations.

fne õity ié also conceined about constructio noise, vibration,

emergency response and other impacted ommunity of El

Sereno since the construction of this tunnel The effects of

detouring traffic during construction and how it will affect the community should also be

part of thê traffic study performed under the EIR/EIS'

LADOT looks fonruard to working cooperatively with Caltrans, Metro and other affected

agencies to develop and evaluate the best alternatives for this important project.

S-hould you have ány qr".tions, please contact me at (213) 972-5008 or Larisa

Bolotsky of my staff at (213) 972-5024'

Sincerely,

Ken A. Husting, P.E.
Acting Principal Transportation Engineer
Bureau of Capital Programming

c: John BradY, Office of the MaYor
Paul Habib, Foudeenth Council District
Jim Doty, Bureau of Engineering
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April T , 2011

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

RE: Support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments for Environmental
Review

On behalf of the Rosemead City Council, I would like to express our: support for
the 710N Gap Closure Project. We are in support of a tunnel or a surface route
extension connecting the 710N to the statewide freeway system at Interstate
210. lt is imperative that this connection be completed immediately.

We highly recommend that information that supports the facts below be included
in the environmental analysis:

. The gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years, which has created and
continues to create confusion and dangerous conditions for drivers. The
EIR should explain that by closing the gap, all freeways and major roads
in the area would benefit.. Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing
areas suffering from adverse health impacts will be relieved. The EIR
should demonstrate both of these aspects to show actual project benefits.. Jobs would be created during these tough economic times. The EIR
should details how the project would help our economy in creating jobs
and also benefit the tourism industry. For example, visitors would be able
to reach their destination when using the 710N freeway instead of being
routed off through local neighborhoods.

We encourage you to continue the environmental process with all due speed. As
a reminder, when we voted for Measure "R", along with 2/3 of all Los Angeles
County voters, the measure called for the completion of the 710N freeway. The



San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments also continues to be a major
suppoder of the 710N freeway extension.

We can't afford to wait another 40 years for this project to become a reality.
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Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7

100 South Main Street Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 9OOl2

April 8, 2011

Re: Support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments for Environmental Review

Dear Mr. Kosinski.

This letter is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 710N Gap Closure project. Fremont
school staff and community supports a tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 710N on the
statewide freeway system at Interstate2IO. It is imperative this connection be completed NOW.

For the past ten years I've seen an increase in the number of students with respiratory problems. We
currently have 49 students that have been physician diagnosed with respiratory/pulmonary disorders;
twelve of those students have to take medication (inhalers) at school. Another seven percent of my
student body complains of allergic disorders.

Our school is located next to the 10 Interstate Freeway. Researchers at UCLA have found that a large
freeway's pollution plume extends as much as a mile and a half from the roadway-in this case, I-10.
"This distance is 10 times greater than previously measured daytime pollutant impacts from roadways
and has significant exposure implications."

Key studies on air pollution and health effects near high traffic areas have shown that proximity to
freeways or busy roads is linked to shorter life spans for nearby residents. A study in New York found
that children living in neighborhoods with heavy traffic within 200 meters of their homes had increased
risks of asthma hospitalization.In Los Angeles, researchers have observed an approximately IO-2OVo

increase in the risk of premature birth and low birth weight for infants to women living near high traffic
areas in LA County. Another study published by American Journal Respiratory and Critical Care
Medicine, found that two year old children who are exposed to higher levels of traffic-related air
pollution are more likely to have self-reported respiratory illnesses, including wheezing, earlnose/throat
infections, and reporting of physician-diagnosed asthma, flu or serious cold.



A Denver study showed that children living within 250 yards of streets or highways with 20,000
vehicles per day are six times more likely to develop all types of cancer and eight times more likely to
get leukemia. The most comprehensive study of urban toxic air pollution ever undertaken was conducted
by the South Coast AQMD, shows that motor vehicles and other mobile sources of air pollution are the
predominant source of cancer-causing air pollutants in Southern California.

My school community can no longer wait; we need to fix this now. As a result, the air quality will be

substantially improved in the entire basin and the adverse health impacts will be relieved.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed. Remember we voted, along with2l3 of
all Los Angeles County voters, for Measure "R" that calls for the 710N freeway to be completed.

Fremont school children cannot wait another 4O years for this project to become a reality. Fremont's
children are depending on you.

Sincerely,



CITY COUNCIL

David A. Spence, Mayor
Stephen A. Del Guercio, Mayor Pro Tem

Michael T. Davitt
Laura Olhasso

Donald R. Voss

April 14,20ll

VIA PERSONAL DELIVERY

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 South Main Street, MS 16,4.

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Citv of La Cañadø Flinlridse's Commenls on Notice of Preparation
and Scope of Envíronmental Impact Report/Envíronmental Imoacl

Closure

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation and

scope of the proposed Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") and Environmental
Impact Statement ("EIS") ("EIRÆIS") for the 710 Gap Closure Project ("710
Project"). The City of La CaiadaFlintridge ("City") incorporates by reference all
oral testimony and written comments submitted by Crty representatives at the

Steering and Technical Advisory Committee meetings for the SR-710 Tunnel
Geotechnical Study. We reserve the right to submit further comments and objections.

I. INTRODUCTION.

The City believes that whatever mobility and traffic congestion challenges

may exist within the 710 corridor, they can be more effectively achieved with a smart

combination of other local artery traffic management systems, transit, and light andlor

heavy rail improvements than with the recently studied tunnel option.

Caltrans and the people of Los Angeles have previously chosen a multi-modal
option over the construction of a freeway facility with unacceptable impacts. In the

1980s, S.R. 2 was abandoned because there was a community consensus its

construction through Echo Park and Silver Lake would impose too many impacts.

For similar reasons, the use of Measure R funds to conduct an EIRÆIS and to
construct a7I0 freeway, tunnel or freeway/tunnel option is a waste of regional



transportation dollars that could and should be directed to more cost-effective
unfunded transportation projects. Even preliminary studies of possible tolls to be

charged to obtain bond financing for the 710 Project suggest that such tolls would
divert so much traffic away from the completed facility as to make it economically
infeasible.

Nevertheless, Caltrans has released a Notice of Preparation ("NOP") and the

Federal Highway Administration has issued a Notice of Intent ("NOI") of an EIRIEIS
for the 710 Project under the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") and

the National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA"), respectively, and the cities of the

western San Gabriel Valley and Crescenta Valley are threatened with significant
environmental impacts from such a project or set of project(s).

As a preliminary matter, any EIRÆIS must include all areas in which the
proposed project will cause direct or indirect effects on the environment. The map of
the project study area altached to the NOP excludes the Cþ.

Under Options I,2 and3 of the former 710 Tunnel Feasibility Study and,

before that, the 1992 EIR for the surface freeway option adopted by the Federal

Highway Administration in 1998, it was found that signif,rcant traffic, noise, and air
quality impacts would be suffered by the City's residents. Now, Caltrans has

improperly excluded the City from the EIRÆIS project study area even though it
knows that significant impacts to persons and sensitive receptors in the City will
likely occur as a result of construction and operation of the 710 Project.

Subsequent to the issuance of the NOP and NOI, Caltrans conducted an

EIRÆIS scoping meeting in the City on April 5,2011, apparently conceding that the
residents of La CaiadaFlintridge will be subject to potentially significant negative
impacts of the 710 Project. Accordingly, the EIRÆIS project study area must be

expanded to specif,rcally analyze all potential significant impacts within the City.
Because impacts do not arbitrarily end at a municipal boundary, the study area should
be further expanded to include the surrounding communities along the I-210 corridor
in the Crescenta Valley. Accordingly, the NOP must be reissued to show an

expanded study area for all areas impacted by the potential 710 project(s).

Those impacts will be signif,rcant and permanent for residents of the City
depending upon what the preferred project alternative might be. Some of the tunnel
options and the original surface freeway connection will increase traffic congestion
and vehicle miles traveled through the City on the I-210 freeway and adjacent street

arteries.

1327 Foothill Boulevard . La Cañada Flintridge . California 91011-2137 . (818) 790-8880 . FAX: (818) 790-753ô

Page 2 of 17



Previous studies have established that a 710 Freeway connection to thel-2I0
will significantly increase diesel and other truck traffic through the City. As a result,

the school children of public and private schools, especially those within or near the

500-foot state-mandated buffer zone to the I-210 Freeway, will suffer from degraded

air quality, exposure to cancer and asthma from diesel and road particulate matter,

increased noise, and increased traff,rc safety issues on adjoining streets such as

Foothill Boulevard.

Throughout the previous public hearings and input processes at both the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority ("Metro") and Caltrans,

officials representing those agencies made specific assurances on the record that the

City's concerns about impacts would be fully studied "in the EIR process." It is
disappointing that after all of these public assurances by officials of Metro and

Caltrans that the City currently is not shown within the area for study. For all of
these reasons, the City of La CaiadaFlintridge demands that the study area be

expanded to include the City and surrounding communities, with a comprehensive
examination of all potential impacts as outlined herein.

Finally, of particular significance to the safety of users of any project option
that includes use of tunnel technology, the EIRÆIS must disclose and mitigate the
potential impacts of catastrophic earthquake damage because Caltrans chooses to
construct the facility across active fault lines. The EIRÆIS must demonstrate that the

tunnel can survive an earthquake along all of the known and unknown fault lines the

tunnel crosses, and that users in the tunnel will be safe in the event of a major seismic

event. The EIRÆIS must also provide cost estimates for the additional safety
measures needed to withstand such a major seismic event. Additionally, any impact
the construction of the project might have on the earthquake faults and potential
resultine seismic issues should be studied.

THE NOTICE OF,PREPARATION IS DEF'ICIENT.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15082(a)(1) provides that:

"The notice of preparation shall provide the responsible
and trustee agencies and the Office of Planning and

Research with sufficient information describing the
project and the potential environmental effects to
enable the responsible agencies to make a meaningful
response. At a minimum, the information shall include:

(A) Description of the project.

1327 Foothill Boulevard . La Cañada Flintridge . California 91011-2137 . (818) 790-8880 . FAX: (818) 790-7536
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(B) Location of the project (either by street address

and cross street, for a project in an urbanized area,

or by attaching a specific map, preferably a copy
of a U.S.G.S. 15' or 7-ll2' topographical map
identified by quadrangle name), and

(C) Probable environmental effects of the project."
(Emphasis added.)

The project description in the NOP states that:

"The proposed project, depending on the results of a
thorough environmental analysis of all possible
transportation improvements during the NEPA/CEQA
process, may include, but not be limited to: surface and
subsurface highway/freeway construction, heavy rail and
bus/light rail systems, local street upgrades, trafftc
management systems and a no build alternative."

The project location in the NOP states that:

"Depending on the alternative selected, this project
would be located in the study area bordered by Interstate
10 to the south, Interstate 605 to the east, Interstate 210
to the north, and State Route 2 to the west, in Los
Angeles County, California. "

The stated project objective is "to relieve congestion and improve mobility
within the study area." Presumably, the area listed above as the 'þroject location" is

the study area.

The project description is inadequate because it is so general as to be

meaningless. The CEQA Guideline requires that at a minimum the project proposed

to be undertaken must be described so that the responsible and trustee agencies and

the public may be able to intelligently comment upon what possible environmental
issues should be examined in the EIRÆIS. "An accurate, stable and finite project
description is the síne qua non of an informative and legally sufficient EIR." County
of Inyo v. Citv of Los Angeles (1977) 7l Cal.App.3d 185, 192-93. Such a defined
project description necessarily starts with the NOP which requires, at a minimum, a

proper "[d]escription of the project." CEQA Guidelines $ 15082(a).

1327 Foothill Boulevard . La Cañada Flintridge . California 91011-2137 . (818) 790-8880 . FAX: (818) 790-7536

Page 4 of 17



The inadequacy of this extremely broad project description is exacerbated by
the equally obtuse identification of the project "location" as being most of the

western San Gabriel Valley and Northeast portions of the City of Los Angeles.l
Caltrans' failure to identiff a specific project description and show its specif,rc

location(s) on a map severely compromises the ability of agencies and the public to
comment on the proposed project. Responsible and trustee agencies will be impaired
in their ability to meaningfully comment as to whether the project will affect their
jurisdiction because of the failure to provide "sufficient information describing the

project" and'þotential environmental effects" of the project, as mandated under
CEQA.

The failure to prepare or at least distribute any initial study of the particular
project that will be proposed in the upcoming Draft EIR signals that Caltrans may be

pursuing an improper strategy of withholding from public knowledge the preferred
project alternative until the Draft EIR is issued. This violates CEQA's requirement
that when the NOP is issued, the Lead Agency must inform the responsible and

trustee agencies, as well as the public, what specifically the project is and where it
will be located.

The CEQA process of consultation and public comment is intended to assist

the Lead Agency and responsible and trustee agencies to make an informed choice
about discretionary decisions to implement a project. None of this can occur when
the Lead Agency fails to identiff a specific project description and location.

Only by providing a specific project description and location can Caltrans
fulfillthe third minimum requirement of CEQA Guidelines Section 15082(a), i.e.,

setting forth the "fp]robable environmental effects of the project." Curiously,
Caltrans set forth the "Impacts" as follows:

"Various environmental and community resources are

known to exist within the limits of the study area. These
resources include, but are not limited to: geotechnical,
erosion, hydrology, air qualþ, water quality, noise,

biology, public utilities, vehicle traffic patterns, parking,
land use planning andhazardous waste. Displacement
of homes and businesses is a significant issue.

Soundwalls, relocation assistance, construction impact
manasement and other mitieation measures will be

t The Initial Study Area map that apparently accompanied the NOP
magnifies the problem of an overly vague project description by misidentiffing S.R.

134 betweenl-2t} and S.R. 2 in Pasadena and Glendale as I-210.

l32TFoothill Boulevard. LaCañadaFlintridge. California 91011-2137. (818)790-8880. FAX: (818)790-7536
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incorporated into the proposed project."

The NOP provides a laundry list of environmental issues, but except for
displacement of homes and businesses, fails to identiff any environmental effects of
the proposed project. Because the NOP fails to attach any initial study or alternative
narrative that might help the responsible and trustee agencies and public identiff the

probable environmental effects, the "impacts" listed are inadequate to enable

informed public participation in the scoping process. There may be displacement of
homes and businesses, but until Caltrans identifies in a proper NOP the type of
project(s) preferred and their location(s), no intelligent scoping comments may be

prepared by responsible and trustee agencies or members of the public.

In addition to failing to meet its responsibilities for an NOP under CEQA, the

NOI also fails to meet minimum requirements under NEPA. Council on
Environmental Quality Regulation Section 1 50 1.7 provides:

"There shall be an early and open process for
determining the scope of issues to be addressed and for
identiffing the significant issues related to a proposed
action. This process shall be termed scoping."
(Emphasis added.)

Until Caltrans issues a NOI that describes a'þroposed action," the scoping
process for the federal law and implementing regulations will be inadequate.

For all of these reasons, the NOP/NOI is deficient and must be reissued,

preferably with a completed initial study for the particular project Caltrans intends to
propose when the Draft EIRÆIS is released.

III. THE FAILURE TO INCLUDE LA CAÑADA FLINTRIDGE IN THE
AREA OF STUDY IS IMPROPER.

As outlined above, the map of the 'þroject location" appears to also be the
project "study area." Caltrans is preparing an EIVEIS for the 710 Project because it
is a regionally significant project.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15125 provides that:

"(a) An EIR must include a description of the physical
environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project, as

they exist at the time the notice of preparation is

published

1327Foothill Boulevard. LaCañadaFlintridge. California 91011-2137. (818)790-8880'FAX: (818)790-7536
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. . . from both a local and regional perspective."
¡ß{<*

(c) Knowledge of the regional setting is critical to the

assessment of environmental impacts." (Emphasis

added.)

The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation Section1502.15 states:

"The environmental impact statement shall succinctly
describe the environment of the area(s) to be affected
or created by the alternatives under consideration."
(Emphasis added.)

The effects of a project or projects to address the issues associated with the so-

called "7I0 Gap Closure Project" will be regional and most certainly not restricted to
the boundaries of the 'þroject location" or project "study area" attached to the NOP.
The reach of the impacts into the Crescenta Valley is clear from Exhibit 1 to this
conespondence, an analysis by the City's Traffic Engineer of the SCAG "SR-710
Missing Link Truck Study (Preliminary Draft Final Report)," prepared in2009. Both
CEQA and NEPA impose a mandatory duty on Caltrans to investigate, report, and

mitigate the significant direct and indirect impacts of the project in the affected areas

of the project's environmental setting.

Since issuance of the NOP, Caltrans has acknowledged the potential
significant environmental impacts on La CaiadaFlintridge. It has done so by
scheduling and holding an additional scoping meeting within the City on April 5,

2011. At this meeting, Caltrans received additional public scoping comments about
the "7I0 Gap Closure Project" and its significant, adverse impacts on the residents of
LaCaiadaFlintridge. Caltrans should re-issue the NOP, identiffing a specif,rc

project, location, and the potential significant impacts. In the re-issued NOP, the
project should be located on a regional and local map and the entire study area for the

EIR should be shown on a separate map to conf,rrm to the public thaf aII direct and

indirect regional project impacts will be analyzed in the EIRÆIS.

For the foregoing reasons, Caltrans must include specif,rc EIR/EIS analysis of
project impacts and mitigation measures for the City of La CafladaFlintridge.

1327 Foothill Boulevard . La Cañada Flintridge . California 91011-2137 . (818) 790-8880 . FAX: (818) 790-7536
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IV. THE PROJECT OBJECTIVES MUST NOT RESTRICT THE SCOPE
OF ANALYSIS.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15124 provides:

"The description of the project shall contain the
following information . . . (b) A statement of objectives
sought by the proposed project. A clearly written
statement of objectives will help the lead agency develop
a reasonable range of alternatives to evaluate in the EIR
and will aid the decision makers in preparing findings or
a statement of overriding considerations, if necessary.

The statement of objectives should include the
underlying purpose of the project."

The Council on Environmental Quality Regulation Section 1502.13 provides:

"The statement shall briefly speciff the underlying
purpose and need to which the agency is responding in
proposing the alternatives including the proposed
action."

The NOP states:

"There currently is a gap in the I-7I0 corridor, for a
distance of approximately 4.5 miles (7.2km), which
extends between Valley Boulevard to the south and Del
Mar Boulevard to the north. As originally identified in
the April 13, 1998 Record of Decision for the Meridian
Variation alignment, this gap contributes to congestion
on local streets and the regional freeway system. The
objective of this project is to relieve congestion and
improve mobility within the study area."

This statement in the NOP is not the statement of objectives required by
CEQA, although it does appeff to articulate the underlying purpose and claimed need

to which the agency is responding.

The City is concerned that in preparing the Draft EIR, Caltrans will craft a set

of project objectives so nanow that only the preferred alternative will fulfill the
project objectives. Writing the project objectives in a manner to bolster a lead agency

claim that only the preferred project alternative can fulfill the project objectives is an

example of how the CEQA EIR process is frequently manipulated.
1327 Foothill Boulevard . La Cañada Flintridge . California 91011-2137 . (8f g) 790-8880 . FAX: (818) 790-7536
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The project objective should be as stated in the NOP: to "relieve congestion
and improve mobility." With that objective, all multi-modal projects remain
available in the Caltrans toolbox to achieve the objective of relieving congestion and

improving mobility.

V. A COST.BENEF'IT A}IALYSIS OF PROJECT OPTIONS THAT
INCLUDE A HIGHWAY OR TUNNEL MUST BE CONDUCTED
EARLY IN THE NEPA/CEOA PROCESS TO INFORM DECISION
MAKING.

Given the magnitude of the estimated cost of the full environmental review of
the 7 l0 Proj ect and the estimated construction cost of highway andl or tunnel options,

Caltrans must perform a credible initial cost-benefit analysis before commencing the

most costly environmental studies, and then, as the environmental review process

concludes, update the cost-benefit studies to include all estimated project costs

including mitigation of the impacts identif,red in the environmental review process.

Federal regulations contemplate the inclusion of a cost-benefit analysis as

follows:

"If a cost-benefit analysis relevant to the choice among
environmentally different alternatives is being
considered for the proposed action, it shall be
incorporated by referenced or appended to the statement
as an aid in evaluating the environmental consequences."
(Council on Environmental Quality Regulation Section
1s02.23.\

The two-step cost-benef,rt analysis suggested by the City is a practical
consideration of how cost-benefit analysis would guide Caltrans in decision-making
about the selected alternative(s). If initial cost-benef,rt analysis shows that highway or

tunnel options are cost prohibitive, then the other multi-modal options should be

intensively studied rather than proceeding to prepare environmental review of
highway anditunnel options. The second cost-benefit analysis conducted near the end

of the NEPA/CEQA process would be a f,rnal reality check if the initial cost-benefit
study for highway andlor tunnel seemed reasonable but inclusion of all refined
project and mitigation costs make highway andlor tunnel options beyond financial
reach.

Included in any cost-benefit analysis must be refined analysis of what the

impact on toll revenues would be atvarious price levels. As shown in the
preliminary toll analysis performed for the Route 710 Tunnel Feasibility Assessment

1327Foothill Boulevard. LaCañadaFlintridge. California 91011-2137. (818)790-8880. FAX: (818)790-7536
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Report atpage 10-130 (attached at Exhibit 2), as the toll rises, the greater is the

diversion of cars and trucks from the facility. There comes a point where the
required tolls signal that a highway or tunnel facility would indeed be infeasible. A
two-tiered cost-benef,rt study would help Caltrans make informed decisions and

potentially avoid costly waste of funds for full environmental review of a projectthat
ultimately proves to be economically infeasible.

Finally, any cost-benefit analysis must include feasibility analysis of the
public-private partnership ("P3") funding model contemplated for a tunnel project.
This is especially true because the funding model for Caltrans projects using federal
transportation funds was questioned by the Legislative Analyst's Office inaMarch2,
2010 report to the Legislature. (See "2010-11 Budget: Transportation, Legislative
Analyst's Office, March 2,2010" at pp. 2l-23. found at:

)

It would be fiscally irresponsible to cornmence fullEIRÆIS review without
first veriffing that the P3 funding mechanism is legal, institutionally appropriate, and
financially viable to pay a share of the cost of the 710 Project. This critical first step

must be completed before conducting full EIRÆIS review to assure that such high
environmental planning costs are not wasted on a projectthat ends up being
infeasible. The City's recommended cost-benefit study process is a vital cost

containment strategy for the 710 Project.

VI. GIVEN THAT THE PROJECT "MAY'' BE A TUNNEL, FREEWAY.
HEAVY RAIL. LIGHT RAIL, BUS TRANSIT. OR TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM. OR A COMBINATION OF THESE
MODES, ALL OF THESE ALTERNATIVE PROJECTS MUST BE
A¡IALYZED IN FULL DETAIL.

In the normal case, a lead agency would release an NOP that describes a

specif,rc project, location, and the potential significant environmental impacts of the

proposed project. Caltrans has failed to release such an NOP, choosing instead to
release an extremely broad project and location description and leaving open until the

Draft EIR stage a determination of what the proposed project will be.

In the normal case, the preferred project alternative is analyzed in the greatest

detail, and the range of project alternatives, including the no project option, are

analyzedwith less detail. A matrix is used to compare the preferred project
alternative to the advantages and disadvantages of the project alternatives.

Here, Caltrans' refusal to initially identiff a preferred project alternative
requires that the Draft EIR analyze eachand every transportation mode listed in the

NOP to the same level of detail. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 provides:
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"The EIR shall include sufficient information about each

alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and

comparison with the proposed project. A matrix
displaying the major characteristics and significant
environmental effects of each alternative may be used to
summarize the comparison." (Emphasis added.)

Under the NOP, each transportation mode option is listed as a potential project
for the 710 gap closure. Because no particular project is selected as "the proposed
project," each of the possible project alternatives must be analyzed in full detail as if
they were the preferred project. In making the comparison of project alternatives,
each alternative identified by Caltrans would stand on equal footing in the
comparison process. In other words, each option must be analyzed at the same level
of detail and each compared to the other alternatives in order to help decision makers

and the public determine the best course of action, including the no project option.

Federal requirements require rigorous investigation and objective evaluation
of all project alternatives. Council on Environmental Quality Regulation Section
1502.I4 states:

"Alternatives including the proposed action. This
section is the heart of the environmental impact
statement. Based on information and analysis presented

in the sections on the Affected Environment (Section
1502.15) and the Environmental Consequences (Section
7502.16), it should present the environmental impacts of
the proposal and the alternatives in comparative form,
thus sharply defining the issues and providing a clear
basis for choice among options by the decisionmaker
and the public. In this section agencies shall:

(a) Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all
reasonable alternatives, and for alternatives which
were eliminated from detailed study, briefly
discuss the reasons for their havine been
eliminated.

Devote substantial treatment to each alternative
considering in detail including the proposed action
so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative
merits.

1327 Foothill Boulevard . La Cañada Flintridge . California 91011-2137 . (818) 790-8880 . FAX: (818) 790-7536
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(c) Include reasonable alternatives not within the
jurisdiction of the lead agency.

(d) Include the altemative of no action.

(e) Identiff the agency's preferred alternative or
alternatives, if one or more exists, in the draft
statement and identiff such alternative in the final
statement unless another law prohibits the
expression of such a preference.

(Ð Include appropriate mitigation measures not
akeady included in the proposed action or
alternatives. " (Emphasis added.)

Although the federal and state structures are similar, it is clear that to meet the

mandatory disclosure obligations under federal and state law, Caltrans must
undertake a detailed examination of all transportation modal project alternatives
considered and provide a meaningful comparison to enable an informed selection of
the preferred project or projects to meet the project objective.

VIL THE EIRÆIS MUST DISCLOSE AND A¡IALYZE ALL
CONSTRUCTION.RELATED IMPACTS OF A 710 TUNNEL OPTION.

The deficiencies in the NOP^{OI have impaired the ability of the City to fully
participate in the scoping process with respect to operational impacts of a tunnel
option. This impairment also extends to the scoping process regarding construction-
related elements of a tunnel option and impacts resulting from that construction.
Nevertheless, those elements and impacts must be identified and analyzed in the

EIRÆIS. For a tunnel option, this includes not just the amount of earth that must be

moved, but the likely haul route(s) and the location(s) where the earth and debris will
be deposited. The traffic and emissions related to the hauling must also be disclosed
and analyzed. Further, given the potential for tunnel construction at the same time as

debris basin clearance throughout the foothill communities of the San Gabriel and

Crescenta Valleys, the cumulative impacts of debris hauling from a tunnel project
must also be disclosed and analvzed.

1327Foothill Boulevard. LaCañadaFlintridge. California 91011-2137. (818)790-8880. FAX: (818)790-7536
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FLINTRIDGE AND OTHER SURROUNDING AREAS.

VIII. IS MUST ADD ALL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AFFECTING LA

While Caltrans has issued afacially invalid NOP, if Caltrans decides to
proceed to prepare an EIRÆIS without re-circulating a revised NOP, a proper
EIRÆIS must still be prepared.

In order to properly assess the potential direct and indirect effects on the City,
the EIRÆIS must evaluate all of the traffrc, air quality, and noise effects previously
raised by the City to the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
("Metro") and/or Caltrans, and all new information included herein.

A. All Issues Raised in the Citv's 2006 and 2009 Letters Must Be
Investieated And Mitieated.

Attached hereto at Exhibit 3 is a copy of the City's October 12,2006
objection letter ("2006 Letter") to Metro's proposal to prepare a Route 710 Tunnel
Technical Feasibility Assessment Report, along with the four supporting exhibits.
Attached hereto at Exhibit 4 are copies of the City's July 15, 2009lefter to Caltrans

regarding Task Order #5 and an undated letter sent to Mike Jones atthe Southern

California Association of Governments in2009 (*2009 Letters). In the 2006Letter
and2009 Letters, the City provided evidence that the increase in traffic, particularly
truck traffic, through the City on I-210 would greatly exacerbate traffic congestion,

noise, air pollution and health risks within the freeway corridor.

B. All Issues Raised in the Citv Traffic Eneineer's April2011
Memorandum Must Be Investieated And Mitigated.

Attached hereto at Exhibit 5 and incorporated herein by reference is a copy
the City Traffic Engineer's April 7,2011 Memorandum analyzing potential traff,rc

impacts and related matters that must be included in a comprehensive EIRÆIS for
the710 Project.

Of particular concern to the City is the critical need of the EIRÆIS to study
the health risk assessment of schools, parks, hospitals, and homes within at least

1,000 feet of the I-210 corridor. The City has provided a color copy of the map of
public and private schools in Exhibit 3 to the October 12,2006letter to Metro which
is itself attachedhereto at Exhibit 3.

Additionally, the City Traffic Engineer's memorandum identifies those areas

of inquiry that must be given priority and "first study" by Caltrans in order to better

1327Foothill Boulevard. LaCañadaFlintridge. California 91011-2137. (818)790-8880'FAX: (818)790-7536

Page 1j of 17



inform the NEPA/CEQA study process at it progresses.

Air Pollution Near Freeways Must Be Investigated And Mitieated.

Attached collectively hereto at Exhibit 6 are copies of: the September 9,2004
New England Journal of Medicine study of the Effect of Air Pollution on Lung
Development from 10 to l8 Years of Age; announcement of the February 17,2007
Keck School of Medicine of the University of Southern California study finding that
children living within 500 meters of a freeway since age l0 had substantial deficits in
lung function by the age of 18 years compared to children living further away;
announcement of the December 16,2010 Children's Hospital Los Angeles study
establishing a link between proximity to a freeway and autism; and a copy of the
March 6,2010 Los Angeles Weekly article "Black Lung Lofts - Many children being
raised in LA's hip, new freeway adjacent housing are damaged for life."

In the 2006Letter atpage 4,the City noted in particular that USC School of
Medicine researchers who reviewed the 2006 710 Tunnel Feasibility Report were
extremely concerned that the Report "focused only on increases in regulated
pollutants exceeding the regulatory standard." The USC researchers criticized this
approach as masking the fullimpact of air pollution on adjoining sensitive receptors -
particularly children. The USC approach is supported in case law:

"Agency 'thresholds of significance' are not the only
thresholds thatmay be used in determining the existence
of a 'significant' impact. A signif,rcant impact may occur
even if the particular impact does not trigger or exceed
an agency's arbitrarily set threshold of significance."
Communities for a Better Environment v. California
Resources Agency (2002) 103 Cal.App.4th 98, 114.

Based up a growing and robust body of research readily available to Caltrans,
the determination of the proper thresholds of significance should require Caltrans to
consult with the researchers at USC to help determine whether current air quality
thresholds of significance are adequate to assure that proximity to a freeway with the
anticipated traffic increases caused by the likely preferred project alternative will not
have damaging effects on the health of sensitive receptors - especially children living
or attending school within 500 feet of a freeway. To set the threshold of significance
above what current research establishes as deleterious to lung and brain function
would make the EIRÆIS legally deficient in assessing the true health impacts of air
pollution from freeway adjacency.
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D.
The April 5. 2011 Scopine Meetine Must Be Investieated And
Mitieated.

At the April 5,2011 scoping meeting, residents of La CafradaFlintridge and

other communities throughout the Crescenta Valley spoke forcefully about issues that

must be addressed in the preparation of the EIRÆIS, most of them focused on a

tunnel option. More than 30 people spoke at the hearing to raise their nearly uniform
opposition to the environmental impacts that would be imposed on the City's
residents by the construction and operation of the 710 Project. Our understanding is

that a court reporter was present at the scoping meeting. We request that a transcript
of the scoping meeting be prepared and entered into the record.

Even though we trust that a complete transcript will be entered into the record,

it is important to note here certain recurring themes addressed by residents of the City
and the surrounding communities. Some comments focused on the proper approach

to the EIRÆIS process and other comments focused on particular maffers that need to
be disclosed and analyzed in the EIRÆIS.

First, at least one person noted that before Caltrans embarks on a 560 to $80

million EIRÆIS study process, there is a critical need for credible cost estimates of
the modal options and a cost benefit analysis. Such an analysis is required because

the estimated cost of the planning process would itself pay for signif,rcant

transportation construction work if it were not being spent on the 7 I 0 Proj ect.

Second, other speakers pointed out that the study area must include not just the

City, but surrounding communities in the Crescenta Valley along the I-210 corridor
that include La Crescenta, North Glendale and Sunland/Tujunga.

Third, many speakers pointed out that the majority of the City's schools - from
pre-school to high school and both public and private - are within or adjacent to a
500-foot zone from I-2I0. The health impacts to children from increased traffic,
especially commercial truck traffic, must be disclosed and analyzed. These impacts

will arise not only from degraded air quality, but increased noise, as well.

In addition to the global study issues, residents raised a number of other
matters that must be disclosed and analyzed in the EIRÆIS. Public safety issues were

raised by several speakers, both in terms of resources needed to operate a tunnel
project and the potential impacts of accidents and other man-made disasters in a
tunnel. One speaker pointed out that trucks would need to be inspected before
entering the funnel in order to prevent certain hazardous or dangerous materials from
being transported through the tunnel. This not only has an impact on public safety

resources that must be disclosed and analyzed, but inspections also have impacts on
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traff,rc that must be disclosed and analyzed.

Speakers raised the real specter of man-made disasters in the tunnel, both

intentional and accidental, including the unfortunate but obvious potential for a
tunnel to be a terrorist target. Others pointed out examples of fatal and honific tunnel

fires stemming from accidents in the I-5 Newhall Pass Interchange in2007 and in the

Mt. Blanc tunnel connecting France and Italy in 1999. The possibility of accidents in
the tunnel, and the impacts to public safety and public safety resources, must be fully
disclosed and analvzed.

The need to analyze growth-inducing impacts of a tunnel was also identif,red at

the April 5,2011 meeting. This involves not just growth-inducing impacts in the

Crescenta Valley, but related to the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles given that

the Project would ostensibly facilitate increased movement of container traffic inland
from the ports.

Speakers identified traffic study variables that will need to be accounted for, in

addition to the delays caused by the need for inspections that have akeady been

identifred. These include multiple toll scenarios. Analyzingtraffrc impacts based on

a single price point for a given class of vehicle will not provide decision makers with
sufficient information upon which to make an informed decision. As the 2006

"Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibilþ Assessment Report," prepared for Metro by

Parsons Brinckerhoff acknowledged, different toll scenarios will have significantly
different impacts on traffic diversion rates. As anticipated toll revenue may also have

an impact on overall project cost, a cost study must also be an important first
component of the environmental review.

Driver behavior must also be accounted for. Among others, a view was

expressed that private passenger vehicle drivers will be reluctant to use a long tunnel,

further concentrating commercial truck traffic in the tunnel.
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IX. CONCLUSION.

Thank you for your consideration of these preliminary comments and

objections. Please ensure that we are provided with advanced written notice of any

and all meetings, hearings, actions and votes related to this matter. Please contact us

with any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

LA CAÑADA FLINTRIDGE CITY COUNCIL

Ao*r,;a ¿f*
David A. Spence, Mayor

cc: The Honorable Stephen A. Del Guercio, Mayor Pro Tem
The Honorable Laura Olhasso, Councilmember
The Honorable Donald R. Voss, Councilmember
The Honorable Michael T. Davitt, Councilmember
Mark R. Alexander, City Manager
Mark'W. Steres, City Attorney
The Honorable Congressman David Dreier
The Honorable Congressman Adam Schiff
The Honorable Senator Carol Liu
The Honorable Assemblymember Anthony Portantino
The Honorable Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich
The Honorable Mayor, City Councilmembers and the City Manager,

City of Glendale
The Honorable Mayor, City Councilmembers and the City Manager,

City of Burbank
The Honorable Mayor, City Councilmembers and the City Manager,

City of Pasadena

The Honorable Mayor, City Councilmembers and the City Manager,

City of South Pasadena

Altadena Town Council
La Crescenta Town Council

1327 Foothill Boulevard . La Cañada Flintridge . California 91011-2137 . (818) 790-8880 ' FAX: (818) 790-7536

Page 17 of 17



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMBNT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90063-3294

(323) 890-4330

DARYL L. OSBY
FIRE CHIEF
FORTSTER & FIRE WARDEN

June 16,2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director ¡¡rtL-
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 South Main Street, Ms 16a
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR A DRAFT
ENV| RON M ENTAL I M PACT REPORT/ENV| RON MENTAL I MPACT STATEMENT (El RyEIS) FOR
THE 710 GAP CLOSURE PROJECT, VALLEY BLVD. TO THE SOUTH AND DEL MAR BLVD. TO
THE NORTH, ALHAMBRA (FFER #201100034)

The Draft Environmental lmpact Report has been reviewed by the Planning Division, Land
Development Unit, Forestry Division, and Health Hazardous Materials Division of the County of Los
Angeles Fire Department. The following are their comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

1. This project is located outside the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles County Fire Department and
it appears it would not have any impact on the emergency responsibilities of this Department.

LAND DEVËLOPMENT UNIT:

1. This project is located outside the jurisdictional area of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department. This project will have no impacts that would necessitate any comments from the
County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit.

2. The County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit appreciates the
opportunity to comment on this project. Should any questions arise, please contact the
County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit's lnspector, Juan Padilla, at
(323) 890-4243 or at J uan. padil la@fi re. lacou ntv.sov

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

ACOURA HILLS BRADBURY CUDAHY HAWTHORNE LA MIRADA IIIALIBU POMONA SICNAL HILL
ARTESIA CALABASAS DIAMOND BAR HIDDEN HILLS LA PUENTE i\,'IAYWOOD RANCHO PALOS VERDES SOUTH EL MONTE
AZUSA CARSON DUARTE HUNTINCTON PARK LAKEWOOD NORWALK ROLLING HILTS SOUTH GATE
BALDWIN PARK CERRITOS EL MONTE INDUSTRY LANCASTER PALMDALE ROLLING HILLS ESTATES TEMPLE CITY
BELL CLAREMONT GARDENA INGLEWOOD LAWNDALE PALOS VERDES ESTATES ROSEMEAD WALNUT
BELL CARDENS COMMERCE CLENDORA IRWINDALE LON4ITA PARAI\4OUNT SAN DIMAS WEST HOLLYWOOD
BELLFLOWER COVINA HAWAIIAN GARDENS LA CANADA.FLINTR¡DGE LYNWOOD PICO RIVERA SANTA CLARITA WESTLAKE VILLAGE

LA HABRA WHITTIER



Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
June 16.2011
Page 2

FORESTRY DIVISION - OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONGERNS:

1. The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Forestry Division
include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation,
fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and
cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas
should be addressed in the Environmental lmpact Report.

HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

1. The Health Hazardous Materials Division has no objection to the proposed project.

lf you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.

JO
PR ENTION SERVICES BUREAU

R. TODD, CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION

JRT:lj

Very truly yours,



COUNTY SANITATION DISTFICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

I955 Workmon Mill Rood, Whittier, CA 90ó01-,l400
Moiling Address: PO Box 4998, Whiilier, CA 90607 -4998
Telephone: (562) 699-74 I l, FAX: (562) 699-5422
www rocso.org

AR:ar
c:M. Tremblay

Doc#:1836493.1aÌ
Recycled Pope, ÈÉ

STEPHEN R. MAGUIN
Chiel Engineer or¡d Generol Monoger

March 8, 2011

File No: 16-00.04-00

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Dnector $
Department of Transportation
100 South Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The 710 Gan Closure Proiect

The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Notice of
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject project on March 2, 2011, We offer
the following comments regarding sewerage service:

1. The majority of the proposed development is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of
District No. 16. However, the remaining portions of the project area are located outside the
sphere of influence of the Districts, as adopted by the Local Agency Formation Commission
(LAFCO). Wastewater generated by these portions of the proposed project will be treated by the
City of Los Angeles Hyperion Treatment System. Questions regarding sev/erage service for the
proposed project should also be directed to the City of Los Angeles'Department of Public Works.

2. The proposed project may impact existing and/or proposed Dishicts'trunk sewers over which it
will be constructed. Existing and proposed Districts' trunk sewers are located directly under
and/or cross directly beneath the proposed project alignment. The Districts cannot issue a
detailed response to or permit construction of the proposed project until project plans and
specifications that incorporate Districts' sewer lines are submitted. In order to prepare these
plans, you will need to submit a map of the proposed project alignment, when available, to the
attention of Ms. Martha Tremblay of the Districts' Sewer Design Section at the address shown
above. The Districts will then provide you with the plans for all Districts' facilities that will be
impacted by the proposed project. Then, when revised plans that incorporate our sewers have
been prepared, please submit copies of the same for our review and comment.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, exIension2TIT .

Very truly yours,

Stephen R. Maguin

{4h4*
Adriana Raza
Customer S ervice Specialist
Facilities Plaruring Department



MWD
METROPOLITAN WATER ASTNßT OF SOUTHENN CALFONNA

ffice

March 30.2011 Via Electronic and Regular Mail

Ronald Kosinski
Deputy District Director
California Department of Transportation
District 7

Division of Environmental Planning
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:
Notice of Intent to prepare a

The Metropolitan Water District of Southem California (Metropolitan) has reviewed the Federal
Register Notice of Intent (NOD for the State Route 710 Gap North Closure Project (March 9,
2011 Federal Register, Volume 76, Number 46). According to the NOI, the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) assigned, and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
assumed, environmental responsibilities for this project pursuant to 23 U.S.C.327. Caltrans, as

the delegated National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) agency, will prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) on the proposed project located in Los Angeles County. The NOI does
not provide any specific information regarding compliance with the Califomia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) although there is a passing reference to a NEPA/CEQA process. The NOI
does not state whether the document will be a combined EIS/EIR or whether Caltrans will also
be acting as the CEQA Lead Agency for this project. Metropolitan requests clarification on this
point

The project is intended to alleviate congestion believed to be due to an existing gap in Route 710.
The scope of the proposed project may include, but not be limited to: surface and subsurface
highway/freeway construction, heavy rail and bus/light rail systems, local street upgrades, traffic
management systems and a no build alternative.

This letter conveys Metropolitan's comments on the proposed project as a potentially affected
public agency.

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012 . Mailing Address: P,O. Box 54153, Los Angeles, California, 90054{153 . Telephone: (213) 217-6000



Mr. Ronald Kosinski
Page2
March 30,2011

The study area for this project has not been clearly dehned, and Metropolitan requests receipt of
this information as soon as it becomes available. Metropolitan owns and operates two pipelines
in the vicinity of the existing 710 gap. The Garvey-Ascot Cross Feeder runs in a generally east-
west direction and is intersected by State Route 710 just south of Valley Boulevard. The Palos
Verdes Feeder runs in a generally north-south direction to the west of State Route 710.
Metropolitan requests that Caltrans consider these facilities during the planning process for this
project and identify the routes proposed for any construction activities.

Metropolitan must be allowed to maintain its rights-of-way and requires unobstructed access to
its facilities in order to maintain and repair its system. In order to avoid potential conflicts with
Metropolitan's facilities and rights-of-way, we require that any design plans for any activity in
the area of Metropolitan's pipelines or facilities be submitted for our review and written
approval. Approval of the project should be contingent on Metropolitan's approval of design
plans for portions of the proposed project that could impact its facilities.

Detailed prints of drawings of Metropolitan's pipelines and rights-of-way may be obtained by
calling Metropolitan's Substructures Information Line at (2I3) 217-6564. To assist the applicant
in preparing plans that are compatible with Metropolitan's facilities and easements, we have
enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties,
andlor Easement of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California." Please note that all
submitted designs or plans must clearly identify Metropolitan's facilities and rights-of-way.
Please keep Metropolitan informed of ongoing developments.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future documentation on this project. For further assistance, please contact Miss
Connie Yee at (213)217-5657.

Very truly yours,

John Shamma
Manager, Environmental Planning Team

CY
(J:\Environmental-Planning & Compliance\COMPLETED JOBS\March 2011Vob No. 2011032405 - SR 710 Gap North Closure)

Enclosure : Planning Guidelines
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ð. th¡ follo$lng general guídellnes should bê
folloçed for tt¡e desigm of proposed f,acl.liÈl,as andl
devolo¡neats ín ths aree of MetropolLta¡r I s facLlLtLeg r f,ee
pro¡rertierr end/or eea€mêEtg.

b. Tfe requl,re that 3 copiee of your tentetl,ve end
flnal record nepa¡ grað:l.nE, pavJ-ng, stieet l-qlrovoent,
laadscapc¡ stotu draLn, a¡ê utLllty plans bo ¡r¡hlttedl
for our revlew ar¡d rri.Ètca approv¡l as ttrey pertain to

' lreÈropoÌ1ùrnra faeilítiee, fee propertfee and/or
eåsenetrÈc, prior to the co@encÊrnent, of any const^nction
worlc t '

Plans' Parcel and Traet, MåÞ9

Thc folloulnE a¡e Dlet¡opoll.taa'e requireneuta for ÈIre
identl,fÍcatloa of ita facLll,tl,csr fee pro¡nrtl,ee, and/or
easemenÈa on your planår parcal Eå,p3 and tràct Eaps:

E. litêtropolit¡¡rtg fes propeEÊlcs a¡¡d/o! eaacúGnts andl
its pÍpeline¡ a¡rd o'Èl¡er f¿cilltics nust Þe fully ¡hov¡¡ a¡rd
ldentiftcd ¿s trletroBolitanrs o! a1I applf,c¿blc plaaa.

b. l{ctropolJ.ta¡rs lee properties a¡¡d/or eaÊ€úeFte
DuÊt be showr¡ a¡d identified as ltetropolitanrs witl¡ tbe
offiei.al recorðfng datr on all applicaÞle parcel ¿¡¡d
tract trtps

c. l{etropolitants fec propertiee aad/or eaaeocnte
and exieting sunrêy ¡onunent¡ nust b'e dluensionally tled
to tlre parcel or traet bot¡¡ô¿rie¡.

d. Metropolita¡rrs rccords of surveys ruet be
referencedl on the ¡larcel and traet Dåpa.

2.

f*
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3.

ê- Proposed,-gut or firl sropeB exceedi¡g r0 percênt
are nornally noÈ allowed witÌrin I'¡etropolitanrq-fec -
properties or eagenentE. Thi¡ is reqt¡ired to facl,ILtate the
use of conatruction and ual,ntênance éçriprnent¡ and ¡lrovldeaccegE to íts aboveEror¡r¡û a¡rd belowground fecllltfeã.

b. I{e require tl¡at 16-foot-wLde co¡nercÍal-t1pe
oriveway approaches be constnrcted on both sidee or-ärt
ÊtreetÊ crossing MetropolLtanrs rlghts-af-wày. Openiags
are regulred ln any median ísIa¡rd. Acces¡ rampa.-lf
neêessarÏn_nust be at le¿st l6-feet-wLdc. Gradee of, reEpFare nornalry not allorred Èo exceed 10 percent. rf the s-lopeof a¡ åcceag renp nust exceed 10 ¡lereeit due Èo the
topoErap¡y, the rarnp nu¡t be paved,. Iile requlrc e4o-foot-long lever arca on fÀe ürivcway approach to access
rä¡nps wlrare the ranp Deeta the street. AÈ Hetrc¡politan r sfee propertiesr wê Eay tequl.re fences and Eàies.-

c. The terme of lrletropollta¡¡rr pemanrent eeg€Eênt
deeds nonally ¡rrecrude tt¡e buildlnE oL naLntcnancc of
st¡uctr¡¡ee of any nature or kínö witlrín i-ta errcmeaür, to
enBure eafety a¡d avold interferenee with operation a¡¡d
naintenance of iletro¡rolttante plpelince or ott¡er f,ecÍlftLes.libtropolftar Dust hrvc veb,Lcrrla¡ aceeÊa along thc ees¡ocnteat ell ti¡es for inrpectioh, patrolrLngl anå for r¡inteauceof tl¡c pipelfnes e$d otber, facil.ities_ ón ¿r routLne barl¡.
Te lqqr¡ire ! 2O-foot-wide cÌear zone arosrd all above-groundf,aeílitlee for thls routfpÊ, aceess. Thl"g clea¡ zonG ghoul¿l
slope array frø our facLlity otr a grrade not to exceeü

.2 pereent. lle nugt aleo bave accesa along the easeüêDta
wlth const"ructíon eqrrí¡mcnt. An exanple of thLs is abou¡r on
Figure 1.

¿. Ttre footlnge of ¡rry progoeed buikltngs aåjeccnt to
Metropolltants fee pro¡rerties Ênd/or ease@entg Eua,t trot
encroech lnto the fee prop€rty or eeeênent or Í.u¡roea
additional loadling on ltletso¡ro1ita¡'s ¡lipeli¡es or otbcrfacílíties thereLn. À t¡pLcal. situation 1¡ shora on
Figrure 2. P¡ints of Èhe d,et¡il plans of the footinge for
any building or BtrueÈr¡re adjaeert to the fce pro¡rarty or
eåsenent Bust b'e er¡tmLtted for ou¡ revles and sritten
approval as they pertain Èo the pipeline or otlrcr fecilltlee
thereLn. A1€o, roof eev€s of Þuililings adjacent to ttrc
easenent or fee property bust noÈ overhang into tbe fee
property or eaaenent åree.
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4.

ê. MeÈropolltanfs piperinee Ênd other facirities,ê.Çe structureg, manholes, egrriprnentl survey nonumentsr etc.within Íts fee propertíes-and/oi eisårãnls ñust be proåecredfron danage by the eagarüent horder on u"troporitan,åproperÈy or the properÈy ohrnet where Fletropålita¡¡ hae anease¡¡entr at no e¡qp€ncÊ to lrletropolitan. if the facility iaa cathodÍc protection station it- ehau be locãtia-pirõi roany EradLnE or excavatl,on. lrhe exact locatLon, àeããiiptionand way of proteeÈion sharr be shosn on the reiateá plåns ,for the eageûent aree.

I of l,tletropolLtanrg fec righta-
rF for publÍc street and
rt such use does not Lnterfere
r property. tlre entire nLð,ü¡ cf,
the agcncyf s pr¡blfc ¡treet

right-of{Êy. 's pald for eueh use of the

b- Please contact ttre Direetor of Dtetropolf.tanrs
RighÈ of way and tand Divieiönr telephone (213i -250_6302,
conqesning easenents for randlscapttgl ¡trêGt, storo draln,sewêrr water or-other puÞltc facilitie¡ propo¡ecl withinliteÈroporLtant: f.. proþertJ.ee. À arp anã rãgar deàciþtl.onof-the requestedt easenéütÉ rr¡Bt be súb@ittedl Ar¡or-Éitt"o
evidence DuËt be suhitted tbat shows tlre cÍty or cótrttty*ill.accept ttre easenent'for the spectftc purioeca i¡to-itapubl5.c gystes. Thg granÈ of ttre ei¡e¡uent üili bc eubject roÞletro¡lolLtan'e rlEhts to uee J.te la¡¡d for water pl¡nliner
anõ rcrated_puraosêú to tåc såDê e¡rtênt as lf euËt'grant hadnot been nåde. there wirl be a charge for tl¡e eaeeñent.
Prease note t!.t-, if eatrT ls reçrlreð on tlre pro¡nrty prl.orto Lsauance of tl¡e eaeeuent, an éntry pernJ.t núat-Þê -obtained. The¡e will aled be a charge for tlre entry peta,it.

Landscapinq

-

Metropolitan I s landscåpe gruiðelfaes for ita feepro¡rerties and/or easeüentË ere aE follows:

- å. A gree¡ belt nåy þ allowed within üatropolitanre
fee property or easeû¡e¡t.

b. All landecalrê planr shall show the loeatJ.on and
size of Þletropolítanrs fee property a¡rcl/or eaaement anð the
location and size of Hetropolítanrs pipcline or otherfacilities therein.

:'- qt

-.11 ;'-.',

5.
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G. AbeoLutaly no trees will be allowed witil.n 15 feet
of the centerllne of Metropolitanrs existing or future
pipelÍnes and faeilitiee.

d. Deep-rooteó trees are prohlÞLted within
l{e.tropolitanre fee properties and/or easÊnents. Shallow-
rooted tlrêes are the only trees alloweö. The ahallow-rooted
trees wíII noÈ b€ pelnitted any clorer than 15 f,eet fron the
centcrline of the pi¡nline' and euch Èrees shall not be
taller tt¡an 25 feet uitl¡ a root spread no greater th¡n
20 feet, J.n dia¡neter at uaturity. Shrr¡bsr busheE, vfnear and
ground covelr ere peroittedr but larger sh¡iubs and buehee
should not be plalted directly over our pipelLne. Tr¡rf te
acceptable. tlle require ËuÞüittal of landsca¡re plana for
lletropoll,tanrs prior revler and written approval. (See
Figure 31.

Få the landscapê ¡rlans ruBt contain.provåslarrs for
ttiùroþolitan's vehiculer accesE a.t all, eÍ^ue* along ita
rights-of-way to it's pipelinet or facillties thereLn.
Gates capable of aeceptíng ltfetropolitan'g lochs are
requJ,red in any fences acrosÉ Lts rights-of-way. Àlso,
any walhr or dralnaEe facilltie¡ acroas its åcceaË soute
must be eonst¡n¡ctedl to AÀSEIO E-20 loadlng stanüards.

f . Rights to landecape any of Èletropolit¿nrg fee
pro¡lerties nust be acquLred f,ron ttr Right of $ay aad
la¡rd D,ivision. åpproprfatc ea¿tl¡ peafte ül¡Êt bc obteLncd
prior to any entry on its property."'There sLll be a charEe-for aay entry pernJ,t er taEeneate requl.red.

FeÐcigr

lletropolltaa rcqulres tbat perLueÈer f,encf.nE of íte fee
oroperÈies ald facÍlitl,ei be eonstflctcd'of usiversal chain
iinir, 6 feet in height s¡t tppped wi'tb 3 stra¡rds of barbed
sire angleô u¡nraril arrd outrard at a {5 dleEree -anEle 9r ¿n
approveã equal for a totel fenqe heiEbt of, 7 feet. Suitable
suLatitute fenciîg Dty be consiôered by ltetropolitan.
(Pleage see Figrure 5 for details) .

?.

ìletropolitan's policy for tbe alinenenÈ of utilítl'es
' panitted vtitl¡in ite- fee prgpgrties ancl/or easeoentg a¡¡6

street ríghts-of-way is as follose:

I
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i. Pe¡¡uanent structures, including catch basins,
manhoresr porrer pôles, terephone riger boxes¡ êtc. ¡ shallnot be roeated wítbin íts fãe propertÍe¡ andior eaåencnts.

b. l{e request that pernanent utility structureswithin public Êtrëêta, in wtrtctr ueÈropolttãnte facílLtiesare ÇonBtrueted unter the ttetropoliteñ t{atêr DfetrictActr be placed as far lron our þtpellna ae posefbler butnot cloger than 5 feet from the-outsÍde of óur ptpellne,
c. the Lnstallation of utilities over or under

ll,etropolltanrs pLpeline(sl mu6t be in accordance wittr the
reguirenents Ehonn on tl¡e enclosedl printe of Drawings
Nos' c-11632 and, c-95{7. Ifhenever poaslble wc requèsÈ a
mÍninun of one foot clearance Þetweãn !{etropolitan'e plpe
and your facil Bupport of t{etropolitan-r s
pipe nay also undèrcrossf.nEe of- ltg plpè

. ir ?r oPen tre rarT Bupport pla¡.rs nuçt Ët
reviewed anú a opolftan.

d. IJateral utlltty crosaínga of ÞletropolLtan'a
pipelines ¡ûr¡et be as perpendiculai to its ptþe1tne
alínenent ac practical. Prior to any excavetl,on ourpipeline ehall be locatecl ua¡rually andl any exsavation
witt¡ia twp feet'of ou¡ pipelJ.ne must be åouc by hand,
lIhÍs ehall be noteû o¡ the appropriatc drawings.

êr Ut{IÍÈfea co¡st¡lr¡etedl lonEl,tuÉllnally withinlletropolita¡rs rlghte-of-way nuet be loeatcd outsiôe Èlre
tl¡eoretical trench prisn,for unconarl.nE l.tr pi¡nlÍne end
Eu¡e be located parallel to and as close Ëo l.Ès rtghtt-
of-way lines a8 practl,cal.

f. I{hen piplag Le jackcô or Lnetalledl tn jacked
casing or tunnel u¡èer tûetropolltaa's pipe, thcre Eust be
at leaet tùro fêêt of vertical clearåncG between the
botÈoù of ìletropolitan's pípe and the top of ttre jacked
plpa, jacked casing oa tunnel. lte elao requiro thet
detail drawf.ngs of tl¡e shoring for tbc JackÍng or
tunneling pítc be ¡r¡hitteô tor our revLes aad approval.
ProvLsions ¡ust be u¡ðe to grout any void,s a.rouncl tl¡e
exterlor of tbe jacked piper jaeteô casing or tunnel. If
the påping is insÈalled in a jacked casLng or tu¡¡nel trbe
an¡¡ula¡ spacê bet?een tbe piping and the jackert casing or
tu¡¡rel nr¡st be fílled witb grout.

r
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g. Overhead electrical and telephona tine
reguirernents s

1) Conductor clearanees ere to confo¡m to the
California State Pr¡Þlic Uttlíties Coml,ssion, General
Order 95, for Overhead ElectrÍcal l¡lne Construction or
at a greater clearance if, reguired by Mctro¡rolitan.
Under no circum.stances shall cleara¡ee be lese then
35 feet.

2l A aarker Eust be attached to ttre ¡rower pole
showíng the growrd clea¡ance and line voltage, to help
prevent ôanage to yor¡r faciltties during maintenance or
ottrer sork beinE done fn the årea.

3l Line clêera¡rce over ltetropolLtanrs fee
properties äBd/or eàreüentE sha]-l be shorrn on thc
åzawing to indl,eate the lorreeÈ polnt af, 'tire llne' under the ruo=t cüverse condltions inelucling
consiðeration of aagr wind load, tenpêrature chanEe,
and aupport tJÞe. 1{ê require that overhead, lines be
located at least 30 feet laterally eflay frcm all
above-grounü structufes on the pJ.pell.nes.

¿l When underground electric¡l eondluj.te,
120 volts or greatêr, are Lnstalledt within
lletropolita¡' e fee ¡lroperty and/or eaee¡nent r the
cond.uite nust be 1r¡casedl 5'n a uínin¡¡n of tl¡ree fnches
of red concrete. Ifhere possiÞlcr above ground warniag
al.gms DuÊt also be ¡llaccd at ttre riEbt-of-way llnes
where the conduiÈs e¡ter and e¡¡it the right-of-wtY.
h. Tbe const¡r¡ctLon of eenerlÍnes l¡ ttletropolitanrs

fee properties and,./or eagenents lust confo¡a to Èùe
California Departnent of Eealtb 9e#ces CrLteria for tt¡e
Separation of T{ater ltains rud Sanitasy SertrLse¡ a¡¡d tlre
loqal City or Corrnty ãealtb Coðe OrdJ.na¡rcê âB it relatês t'o
inetallation of eerËrs ln tt¡e vicinlty of presture
waterli¡ee. !!he coastruction of eererlinee .ahould aleo
confor¡r to these standarde ln street rJ.ghts-of- way.

l. Cross sectlons ehall be provid,ed for all pfpeline
croeeirrgs sboning lreiropotítan's fée property andl/oi -

eaÊènent lLtoJ.ts anð tt¡e location of ou¡ pipelJ.ne{el . rbe
exact locations of the crossíng pípelinee and thelr
elevations shall be nsrked oa as-Þuilt drawings for ou¡
inforuatio¡.

r-
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requested. -vorking days notl,ce is

k. Adequate. shoring ånd bracing Ís req'ired for tÌ¡etrll 
. 
deprh o.f the rrench rihen trrc excãvarion '"ñciJaãrrã"

wlthin the zone shorsr¡ on Fignrre l. 
Y"v-YFÐ'+t.

Itiee wLthLn lleÈropolit¿n. ehall bc plainly narlsed to
ntenaJ¡ce or other w¡rk donerver b¡¡rted utíIitíeË
12 inehe¡ abovc Èhe uti,t åtyring requirr-uêt¡ts 3

1l ,W:!.T pJ.pe1lne¡ À rwo-inch blue warningtape shall be i^nþrinted with:
IICAT'TTON EÛRTED TTÀI¡ER PTPELINET

2l Gg?, oíL, or ehemical plpeliner Atwo-inclr yellow warninE tape e¡ail'br iuprt¡t=awith:

3l Sewer or EÈoril dt¡aln pLpeltne¡ Àtwo-inch green warnÍug tape strail-be tnprlntea wJ.tå:

TC.A TTON BI'RIED

ICÀDTTOÈ{ BURIED

TCAUTION BT'RTED

PIPELTNET

PIPILInET

COA]DI'IÎ¡

condult¡ À
be inprintad

4) Elect¡is, street. ltghttng ¡ et traffícsígnals conduit¡ A t*o-iach iedt wåiring tapc shalrbe Í.nprinted witl¡¡

5, lelephone¡ or television
trro_-inch oråDge waruing tape shall
witù¡

ICåUTTON BIIRIED CONDUI:Ii

t-
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t[r CaÈhodic Protection requirenents!

1) If there Ís a eat-bodic protectlon statíon
for lletropolftanrs ¡lipelina Ln the ¡¡ea of ths proposed
worlc t lë shall be loeated prior to any grading or
excavation. ![he exact locatlon, descri¡ltlon andl Ernnêr
of proteÇtioh Ehell be sbo¡rn on all applícable plans.
Pleaee contact Metropolltar¡rs Corrosion EnglneerJ,ng
Section, locatecl at l{etropolltanrs F, E. Welnouth
Softening a$d FilÈration Plar¡tr 700 North uorero
Avenue' La Verne, Califor¡la 9U50, telephone (?1{l
593-7474, for tlre locations of lîetro¡lolJ.tan's cathodÍ.c
protectlon stations.

2) If an induced-current cåthodic proÈectfon
Bystem is to þe inatalled on any pfpell,ne erosainE
ùletropolitanrs pipelinc, pleasa contact Dlr. I{ayne E.
Risner at (71{l 593-7474 oz (213}.75A- 9SÉ5. Ee will
review the praposeü system anô dete:mine lf any
conflicts will ariEe witl¡ tlre exísting catlrodÍe
proùection systene insÈalled by lGtropolít¡¡r.

3l within lletropolltanrs righÈs-of-waYr
pipelines a¡rd carrier pipeg (caeJ.nErl shall be coated
with an approveð protective coåting to confon to
t{etropolitants requirenents, anå shatl be naintaineû in
a neaÈ anð orderly con6ltion as äírected Þy lletropolitan.
The application and ¡onitoringr of catlrodf-c protection
on the- pJ-peline and casl.nE sháll conf,o:m to trltle {9 of
the Code of Feôeral'Regrul¡tÍonsr Part 195.

t¡) rf a steel carrier pipe (caslngl ia usedr

{a) Catlroctic protectfon sball be p=ovlded
by uee of a sacrlfl.cial nagmesLln anoðe (a sketch
showínE utre cathodic ¡lrotectíon ðeteflg ca¡ bc
provided, f,or tbe ôesLgmers inforlstlon) .

(b) The eteel carricr pipe ehall be
protêetecl with a eoal tar enamel coatÍnE inside
and out ía ecco¡dance uftb ÀT99IA C203 specifLcâtíon.

rr. AII trenches ¡hall be e:tcav¿ted to c@ply with the
ÇÀ&/OSEA Construction Safety Ord,ere' Àrtfcl€ 6, begínntug
wíth Sections 1539 through 1S+1. Trench backfill shall be
placed in 8-ínch lifts ¿nd shall be eou¡racted to 95 perccnt
ielative êøpection lÀSftf D6981 actoas roadways qnq througb
¡roteetive dfkes. Trencl¡ backfíI1 eleewlrere uill be
äonpacted to 90 percent relative ccmpactlon (AS1ll D698).
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o. controL cablès connected with the operation oftletroporitan I s -systen are buried rrithln streels, its feepropertÍes and/or easenents. The locations and elevationsof these cabres shall be shown on the arawing-, -ir,.--drauings ehall notê that prÍor to any exc¿vai.r.on in thcareåf the control cables sharl be loËatedl and Eeåsuresshall be taken Þy the contractor ts protêct the caþles inplace.

p. lletropolita¡r is a menber of underground ser:viceÀIert (USÀ). the contractor (excavator) snãtt contact
IISå at l-800-{22-4L33 {southarn Californtal at leasr lBhgurs prior to starting any excavatlon rrork. llhe contråctorwÍll be riablq for any d.rnágê to trletroporitan r s f aclrl,Ëiesas a result of the eongtrucù:Lon.

Para¡nounF ,RLeht' :

Facílities çonstn¡cted within Èfetropolitrn rs fecproperties E¡ô/or easenenÈ¡ shall bc eubject to the'prramount right of trletroporl.Èan to use iãs fee propertieE
and/or eascüênta for the-purposc for whl,ch they-weica^cquÍred: rf at any ti-ae-lileLropolLtan or ltg ãasigxrrshould, in the exerclse of theti rlghts, finõ Lt nãcesgery
Èo-renove ary of tlre faeilltl,es frm the fee properti.es
anal/ot easenentg, sueh reaovar and replaceDent sharl bc attbe expense of the orner of tåe facillty.

uodif icatio{¡- of t{e,trpql}ita¡., F Fac LlitLee
lfl¡en ¿ qr'lhole or other of üetropolÍta¡r I s facilities

musÈ be modLfled to accomodÊtè yol¡E èon¡truction oË rêcon^s-truction, Dletropolita¡¡ rstrt nocltÉy ttre facl.rities rlth itsforceE. Thls ahould be noteð on the sor¡stn¡ction plant. Theestinated cost to perfoa tt¡Ís uodj.fLcation trill bä given toyou and ua will requÍre a depoalt for tåis anount before the
work is perfo¡ued- Onee the ôe¡roslt iE received t eè wÍll
schedule the rrork. our forces irirr coord,l.natc tlre work withyot¡t cðntrBctor. ou¡ finar þiuing will be based on actualcost incurreô. and will iscrudle materlars, conetauction,
engineering plan revJ.er, Ínspectl,on, and adnlnl.sbiative
overheaâ charges calculateð in accordance ¡ritb t4etropolLtanrs
standlarcl accor¡¡tinE practÍces. rf the cost :[e leBs È]ran thc
deposit, a refund will bc nade; horyever, íf ttre co¡t exceedg
the depositr an invoLce wil.l be forwarcted for pa¡aent of, the
adclltional aoorurt.

9.
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10. Dra$Ðaqe

ð. Besidentíal or counrcíal developnent t¡picatly
increases årid concentratea ttre peak storn watêr runoff as
well as Èhe total yearly storn nrnoff from ê¡¡ drea, thereby
increasinE the requireoents for stom örain facflítíes
dohrnEtrea¡n of the develo¡ment. Also, throughout the year
water from landecape infgation, ear sashinEr and other
outdoor domestic water usea flows into the storn drainage
rystern resulting in weed abaÈeuentr ineecË infestatl.on,
otst¡ucted access a¡rd other probleos. Ttrerefore, it I's
MetropolÍtanrs usual practice not to appEove plans that ehow
digcharge of drainagc f¡on develo¡ments onto its fee
properties and/or easeûenÈe.

b. If water Eust ba carried asrosg or discharged onto
lletropollta¡'g fee @rtíes ar¡d/or easement¡, ltetropolitan
will ínsist ttrat plane for develo¡noent provfôe that, ít be
caríed by closed condiuLt or lined open clrarurel apF¡eved in _'writLng by t{etropolit,an. ÀJ.so tlre dsainagê tasilitiee must be
maintainect by othersT ê.![.¡ cJ.tf, county, honeo*¡ers asÊociatíon,
etc. If the d,evelopnent-proposés changãe to exLetí¡g drallrlgc
feet¡rres, then tlre developer eball rnake provJ.sionÊ to provide_ 

_for replacÊrìenÈ and thesc-changes must bã approveü, by lletropolitan
in writinE.

11. Conetnrctj.on Coordinatl.ou

During conãÈruct!,on,, ltetropolit"n' " fLeld rÊpreBentatl,ve
will makc period,ic inspect:lons. tle request that a etipulation
be added Èo the pl¡ns or specificatLone for notificatío¡ of
trlr. of lrtetropolitu¡rs OgeraÈioas genices Branch,
teleþuo-ãTãÏ3) 250-_r ãt least- trro workLag deya prlor to
any ùork in the viciffi of, ot¡¡ faeilitics.

!2. Pirrell"ne lfqadlinc ResttíctLons

å, lletropolitåDrs pipellnes a¡rd conðults varT in
stn¡ctr¡ral strengthr ar¡d eone arc uot adequate for
AåSE:to E.-20 loading. Tbereforer speclfic loads over the
specific seetionr of -ptpe or eonðul.t must bc rcvlewed andl
aÞprovecl by ueÈropolit"al. Eowevs¡' lletropolS,tan'" Plpgll_ncaaiä t¡¡pical.ty adeguate for AåSEIDO g-20 loldinE provideè tÌ¡at
tlre cover ovèr tlre pipell.ne i.e not leea tha¡ four feet or
the cover is not substantLally increased, If the tenllorêry
cover over the pípline órrrinE constn¡ctíon íe between three
and f,our feet, equipmel¡t Dust restrj.ctedl to tbat rhich
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-ínpores loads no greater than ÀÀS¡|TO H-10. If the cover iebetween ü¡ro and tlrree feet, equl,pnent must be reetricteá [ãthat of l_ caterpiltar D-{ traèt-i¡qpe tråctor. rf tùe coveris resr .th-an two fect¡ onry hand ãìurpment tray be used.Àlco, if the contractor plans to uÉc ãny egutinent over
I?lrqpolíltn'g pipgline whtch witl inpoËe Íoaä¡ grearÊr rhan
AÀSE1[0 E-20r it sill be neccsaary to ãu¡mit the ãpecificatlonsof such equip'nent f,or our ravlew-and approvar at ieast one
week ¡rrior to its use. HorÊ restrictivè regul.renents nayapPly to the loadinE guldeline over the San-Diego ptpetiies
I and, 2¡ portions of üre orange county Feeder, ánd tÍrecolorado.River Àgueduct. preãse contãct ue får loadLngresÈrletfons on ãlI of Metropolitan's pipelitt"Ë .taconduits.

b. -|Phe-existing cover over the pipeline sball benaintafned unless ttetr-opolitan dete:¡ríireÉ ttrat propored', changes do-not pose_a hâzard to the integrity oi tircpÍpellne or en i-npcdi^uent Êo itg naínte¡rånce-.

13. Blastl$g

å. åt least 20 days prior to Êhe stert of anydrilllng for rock excavaÈion brastrrE, or åny blasting, inthe viciniÈy of tilet:opotj.Èanr¡ facílities, e two-pa^rtpreliminary eonÊeptuar ptan shall Þe su.bnitÈed tolletropolitan ag follorsr
b. Part 1 of t'he eonceptual ptar¡ shgtl l¡cluôe acæplete srrr'nrary of .proposed -tra¡s¡rórtatlon, handling,6torage, and use of ex¡rlosions.

ê¡ Part 2 shall ínoluÖe the proposcdl geaaral eoncaptfor blasting, includLng cont:rolled Ëtaãttng teehníques anã
êonÈrolÊ of -noÍse' fly rocfir airblast, and-Eround iLbration,

1{. C40À Req¡irenj?nts

å. I{hen Environme¡tal Docu¡uents Bavc Not Been
Prepared

1l Regrulatione i-upleuenting the Californía
Environ¡ental Oualitl¡ Àct (CE9À) require thàt,
DletropolÍtan have an opE ortrrnity to conÊult tríth tbe
agency or consultants preparing any envlro¡rnental
docr¡nentation' lfe are reqluíred to- review ¿¡ril consLder
thê environuental effect,s of the project as shown Ln
the llegative Declaration or Envíron¡nental rrnpact Beport(8IRl pfepa¡ed for your proJect before eom.iiting
l{etropolitan to åpprove your reguest.
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2) In order to ensure compliance wittr ttre
regulationg i-nplenenting CUQÀ shãre Metropolftan ie not
the l¡eað Agency, ÈÌre followinE mini¡u¡n proeedures to
ensure eøopliance with ttre Act have been establíeheda

al lletropolitan ehall þe tlmely aövlsed of
any determínation that a CaÈegorfcal Exem¡rtion
applies to tlre project. The Leaô ÀEency iÊ to
advÍse Èletropolitan that it and other agencles
partlcipating ln the proJect have couplled witl¡
tlre requirernentg of CEQA prJ.or to l{etro¡rolitan I s
participatLon.

bl Ftetropolitan ís to be consultedl durJ-ng
Èhe preparaËion of the Negat,ive Declaration or
EIR.

cl Hetropolítan ås Èe revíaw and s'¿hit any
necêBËart coinrnefrtE ott the Negative DeclaratLon o¡
drafÈ EIR.

dl Het¡opolítan is to be Índeor¡Lfled for
any costs or llsbility ariaing out of any
violation of. any laws or regulatLons incluôing but
not llnited to tlre Callforaia Environnental
Quality Act and lts i-nptencntùng regulatio¡s.

b. tlhen Environmental Dgerrnrents Eave Been Prepa¡ed

If enviroumental dogrneutg have been pre¡lared for yous
¡lroJect, please fumí¡h r¡Ê e copy for our revfew a¡rð filçs
in a tÍEety Danner so tt¡at we Dry have suffLeÍent tL[ê to
review a¡cl comêfiÈ. The following stepB Bust also be
accm¡lliehed:

1l fhe Lead À,gency is to aãvise t'tetropolit¡n
tl¡at it and otlrer aEencies PartLciPating ln the project
have coaplied rtth the reguiremeats of CEQÂ prior to
røtropolitan' s PartíciPation.

2l Yor¡ ur¡st agrree to inileo¡lfy luletropolitan, its
officers, engineerer anô agents for any eoÉtr or
Iiability arieinE out of any violatfon of any lawa or
regrulations íncludL¡g but not li.aited to tl¡e Call.foraia
Enviro¡nental Qualtty Act and lte iuplenenting regrulations.

15 . Metropo.Litan I F Pl-an-Review Cost

E. Àn enElneering revl,es of your propoeed facilities
and develo¡nents and the pregaratl.on of a letter fes!¡onsÊ
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giving Þletropolitan's com¡nents, reguirements and/or approvalt'hat will reguire I man-hours or léss of effort is tviriciff,perforrned at no cost Èo the developer, unl,ess a taciiiti---i
must be modified wherc Metropolitan has superior rigtrÈs'. Ifan engineering review and letter response iequires ¡¡orc thanI man-hours of efforË by iletropolita¡¡ to dctCmine if the
proposed f,acility or deuclopureñt is conpatible with ít¡f,acilítiesr or Íf nodiflcations to Hctrópolitanre manhole(¡)or other facÍlitieg vill b€ requiredr thèn all ofMetropolit¿n'¡ costs aseociated sith the project ¡¡u¡t Þcplil by tlre develo¡rer¡ unlcss tlre developer ñas superfor
riEhts.

b. A ôeposít of fund,s riIl bc regui¡ed fron tbe
davelopcr before uetropoli.tan can begfn l.ts dctalled
enginecring ¡rlan ¡evfer th¡t will exceed I hour¡. The
a¡¡ount of the regulred deposJ,t will be ô¡tc¡rninsd ¿fter a
culsory,_¡evrew of the plaas f,or the proposed developent.

- cr Metropolitanrs f,inal billåag wåll be bas¿d on
actual eost ineurrsdr itrd will include engrlneerinE plan
review, ånspection, nateríals, conat¡l¡cÈionr rnd
ad¡nínístrative overhead charges calculated in ¿ccordancswith lttetropolitanrs standard accountinE prect5'cce. If thecost ig less than the deposÍtr a sefunå sill be nrd¡¡
however, Lf the cost exceeds the deposít, an invoice rLll befon¡ardeil f,or ¡ra¡ment of tl¡c aôdittònal a¡sount, Àäd.Ítiou¿l
deposits may be requlred if thê cost of lleÈropolitan,s
review exceeds the aoount of Èhe lnitial deposit.

16. CÊutÍon

I{e ailvisê you that }tetrogolitan, s plan treviews and
responses are based upon infomation avaÍlable to
lletEopolltan which ¡tes prepared by or ou behalf of
l.letropoll.tan for general record ¡rur¡losea only. Such
infomaÈion ma¡t not be sufficiently detailed or âccuraÈe for
your purposes. No earrenty of any kLnd, eitìer express or
inplied, is attachedl to the info:matfon therein conveyed as
to its accutràcy, and no inferenee should be dratry¡ fron
lileÈropolitan's failure Èo conun€nt on any aspeet of your
project. You are. therefora cautioned Èo nake such surveys
and other fielit investigaÈions ae you may deem prudent to
assure yourself that any plans for your ¡lroject are corrèqe.
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Should you reqlulre aildlÈlonel lnfo¡maElon, pleasc sonEtct,!

P.O. Eox 51153
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22; 1989
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Gify of ttonlercy ?arl¡

March 21,2011

Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director tJL
Division of Environmental Planning
California Department of Transportation, District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012.

RE: 710 GAP CLOSURE PROJECT EIR

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

For more than a half century the City of Monterey Park has had an unenviable front seat to
the chaos caused by a 4.5-mile gap in the County's basic freeway grid. We suffer a Sigalert
every business day. When other cities talk about not wanting vehicle pollution by their
homes and schools they are saying loud and clear, "Leave the congestion next to Monterey
Park!"

The 710 Gap Closure Project is not a transportation exercise or community discussion
subject, it is our health and our quality of life. As you may be aware, Monterey Park is
home to thousands of immigrant seniors, many of whom come to this country with
pre-existing respiratory issues. The pollutants generated by the gap only exasperate these
conditions. So we ask that you pay special attention to the pleas of this city.

First, Speed up the process. With Measure R funds in hand, the proceeds from the
Caltrans properties in the corridor and promises of private support, the stars are aligned for
a solution at long last. Make the most of it by rejecting all delays and by speeding the EIR
study process aggressively. According to projections in the most recent ElR, the estimated
three years of this environmental study will see 21 needless deaths, 1,830 unnecessary
accidents and 1,199 tons of contaminating pollutants in the region while the gap stands
unfilled. Finish the work quickly. Three years is much too long.

Second, stop the debate about alternatives. Clearly the best option is a tunnel and the best
route is between the two existing stubs. Eliminate study of the other suggested alignments.

Third, while we decry the burden that this gap has put on Monterey Park, we nevertheless
view this as a reqional problem and that completion of the 710 will carry a significant
reoional benefit. Widen the EIR's aperture to view this in a regional context, studying
regional congestion and pollution relief.

Specific to Monterey Park, the south portal should be north of the l-10. Otherwise the
interchange will be unnecessarily complex and expensive. ln designing the interchange
and tunnel entrance, study how the transition from the northbound l-710 to the eastbound l-
10 can absorb the expected traffic and not cause a back-up (as we are cursed with now)
along the western edge of our city.

Thank you for considering our input to the ElR.

3 2O lV. Nenmark Avenrp Mortergrr Parft Ort 0 I 7 5+2106
www, cí. rn onterey- park, ca. us

ctTY couNclt
Betty Tom Chu

Mitchelllng
David T. Lau

Teresa Real Sebastian

Anthony Wong

CITY CTERK

David Banon

CITY TREASURER

Joseph Leon



STATE OF CALIFOPNIA Edmr¡nrl G Erown .h---GôvêÍnôr

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
9I5 CAPITOL MALL. ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 65S62s1
Fax (916) 657-5390
Web Site www.nahc.ca.gov
ds_nahc@pacbell.net

March 21, 2011

Mr. Garrett Damrath

Galifornia Department of Transportation - District 7
100 S. Main Street
Los Angeles, CA 90504

Re:

Dear Mr. Damrath:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), the State of California
'Trustee Agency' for the protection and preservation of Native American cultural resources. The
NAHC wishes to comment on the above-referenced proposed Project.

This letter includes state and federal statutes relating to Native American
historic properties of religious and cultural significance to American Indian tribes and interested
Native American individuals as 'consulting parties' under both state and federal law. State law
also addresses the freedom of Native American Religious Expression in Public Resources Code
s5097.9.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA - CA Public Resources Code
21000-21177, amendments effective 311812010) requires that any project that causes a

substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes
archaeological resources, is a 'significant effect' requiring the preparation of an Envíronmental
lmpact Report (ElR) per the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the environment
as 'a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical conditions within
an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or aesthetic
significance." ln order to comply with this provision, the lead agency is required to assess
whether the project will have an adverse impact on these resources within the 'area of potential
effect (APE), and if so, to mitigate that effect. The NAHC Sacred Lands File (SLF) search
resulted in; Native American cultural resources were not identified wÍthin T, mile of the
areas of potential effect (e.9. APE), based on the information in your NOP. The NAHC "Sacred
Sites,' as defined by the Native American Heritage Commission and the California Legislature in
California Public Resources Code SS5097.94(a) and 5097.96. ltems in the NAHC Sacred
Lands lnventory are confidential and exempt from the Public Records Act pursuant to California
Government Code 56254.10. The absence of evidence of archaeological items does not
indicate that they do not exist at the subsurface and/or when groundbreaking activity occurs.

Early consultation with Native American tribes in your area is the best way to avoid
unanticipated discoveries of cultural resources or burial sites once a project is underway.
Culturally affiliated tribes and individuals may have knowledge of the religious and cultural
significance of the historic properties in the project area (e.9. APE). We strongly urge that you
make contact with the list of Native American Contacts on the attached list of Native American
contacts, to see if your proposed project might impact Native American cultural resources and to



obtain their recommendations concerning the proposed project. Consultation with Native
American communities is also a matter of environmentaljustice as defined by California
Government Code 565040.12(e). The NAHC recommends avoidance as defined by GEQA
Guidelines $15370(a) to pursuing a project that would damage or destroy a Native American
cultural resources.

Furthermore we recommend, also, that you contact the California Historic Resources
lnformation System (CHRIS) for pertinent archaeological data within or near the APE, at (916)
445-7000 for the nearest lnformation Center in order to learn what archaeological fixtures may
have been recorded in the APE.

Consultation with tribes and interested Native American consulting parties, on the NAHC
list, should be conducted in compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA (42 U.S.C 4321-
43351) and Section 106 and 4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 et seg), 36 CFR Part 800.3 (Ð
(2) &.5, the President's Council on Environmental Quality (CSQ, 42 U.S.C 4371 et seq. and
NAGPRA (25 U.S.C. 3001-3013) as appropriate. The 1992 Secrefary of the lnteiors Sfandards
for the Treatment of Historic Propeñies were revised so that they could be applied to all historic
resource types included in the National Register of Historic Places and including cultural
landscapes. Also, federal Executive Orders Nos. 11593 (preservation of cultural environment),
13175 (coordination & consultation) and 13007 (Sacred Sites) are helpful, supportive guides for
Section 1 06 consultation.

Furthermore, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, California Government Code
S27491and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally
discovered archeological resources during construction and mandate the processes to be
followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a project location other
than a'dedicated cemetery'.

To be effective, consultation on specific projects must be the result of an ongoinq
project proponents and their

contractors, in the opinion of the NAHC. Regarding tribal consultation, a relationship built
around regular meetings and informal involvement with local tribes will lead to more qualitative
consultation tribal input on specific projects.

The response to this search for Native American cultural resources is conducted in the
NAHC Sacred Lands lnventory, established by the California Legislature (CA Public Resources
Code 5097.9a(a) and is exempt from the CA Public Records Act (c.f. California Government
Code 6254J0) although Native Americans on the attached contact list may wish to reveal the
nature of identified cultural resources/historic properties. Confidentiality of "historic properties of
religious and cultural significance" may also be protected under Section 304 of he NHA or at the
Secretary of the lnterior discretion if not eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places. The Secretary may also be advised by the federal lndian Religious Freedom Act (cf . 42
U.S.C., 1996) in issuing a decision on whether or not to disclose items of religious and/or
cultural significance identified in or near the APE and possibility threatened by proposed project
activity.

about this response to your request, please do not hesitate tolf you

Attachment:



Native American Contact List
Los Angeles County

March 2'1,2O11

LA City/County Native American Indian Comm Gabrielino Tongva Nation
Ron Andrade, Director Sam Dunlap, Chairperson
3175 West 6th St, Rm. 403 P.o. Box 86e08 Gabrielino Tongva
Los Angeles , CA 90020 Los Angeles ' CA s0o86

randrade@css.lacounty.gov samdunlap@earthlink.net
(213) 351-5324
(21s) 386-3995 FAX (909) 262-9351 - cell

Ti'At Society/lnter-Tribal Council of Pimu Gabrielino Tongva lndians of California Tribal Council
Cindi M. Alvitre, Chairwoman-Manisar Robert F. Dormae, Tribal Chair/Cultural Resources
6515 E. Seaside Walk, #C Gabrielino P.O. Box 4e0 Gabrielino Tongva
Long Beach , CA 90803 Bellflower ' CA 9O7O7

calvitre@yahoo.com gtongva@verizon.net
(714\ 504-2468 Cell 562-761-6417 - voice

562-761-6417- tax

Tonqva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation Gabrielino-Tonqva Tribe
Johñ Tommy Rosas, Tribal Admin. Bernie Acuna -
Private Address Gabrielino Tongva 1875 Century Pk East #1500 Gabrielino

' Los Angeles ' CA 90067
tattnlaw@gmail.com (310) 597-2203
310-570-6567 (310) 428-7720 - ceil

(310) 587-2281 - FAX

Gabrieleno/Tonova San Gabriel Band of Mission Shoshoneon Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians
Anthony Moraleé, Chairperson Andy Salas, Chairperson
PO Box 693 Gabrielino Tongva PO Box 393 Gabrieleno
San Gabriel , CA 91778 Covina , CA 91723
GTTribalcouncil@aol.com (626) 926-4131
(626) 286-1632 gabirelenoindians@yahoo.
(626) 286-1758 - Home com
(626) 286-1262 -FAX (213) 688-0181 - FAX

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

D¡stribut¡on of this list does not relieve any per'son of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,

Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#1982092310; CEQA NOtice of Preparation (NOP) for the lnterstate 710 Gap Glosure d¡aft Environmental lmpact Report (DEIR); located

in Los Angeles Count¡r, for which a Sacred Lands File search and Native American Contacts list were requested by the California Department of
Transoortation.



Native American Contact List
Los Angeles County

March 21,2011

Gabriel ino-Tonqva Tribe
Linda Candelaiía, Chairwoman
1875 Century Park East, Suite 1500
Los Angeles , CA 90067 Gabrielino
lcandelarial @gabrielinoTribe.org

3'10-428-5767- cell
(310) 587-2281 - FAX

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any penson of the statutory responsibillty as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural ¡esou¡ces for the proposed
SCH#1982092310; CECIA NOtice of Preparation (NOP) for the lnterstate 710 Gap Closurc draft Environmental lmpact Report (DEIR); located
in Los Angeles County, for which a Sacred Lands File search and Native American Gontacts list were rcquested by the California Department of
Transoortation.
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Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Diredtp
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7
100 South Main Street Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles,CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski.
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RE: Support for the 710 N Gap Closure Project and Comments for Environmental Review

This writing is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 7l0N Gap Closure project. We support a
tunnel or a suface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide freeway system at Interstate 210. It is
imperative this connection be completed NOW.

P-lease include the following in the environmental analyses:

-the Gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years creating much confusion for drivers; let's fix thisl The EIR
should show how all freeways and major roads in the area in four directions will benefit from the closing the gap.

-air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas suffering from advserse health
impacts rvill be relieved; The EIR should demonstrate both of these aspects to show actual project benefits

-our commutes will be easier and take less time to go to work and come home; The EIR should take into account
how closing the gap improved the quality of life for many people

-jobs will be created during these tough economic times; The EIR should detail how the project helps our
economyincreatingjobsandinotherwayssuchasthebenefittothetourismindustry; forexample,visitorsto
Los Angeles will actually be able to reach their destination when using the 7l0N freeway instead of being routed
off through local communities.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed. Remember we voted, along with 213 of all Los
Angeles County voter, for Measure "R" that calls for the 7l0N Feeway to be completed.

40 years for this project to become a realityWe cannot wait anot
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Ana J. Matosantos
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Los Angeles County Board of
Supervisors

Patrick O'Donnell
City of Long Beâch

Gordon Shanks
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Ed Wilson
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April7,20ll

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans. District 7
100 South main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Comments for NOP for a Draft EIRÆIS for the 710 Gap Closure Project

Dear Mr. Ron Kosinski:

The San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles Rivers and Mountains Conservancy
(RMC) is grateful for the opportunity to provide comments on the NOP for a
Draft EIRÆISa for the 710 Gap Closure Project. The RMC or Rivers and

Mountains Conservancy was established as an independent State agency within
the Resources Agency of the State of California to preserve urban open space

and habitats in order to provide for low-impact recreation and educational uses,

wildlife and habitat restoration and protection, and watershed improvements.

The goals of the RMC are described in"Common Ground, " the Conservancy's
Watershed and Open Space Plan (found at

http://www.rmc.ca.gov/plan/intro.html). The Plan presents a simple vision for
the future: restore balnnce hetween ndtural and humøn systems in the
watersheds. The centerpiece of the Plan is a series of Guiding Principles that
cities, federal, state and local agencies, communities, groups and individuals can

use to plan preservation, restoration and establishment of future open space,

water resources, and habitat projects. More than 60 cities in Los Angeles
County have adopted this document.

The RMC has reviewed the NOP for a Draft EIR/EIS for the 710 Gap Closure
Project and has the following comments. Given the Department of
Transportation indicated the agency has determined an EIR will clearly be

required and therefore under the CEQA guidelines there was no Initial Study
prepared, the RMC's comments will be in regards to the scope and analysis of
the Draft EIR. The analysis conducted for the Draft EIR should address

potential environmental impacts including:

1. Land Use
Disrupting the ability of established communities to access park
land and open space
Conflict with any city or county zoning designation or policy for
park land or open space

2. Population and Housing
Extension of this major transportation coordinator could
potentially lead to substantial growth that would increase

development pressure on the regions existing open space

resources

Rivers and Mountains Conservancy . El Encanto . 100 N. Old San Gabriel Canyon Road ' Azusa, CA 91102

Phone: (626) 8l 5- I 0 I 9 o Fax (626) 8 I 5 - I 269 o E-mai I : bfaustinos @rmc.ca. gov

www.rmc.ca.gov

ø
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Comments for NOP for a Draft EIR/EIS for the 710 Gap Closure Project
April T, 2011
Page 2

3. Water

Impacts of added hardscape surfaces on the natural ground water infiltration that

I replenishes the regions groundwater basin. The basin are a major source of publicL'-' -- 
*-potable 

water and added hardscape surfaces could potential reduce the input of
water, impacting the sustainability of this vial natural resource and increasing the
demand on imported water. Impacts associated with altering the direction or rate of
flow of groundwater and/or groundwater quality should be evaluated in detail.
The Draft EIRÆIS should analysis the impacts associated with potentially
tunneling or boring into groundwater basins. Once again, impacts associated with
altering the direction or rate of flow of groundwater and/or groundwater quality
should be evaluated in detail.

Impact of added hardscape surfaces in increasing the surface water loads within the
regions flood control infrastructure and the added flooding hazards within the
communities and private property located downstream.

Impacts of pollution discharge into and alteration of surface water bodies. 'Water

quality impacts should be evaluated including temperate, dissolved oxygen, pH,
heavy metals, turbidity, trash.

Air Quality

Impacts to habitat areas from added air quality pollution, such as fine particulate
matter from both construction and operation of the project.

Biological Resources

Fracturing land that serve as open space, provide wildlife habitat and/or functioning
as a wildlife corridor. Effects on endangered, threatened or rare species or their
habitats.

Impacts to species that have been designated by local government. For example,
impacts to Costal Live Oaks considering the City of Pasadena Tree Protection
Ordinance. Impacts to any existing riparian habitat.

6. Hazards
Increased firre hazards within wildland, open space, and the wildland/urban
interface. Rick of accidental release of hazardous substances into waterwavs and
natural areas.

7. Noise
Impacts to adjacent habitat areas from added noise levels from both construction
and operation of the project. Will air quality impacts reduce the quality of
surroundins habitat?

4.

5.



Comments for NOP for a Draft EIR/EIS for the 710 Gap Closure Project
April T, 2011
Page 3

8. Recreation

Reduction of parks and recreational areas within areas lacking sufficient
recreational resources.

Increased demand for recreational amenities from increased population growth
associated with the infrastructure improvement project.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. ff you have any questions please contact Luz
Torres at 626-815-1019 ext. 11 10 or at ltorres@rmc.ca.sov.

Sincerely,

n
/t/^¿-Vñ,,r,rd
Belinda V. Faustinos
Executive Officer

K:\Correspondence\Comment Letters\7 l0GapClosure Nop.doc



City ofl
Gabriel <l Citv \flith A Miooion r lounded I77I o

April 13,20tt

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
California Department of Transportation, District 7

100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 16,{'

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Support fbr the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments for Environmental Review

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

I am writing to express my support for the 71ON Gap Closure Project and would appreciate it
if you made this letter part of the official record. I strongly support the construction of a

tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 71ON to the statewide freeway system at

Interstate 2LO. It is imperative this connection be completed NO\(/.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

. The Gap has been in existence Í.or nearly 40 years creating much confusion for drivers;

let's fix this! The EIR should show how all the freeways and major roads in the areain
four directions will benefit from the closing of the gap.

o Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas

suffering from adverse health impacts will be relieved; the EIR should demonstrate

both ofthese aspects to show actual project benefits.

o Jobs will be created during these tough economic times; the EIR should detail how the

project helps our economy in creating jobs and in other ways such as the benefit to the

tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles will actually be able to reach

their destination when using the 71ON fueeway instead of being routed off through
local communities.

I urge you to continue the environmental process in an expeditious manner. It is important to
remember that the voters of Los Angeles County voted overwhelmingly in favor of Measure

"R," which calls for the Z10N freeway to be completed.

City llall 421 óouth Miooion Drive, éan Gabriel, Ca]ifornia

: AG3O&2BOO r
o Mail, Þ.O. Dox 13O, óan Gal¡riel, California 91778-0130

rLr, 62G+5&2830



'Iü(/'e cannot wait another 40 years for this project to become areality.

Thank you for your consideration and for adding this letter to the official record.

David4ÇGitierrez
Mayor
City of San Gabriel

Cc: StevenA. Preston,City Manager
Carol D. Barrett, Planning Manager
Darin Grilley, City Engineer



u SEQUOYAH
Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans, District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE:710 Gap Closure Project

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

SCHOOL

A community of earners

April 1L, 2011

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

On behalf of the Secluoyah School community of students, faculty, parents, alurrini, past párer¡ts,

trustees and friends, this letter is written in response to the notice of scoping and initiation of studies
for the 710 Gap Closure Project.

ln an effort to contribute to thorough consideration of pertinent factors and viable alternatives, the

Sequoyah community believes that the following should be addressed in the environmental impact

report (ElR).

Aesthetic, social and economic impacts: The l- 710 corridor traverses vital established neighborhoods

with significant historic properties. Sequoyah School, along with other schools, convalescent homes and

medical centers, is one of several institutions situated in or adjacent to the corridor that provide

valuable and essentialservices to the citizens of Pasadena and surrounding regions, which would be

impacted by the 710 Gap Closure Project. The EIR should address what impact any closure, temporary

suspension or relocation of such instítutions may have on the Pasadena neighborhood and the

surrounding region. Such analysis should include the impacts caused by the 710 Gap Closure Project to
all historicallysignificant or aesthetically important properties along the 710 corridor.

The Sequoyah EducationalCenter, otherwise known as Sequoyah School, is located at 535 S. Pasadena

Avenue. The school has leased the property from Caltrans since L972. Sequoyah School serves l-90

students in seven coeducational classes from kinclergarten through junior high. The schocl ccmrirunity
honors and reflects the ethnic, cultural and economic diversity of Southern California. 53% of the

students are children of color. 43% of our students pay less than the maximum tuition.

Sequoyah's campus is located on the corner of Pasadena Avenue and California Boulevard in southwest
Pasadena. The architecturally significant property, noted for its Craftsman and mid-century-modern

buildings, was originally part of the Neighborhood Church, which first leased space to Sequoyah in 1958.

ln anticipation of the construction of the TL0freewaythe originalchurch was razed inl9T4,leavingthe
parsonage, children's chapel and religious education buildings. Sequoyah's 2.3S-acre campus

incorporates these remaining buildings.

lmmediately north of the complex is an unfinished portion of the Route 710 Freeway that connects to

the Route l-34 and the Route 210 freeways, lmmediately to the south and west is the Markham Place

626795 4351 sequoyahschool,org 535 South PasadenaAvenue Pasadena CA 9l 105-3001

Prnted.rlthsc/rnkoncarbonneutr¿Jpaper FSCcerlledl0093recvcedpcslconsumer,;¿steproaessedchonneiree//rth0096rener,abLeenergy



Historic District, a collection of early 2Oth-century homes, nearly allof which were designed by

a rchitects.

The Sequoyah campus complex consists of four buildings, a Craftsman former parsonage (1910), the

Mid-Century Modern Nursery School (1948), Children's Chapel (now known as the Library, 1954),

Religious Education Building (known as the Milliken Building, 1956). Garrett Eckbo, an influential

modernist landscape architect who later became Dean of the Architecture schoolat UC Berkeley,

designed the landscape scheme. Renowned architectural photographer Julius Shulman photographed

the buildings and landscape. His photographs are archived at the Getty Center.

The State.Historic Properties Office has designated the Nursery School Building, Children's Chapel and

Religious Education Building as individually eligible for inclusion in the National Register. The former

Parsonage re¡nains a contributor to the D/larkham Place Historic District. Boundaries for the l\larkham

Place Historic District have been expanded to ¡nclude 535 S, Pasadena Ave.

The Sequoyah community advocates for transportation alternatives that result in the release of

properties along the 710 corridor from decades of Caltrans management. Releasing the properties

would result in increasing private ownership, responsible preseruation of historic properties, and

revitalization of neglected housing stock, sidewalks and streets.

Traffic management and pedestrian safety: Sequoyah School is situated at the intersect¡on of Pasadena

Avenue and California Boulevard. At present, traffic on Pasadena Avenue accelerates towards the

134/210 freeway onramps regularly exceeding the posted speed limit in a school zone. Pedestrian

crossing at the intersection of California Avenue and Pasadena Avenue is particularly dangerous as

drivers are impatient to turn into Pasadena Avenue before onrushing traffic impedes access. The

intersection at St. John Avenue where the 210 freeway off-ramp ends is also dangerous for pedestrians.

This off-ramp loads traffic into a residentialarea that adjoins a city park used by many residents of the

neighborhood including families with young children. The EIR should analyze existing and potential

impacts on residential neighborhoods, hospital and school zones when considering transportation

improvements and the impacts on the safety of children and pedestrians caused by the extension of the

710 corridor. Analysis should include the potential for enhanced congestion due to increased daily trip

generation, safe ingress and egress to parking structures and lots, enforcement of speed limits along

boulevards and streets, the location of pedestrian crossings, and ongoing maintenance of sidewalks and

streets.

Air quality: At present traffic idles at the 210 off-ramp adjacent to residential apartments and Sequoyah

School. Traffic also builds up along California Boulevard behind traffic signals during the morning and

afternoon commutes. The daily impact of exhaust emissions from idling cars should be considered

particularly in respect to hospital and school zones. lf subsurface routes are recommended the potential

impactofemissionsfromexhausttowersshouldbeconsidered. Youngchildrenareespecially

vulnerable to emissions caused by automobiles traveling along freeways.



Construction mitigation: The EIR should study the potential impacts of construction on surrounding

residential neighborhood, hospital and school zones. The EIR should consider traffic circulation,

pedestrian safety, noise and dust control, availability of parking, diesel emissions, disposal and

transportation of hazardous materials, soil contamination among other impacts.

Finally, would you please send copies of allpublic notices associated with the 710 Gap Closure Project

and its EIR to me at the address below.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions.

Sincerely,

?*^ %-,-rV
Josh Brody

Director, Sequoyah School

535 S. Pasadena Avenue

Pasadena, CA 91105

ibrodv@seq uova hschoo l.org

626-795-43s1.

cc: Bill Bogaard

Steve Madison

Anthony Portantino



q i?iä.,:fiffT*anasement Distri ct
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
(9O9) 396-2000 . www.aqmcl.gov

April 5, 2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Directory
California Department of Transportation
100 S. Main Street, MS l6-A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
I-710 Gap Closure Proiect

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opporlunity to comment on the above-
mentioned document, The SCAQMD's somments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality
impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft environmental impact report (EIR), Please send

the SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD
at the address in our letterhead. In additÍon, please send with the draft EIR atl appendices or technical documents
related to the air quality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and
health risk assessment files. These include original emission calculation spreadsheets and modeling files (n-q!

Adobe PDF files). Without all files and supporting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to
complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air
quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Ouality Analvsis
The SCAQMD adopted its California EnvironmentalQuality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist

other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis, Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD's Subscription Services Department by calling (909)396-3720. Altematively, the lead agency may wish to
consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2007 Model, This model is available
on the SCAQMD Website at: www.urbemis.com.

The Lead Agency should identifu any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including
demolition,ifany)andoperationsshouldbecalculated. Construction-relatedairqualityimpactstypicallyinclude,but
are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e,g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources
(e,g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips), Operation-related air quality impacts may include,
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e,g,, boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and

vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources,

that is, sources that generate or affract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis,

The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational
activities and processes. In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies, the SCAQMD has also

developed both regional and localized significance thresholds, The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantif,
PM2,5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2,5 significance thresholds, Guidance for
calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM2,5 significance thresholds can be found at the following intemet address:
http ://www. aqmd. gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2_5ÆM2_5.htm l.



Ron Kosinski April 5, 2011

In addition to analyzingregional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality
impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs), LST's can be used in addition to the
recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA
document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead

agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing
dispersionmodelingasnecessary. Guidanceforperformingalocalizedairqualityanalysiscanbefoundat
http://www. aqmd. gov/ceqa/handbook/LST/LST. htm L

It is recommended that lead agencies for projects generating or attracting vehicular trips, especially heavy-dufy diesel-
fueled vehicles, perform a mobile source health risk assessment, Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk
assessment ("Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling
Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis") can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web pages at the following
internet address: An analysis of all toxic air
contaminant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should
also be included.

Ðetermination oi Sisnificance
When evaluating whether or not impacts from a proposed project are significant, CEQA Guidelines $ 15064.7(a), states,

"Each public agency is encouraged to develop and publish thresholds of signifrcant that the agency uses in the
determination of the significance of environmental effects. A threshold of significance is an identifiable quantitative,
qualitative or performance level of a particular environmental effect..." Relative to air quality, the SCAQMD's
recommended air quality significance thresholds can be found at the following URL:
http://www.aqmd.eov/ceqa/hdbk.html, Alternatively, the lead agency can use its own air quality significance
threshold as long as it has demonstrated that these significance thresholds meet the standards identified in the CEQA
Guidelines $ 15064,7.

Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible
mitigation measurcs that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to
minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identiû/ing possible
mitigation measurcs for the project, please refer to Chapter I 1 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for
sample air quality mitigation measures, Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web
pages at the following internet address: www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mitigation/MM_intro,html Additionally,
SCAQMD's Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required, Other
measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD's Guidance Document for
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the following
internet address: http://www.aqmd.gov/prdas/aqguide/aqguide.html. In addition, guidance on siting incompatible land
uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Perspective, which can be found at the foiiowing internet address: http:/iwww.arb.ca.gov/cli/handbook.pdf. CARB's
Land Use Handbook is a general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new
projects that go through the land use decision-making process. Pursuant to state CEQA Guidelines S 15126.4
(aX1XD), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.

I)ata Sources
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD's Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available
via the SCAQMD's V/orld Wide Web Homepage (http://www.aqmd,gov).

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately
identified, categorized, and evaluated. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call Ian MacMillan,
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3244.

2
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Sincerely,

/- uft-M
Ian MacMillan
Program Supervisor, CEQA Inter-Governmental Review
Planning, Rule Development &, Area Sources



GITY OF SOUTH EL MONTE
1415 N. SANTA ANITA AVENUE

SOUTH EL MONTE, CALIFORNIA 91733

(626) 579-6540 . FAX (626) 579-2107

April 1I,20ll

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Califomia Department of Transportation, District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop l6A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and Comments for Environmental Review

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

I am writing to express my support for the 710N Gap Closure Project and would appreciate it if
you made this letter part of the official record, I strongly support the construction of a tunnel or
a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide freeway system at Interstate2l0.
It is imperative this connection be completed NOW.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

o The Gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years creating much confusion for drivers;
let's fix this! The EIR should show how all the freeways and major roads in the area in
four directions will benefit from the closing of the gap.

Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas suffering
from adverse health impacts will be relieved; the EIR should demonstrate both of these
aspects to show actual project benefrts.

Jobs will be created during these tough economic times; the EIR should detail how the
project helps our economy in creating jobs and in other ways such as the benefit to the
tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles will actually be able to reach their
destination when using the 710N freeway instead of being routed off through local
communities.

'lll),'



7

I urgc you to continue the environmental process in an expeditious manner. It is important to
rcmcmber that the voters of Los Angeles County voted overwhelmingly in favor of M"ar*e
"lì,," which calls for the 710N freeway to be completed.

We cannot wait another 40 years forthis project to become arcality.

Thank you for your consideration and for adding this letter to the official record.

Sincerely,

Mayor of South El Monte

cc: Mayor Pro-Tem, Hector Delgado
Councilwoman, Angelica Garcia
Councilman, Hans Ili
Councilman, Joseph Gonzales
City Manage¡ Anthony R. Ybarra
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April 15, 2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7

100 South Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

R-F.: State Route 710 Scoping Analysis

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

I am writing in my capacrty as Head of school at The waverly School.

The 
'Waverly 

School is a pre-k through grade 12 pivate school, with classroom

buildings located at 108 Waverly Drive, 67 West Bellevue Drive, and 96 Pasadena

Avenue. All of these sites include outdoor play areas and are within one block of the

existing State Route 710 right-of-way. We also lease a one acre space adjacent to 629

Pasadena Drive, which we use as a farm, outdoor classtoom, and green play space.

We are very disturbed about several aspects of the proposed SR 710 tunnel. Because

our facilities are within one block of the existing right-of-way, air quality and related

lrealth impacts ate our greatest concerns. We requesf a"hot spot analysis" for all four
of our locations due to them being sensitive receptor community sites.

We request a thorough study and specihc infolmation on locations, sizes, and the

projected numbers of towers needed for each tunnel route. We ask that this study be

done by experienced and respected scientists. We will need to knorn'holv the pollution
caused from the tunnel will be cleaned. Also, what will happen to the pollution that is

not able to be cleaned, especially intimes of gridlock? Finally, if these towers are

built, how will they be monitored and maintained?

On behalf of The Waverly School, thank you for consideration of our requests and we

await your response.

Sincerelv.

eW
Heidi Johnson
Head of School

ó7 West Bellevue Drive, Posodeno, Colifornio 9l 105 ph: 626 792 5940 fox: 626 683 54ó0 www,thewoverlyschool.org



April6,2O11

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA90012

RE: State Route 210 Scoping Analysis

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

I am writing in my capacity as Chair of the Board of Trustees of The Waverly School.

The Waverly School is a pre-Kthrough 12th grade private school, with classroom buildings
located at 108 Waverly Drive, 67 West Bellevue Drive, and 96 Pasadena Avenue. All of our
school buildings include outdoor play areas. All of these sites are within one block of the existing
State Route 710 right-of-way. The School also leases a 48,000 sq. ft, property adjacentto 629
Pasadena Avenue. The site is called the "Waverly Farm". The School uses this property as both an

outdoor classroom and a recreation space, mostly for our elementary school students..

There are several aspects of the proposed SR 710 tunnel which are of conern to our School. With
all of our facilities within a short distance of the existing right-of-way, air quality and related health
impacts are of the utmost concern. With this in mind we requestthatthe SR 710 tunnel EIR

include a thorough "hot spot analysis" of all our school facilities.

'"\ê fi,-,ihe¡' unde¡'stand that the vehiclc cxha+st frcm the '-nnel l,'ill be "€leaned" and discharged

through a series of cleaning towers. We would like to know the locations of any artd all cleaning
towers within the vicinity of all our School facilities, and what will be the air quality impacts

adjacent to these towers. We would like to have a better understanding of the "cleaning"
technology to be used in these towers, and what protections will be provided in case this

technology does not perform as expected.

On behalf of the Waverly Board of Trustees, thank you for consideration of our request.

Very truly yours,

Charles E. Loveman, Jr.

Chair, Board of Trustees

óZ West Bellevue Drive, Posodeno, Colifornio 9l 
,l05 ph: 626.792"5940 fox: 626.683.54ó0



t$ Huntington Hospital

Huntington Memorìal Hospital Stephen A. Ralph
100 ì?l California Boulevard presirlent

Po' Box 7013 chief Exe*tiue oficer
Pasadena. California 9 | I 09 -7 0 13

(626) 397-5555 F'\X(626) 397-2995

March 14.2011

Mr. Ron Kosinski â4
Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning I Call'rans, District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles. California 90012

RE: SR-710 Environmental Impact Report / Scoping Requests

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

On behalf of Huntington Memorial Hospital, I wish to formally request the following
elements be included in the SR-710 Environmental lmpact Report:

. Designate Huntington Hospital as a sensitive receptor

' Conduct a hot spot analysis of air quality at and around Huntington Hospital

. Conduct a health impact/health risk assessment at and around Huntington
Hospital

These elements should be included in the scope of the EIR in order to appropriately
assess the impact of gases and other particulates that will be exhausted from the
ventilation towers to be located immediately west of the hospital's campus.

'We are, of course, concerned about the safety of our patients, employees and visitors,
and we believe this information will be important in determining the full effect of the
proposed project on Huntington Hospital and its surrounding neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Stephen A Ralph
President and Chief Executive Officer

cc: Bill Bogaard
Steve Madison
William Sherman, M.D.
Jane Haderlein
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Via U.S. Mail and Electronic Mail (sr710conversations@metro.net)  
 
April 14, 2011 
 
Mr. Ron Kosinski 
Deputy District Director 
Caltrans District 7 
100 S. Main St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Re:  Scoping Comments Regarding the Notice of Intent to Prepare a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for 
the SR-710 North “Gap Closure” Project in Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Deputy Director Kosinski: 

 
On behalf of the El Sereno Organizing Committee (“ESOC”), a grassroots community-

based organization from El Sereno whose mission is to advocate on behalf of the interests of the 
community in relation to the proposed 710 Freeway/Tunnel project, and the Natural Resources 
Defense Council (“NRDC”), a national, non-profit environmental organization with tens of 
thousands of members and activists in southern California, we submit the following scoping 
comments on the Notice of Intent (“NOI”) to prepare a draft environmental impact statement 
(“EIS”) and Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) of a draft environmental impact report (“EIR”) for 
what Caltrans refers to as the SR-710 North “Gap Closure” Project (“Project”). 

 
Our organizations have longstanding environmental justice concerns about building a 

freeway through the predominantly Latino neighborhood of El Sereno. ESOC was one of the 
named plaintiffs, and NRDC represented the plaintiffs as counsel, in the still-pending federal 
court lawsuit that alleged that the allocation of mitigation measures for the proposed 710 
Freeway extension was racially discriminatory. El Sereno Neighborhood Action Committee et al. 
v. California Transportation Commission, No. CV-95-6106 (C.D. Cal. filed Sep. 13, 1995). If 
the Project moves forward now, no matter what form it ends up taking, it must not impose 
disproportionate environmental and housing burdens on the minority community of El Sereno. 
At a minimum, the EIR/EIS must consider and carefully analyze and mitigate any and all 
environmental justice impacts.  

 
We also wish to express our dismay at the woefully inadequate outreach efforts that the 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“Metro”) has made thus far to the 
El Sereno community with respect to the Project. Located immediately north and west of the 
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intersection where SR-710 meets Valley Boulevard, El Sereno includes neighborhoods that will 
be directly and heavily impacted by the Project. Metro’s ineffective attempts to include El 
Sereno residents in discussions about the Project have failed to live up to the agency’s promises 
to involve “an education and public involvement program to seek both regional and community-
based solutions that are suggested by you, your friends and family, your neighbors, and everyone 
else in your community.”1 This is unacceptable and contravenes the basic principles behind the 
National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) and the California Environmental Quality Act 
(“CEQA”), which state unequivocally that public participation is an essential part of the 
environmental review process. We are bringing this issue to Caltrans’s attention now to ensure 
that these problems are fixed before the next round of community engagement on this Project. 

 
In addition, we continue to strongly oppose all surface or tunnel highway alternatives for 

the Project. We are extremely concerned about the environmental and public health impacts that 
would result from building a five-mile highway or tunnel in this location. We also believe that 
the immense financial outlay necessary to fund a tunnel or surface route would be much more 
effectively directed toward transit investments and improvements across Los Angeles County. 
We believe, therefore, that it is essential that Caltrans not only fully assess and mitigate the 
significant impacts from the proposed Project under NEPA, CEQA, and their regulations, but 
also seriously consider other alternatives to the Project, including no project at all. We are 
encouraged that Caltrans is now taking a fresh look at the regional congestion problem and 
considering “heavy rail and bus/light rail systems, local street upgrades, [and] traffic 
management systems” as potential Project components. We would support a multi-modal 
alternative that included these components, rather than a highway or tunnel that would 
exacerbate the region’s intractable air pollution and resultant health problems while doing 
nothing to reduce traffic congestion. We would not, however, support any multi-modal 
alternative that includes a connector road feature that would extend the freeway from its existing 
terminus at Valley Boulevard to Alhambra Avenue. 

 
Finally, the EIR/EIS needs to address all of the adverse impacts the Project will have on 

the natural and human environment, including, but not limited to, impacts on air quality, cultural 
and historical resources, biological resources, water quality and supply, local and regional 
transportation patterns and traffic circulation, greenhouse gas emissions, and regional water 
infrastructure. The EIR/EIS also must propose adequate mitigation measures, include a 
comprehensive discussion of alternatives, and address the Project’s compliance with other laws 
as required under NEPA and CEQA. With that in mind, our comments below focus in greater 
detail on a discrete few of the most critical issues that we want to make sure are fully considered 
by Caltrans. 

 
1. The EIR/EIS must consider, analyze, and mitigate any and all environmental 

justice impacts. 
 

We are troubled that neither the NOP nor the NOI contains any references to evaluating 
or mitigating environmental justice impacts, despite the fact that achieving environmental justice 

                                                 
1 Metro, “SR-710 Conversations,” at http://www.metro.net/projects/sr-710-conversations/.  
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has been made a priority for federal agencies by presidential decree. Exec. Order No. 12,898, 59 
Fed. Reg. 7,629 (Feb. 16, 1994). What this means is that each federal agency is charged with 
incorporating environmental justice into its mission by “identifying and addressing, as 
appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its 
programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations in the 
United States.” Indeed, the Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) issued guidance in 1997 
to assist federal agencies in carrying out this very mission. 

 
As mentioned above, any highway route would cut through, and any tunnel route would 

begin extremely near, El Sereno, a neighborhood that already experiences high levels of mobile 
and stationary source emissions known to be toxic. The California Air Resources Board has 
observed that “Californians who live . . . along high traffic corridors are subsidizing the goods 
movement sector with their health.”2 Of particular concern are the adverse health effects of 
diesel emissions, dramatically increased local levels of which would be implicated by the 
construction and operation of a new highway or tunnel. The EIR/EIS must consider and 
implement mitigation measures to eliminate all environmental justice impacts implicated by the 
proposed Project, taking into account impacts introduced by the Project itself as well as 
cumulative impacts that arise from existing and foreseeable future sources of air, light, and noise 
pollution, including the tremendous increase in car and truck traffic that any highway Project 
alternative would facilitate. 

 
We urge Caltrans to consult CEQ’s guidance documents, consider and analyze the 

Project through the lens of addressing environmental justice issues, and implement mitigation 
measures to eliminate any and all environmental justice impacts implicated by the Project. 

  
2. Caltrans and Metro must rectify their recent and historical failures to 

include the El Sereno community in the public participation process. 
 

Both NEPA and CEQA require agencies to ensure and facilitate adequate public 
participation in the environmental review process. See, e.g., 40 C.F.R. §§ 1500.1(b) (requiring 
NEPA procedures to “[e]nsure that environmental information is available to public officials and 
citizens before decisions are made and before actions are taken”), 1500.2(d) (requiring federal 
agencies to “[e]ncourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality 
of the human environment”); see also Concerned Citizens of Costa Mesa v. 32nd Dist. Agric. 
Ass’n, 42 Cal. 3d 929, 936 (1986) (stating that members of the public hold a “privileged 
position” in the CEQA process, reflecting “a belief that citizens can make important 
contributions to environmental protection and . . . notions of democratic decision-making”). Thus 
far, however, Caltrans and Metro have failed in carrying out this charge with respect to the El 
Sereno community. 

 
The undersigned organizations first documented Metro’s inadequate outreach efforts in a 

letter to Los Angeles City Councilmember José Huizar, dated March 3, 2011 and attached hereto 

                                                 
2 See Cal. Air Res. Bd., DRAFT EMISSION REDUCTION PLAN FOR PORTS AND INTERNATIONAL GOODS MOVEMENT IN 
CALIFORNIA, Ch. 5, at 1, (Dec. 1, 2005). 
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for reference. In that letter, we pointed out the extremely low turnout of El Sereno residents at 
the “Series 1” community meeting in El Sereno on February 24, 2011, and explained that this 
actually is a recurring problem for this community with respect to this Project. We also 
suggested that Metro’s repeated outreach failures to El Sereno are a systemic problem, illustrated 
by examples like the agency’s insistence on directly translating into Spanish the ambiguous and 
uninspiring title of the “Series 1” meetings (“Transportation: Where Have We Been? Where Are 
We Going?”). This title was hopelessly vague and provided little to no context for the important 
discussions the meetings had hoped to facilitate. Finally, we asked for a meeting with Metro’s 
principals, their outreach consultants, and elected officials including Councilmember Huizar to 
ensure that El Sereno residents have a real opportunity to participate in public dialogue regarding 
the Project. 
 

The meeting we requested did not happen. In the meantime, Metro convened the “Series 
2” (CEQA/NEPA on March 17, 2011) and “Series 3” (Scoping on March 29, 2011) community 
meetings in El Sereno. At those meetings, in addition to running into similar issues as those 
raised in our March 3rd letter, members of the El Sereno community experienced additional 
concerns and frustrations related to this project, as described below. 

  
a. Lack of community engagement:  
 
 Metro had the same low turnout at the “Series 2” (CEQA/NEPA) meeting as it 
had at the “Series 1” (Conversations) meeting, despite the outreach consultants’ promises 
that they were doing everything they could to get the word out. The El Sereno Organizing 
Committee, community residents and representatives from the LA-32 Neighborhood 
Council voiced their concerns about the low turnout during public comment. 
 
b. Poor overall project planning:  
 

The 20 total “Series 1-3” meetings were hastily planned and scheduled too closely 
together. This type of planning lends itself to problems associated with ineffective 
outreach as meetings were scheduled in many cases back to back, in different cities, on 
consecutive dates. 
 
c. Confusion over what is the “project”: 
 

The “project” that the meetings were supposed to be about has never been 
defined, which continues to confuse people. Several comments were made expressing 
confusion with understanding what is being communicated in relation to the “project.” 
Because of the vague and ambiguous explanations provided by the presenters, the 
community was very dissatisfied and unclear on what they should be commenting about 
at the Scoping meeting. 
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d. Questionable execution of community outreach:  
 

Towards the end of the CEQA/NEPA meeting in El Sereno, a representative from 
the outreach consultant, Diverse Strategies for Organizing (“DSO”), read off a lengthy 
laundry list of targeted outreach efforts in El Sereno. This list included several 
community organizations, elected officials, the El Sereno Chamber of Commerce, school 
principals, churches, Barrio Action, El Sereno Stallions, El Sereno Recreation Center, the 
Voice newspaper, and the Senior Center, and also stated that flyer distribution at schools 
was pending clearance by the school bureaucracies. However, while the consultant was 
touting its “comprehensive outreach efforts” in El Sereno, residents were complaining 
about the consultant’s failed efforts, as evidenced by the poor turnout. 

 
It was clear to the community that the consultant had embarked on a poorly 

conceived and ineffectual outreach strategy, which resulted in a failure to engage the 
community of El Sereno. The consultant’s descriptions of its outreach activities have 
been vague and incomplete, which, along with the poor turnout at two consecutive public 
meetings, led the community to the conclusion that the consultant’s efforts were 
inadequate in their scope, planning and execution. To provide just one example, on 
March 17, 2011, the consultant finally sent out a flyer for the “Series 2” meeting. This 
flyer was transmitted via email at 1:24 PM, the same day of the “Series 2” meeting, 
approximately 4½ hours prior to the scheduled meeting time. 
 
e. Failure by the outreach consultants to develop a strategic outreach plan: 
 

The consultant’s meeting flyers were unimaginative and generic, and contained 
uninspiring institutional text, layout and graphics. The flyers lacked any sense of need, 
importance, or urgency – characteristics essential to drawing the community to attend 
these meetings. The flyers did not even attempt to appeal to the specific concerns of the 
varying communities that were being targeted. There was no effort to consider messaging 
that would appeal to the diversity in demographics, especially as it relates to El Sereno. 
This revealed a serious lack of perception and understanding of the historical concerns 
that relate to a predominantly Latino community like El Sereno, versus non-Latino 
communities like South Pasadena and Pasadena. 

 
Addressing linguistic concerns is another part of a successful strategic outreach 

campaign. Up until the consultant’s untimely flyer on March 17th, there was no targeted 
outreach to monolingual, Spanish-speaking residents in El Sereno. This is of paramount 
concern. According to U.S. Census figures, in El Sereno, a predominantly Latino 
community with approximately 48,000 residents, there are approximately 79.4% 
“Language other than English” and 67.5% “Spanish-speaking language” households. 
This is particularly true of census tracts running along the proposed SR-710 Freeway 
surface and tunnel routes. Indeed, from a strategic standpoint, both Metro and the 
consultant utterly failed in determining that it was appropriate to wait to outreach to the 
Spanish-speaking residents of El Sereno until the 14th of 18 planned meetings.   
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f. Improvement in outreach for the “Series 3” (Scoping) meeting was not enough: 
 

Although members of the El Sereno community attended the March 29, 2011 
“Scoping” meeting in far greater numbers, this result was only minimally due to the 
consultant’s efforts. At the strong urging of ESOC, the consultant purported to “canvass” 
the 710 corridor. However, the consultant’s canvassing consisted of the same, ineffective 
flyers and was simply a “walking-man” effort. The consultant did not knock on doors or 
attempt to actually engage the community. 

 
Because of the consultant’s largely ineffective outreach efforts, ESOC decided to 

canvass the 710 corridor on a volunteer basis. ESOC went to every property in the 
corridor, knocked on every door that could be accessed, and spoke with residents in 
English and Spanish urging them to attend the meeting. ESOC also met with business 
owners and organizations on Huntington Drive, Eastern Avenue and Valley Boulevard to 
arrange to leave flyers for residents to pick up. ESOC left flyers at a total of 66 locations, 
and observed the consultant’s flyers only at about three locations. ESOC also inserted 
4,000 flyers into the Voice newspaper so that El Sereno residents would receive it at the 
pending distribution and inserted flyers into the church bulletin at Guadalupe Church in 
Rose Hills for their five Sunday masses. This is what we believe constitutes strategic and 
effective outreach. 

 
It is apparent that the consultant’s principal and most sustained outreach strategy 

consisted of a barrage of emails during the week of the meeting. ESOC believes that 
while email is convenient for many people, it should not be the primary outreach 
technique for our community. It is difficult for us to believe that the Spanish-speaking 
community in El Sereno can be effectively engaged via emails, Facebook, Twitter and 
webcasts, when few residents receive news about the community through those outlets. 
We believe that the community’s increased numbers at the “Series 3” scoping meeting 
was due to the effective and strategic outreach put forth by ESOC, and not the consultant. 
Several attendees confirmed this during the public comment period. 
 
g. Disorganized CEQA/NEPA presentations: 
 

The Metro staffers who presented information about the CEQA/NEPA process 
used PowerPoint flow charts that did not correspond to the CEQA/NEPA flow charts 
distributed to meeting attendees. When this was pointed out by the El Sereno Organizing 
Committee at the South Pasadena CEQA/NEPA meeting, the staffers promised that it 
would not occur at the upcoming El Sereno meeting. They failed to keep their promise. 
As a result, many in the community remain confused about the environmental process. 
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h. Lack of clarity regarding submission of public comments gathered by Caltrans 
during the community meetings on the Geotechnical Study, and their possible 
submission during the Scoping process: 
 

A significant issue was raised by a community member in terms of public 
comments and the “Series 3” (Scoping) process. At issue was what was to become of all 
the public comments made and recorded at the substantial public meetings following 
Caltrans’s Geotechnical Study in early 2009. The community was led to believe that 
those comments were recorded for a purpose. What happened to those comments, and 
will they become part of the Scoping record? Metro officials fumbled with a response and 
the El Sereno community was left unclear on this issue.  

 
At the “Series 2” meeting in El Sereno, Metro’s CEQA/NEPA presenter stated that “the 

most important aspect of CEQA is the public involvement process.” However, that process 
means absolutely nothing when the community is not informed about the process and is not 
engaged in it. The El Sereno community deserves better than this. As such, we are submitting 
these comments into the administrative record to call attention to this problem and to demand an 
immediate and lasting solution. We also would like to reiterate our request for a meeting as soon 
as possible with appropriate representatives from Caltrans, Metro, Metro’s outreach consultants, 
and the elected officials copied on this scoping letter to discuss the inadequacies of outreach 
efforts in the El Sereno community to date; arrange for an effective process to gather the El 
Sereno community’s input on issues relating to the 710 Project; and collaborate to improve 
outreach for all future phases of this Project. 

 
3. The EIR/EIS must contain an accurate and complete project description. 

 
Courts have long held that “[a]n accurate, stable, and finite project description” is an 

essential part of an informative and legally sufficient EIR. See, e.g., County of Inyo v. City of Los 
Angeles, 71 Cal. App. 3d 185, 193 (1977). An accurate project description is needed to provide 
agencies and the public with “an intelligent evaluation of the potential environmental effects of a 
proposed activity.” McQueen v. Board of Directors of the Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space 
District, 202 Cal. App. 3d 1136, 1143 (1988). 

 
As related in Section 2(c) above, community members are thoroughly confused about 

what exactly constitutes the “Project.” For example, while the NOP states that the Project “may 
include” one or more highway or non-highway components, the NOI refers in the Summary 
section to a “proposed highway project.” Which is it? As shown in the reports above, Metro 
staffers failed to provide the El Sereno community with any clarity in the pre-scoping and 
scoping meetings, which disadvantaged community members who took the time to try to 
participate in those meetings. We urge Caltrans to clarify the project description before the next 
round of public participation and community engagement. 
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4. The EIR/EIS must analyze greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
Caltrans must consider and analyze the effects of greenhouse gas (“GHG”) emissions 

from the Project. The EIR/EIS must contain an analysis of the extent to which the Project 
significantly affects the “quality of the human environment,” which includes air quality.  
42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C); see 40 C.F.R. §§ 1508.8 (defining “effects” as including 
“ecological . . . , economic, social, or health [effects], whether direct, indirect, or cumulative”), 
1508.14 (defining “human environment” comprehensively to include “the natural and physical 
environment and the relationship of people with that environment”); Cal. Pub. Res. Code §§ 
21082.2(a), 21100(b)(1) (requiring that an EIR discuss all significant impacts of a project, and 
that the lead agency make a determination as to whether the project may have any such 
significant impacts); Cal. Pub. Res. Code §§ 21002, 21081(a) (requiring that an EIR adopt 
feasible mitigation measures to reduce or avoid all significant environmental impacts). 
Cumulative effects clearly include impacts from climate change. 40 C.F.R. § 1508.27(b)(7) 
(defining “significance” as including “[w]hether the action is related to other actions with 
individually insignificant but cumulatively significant impacts”). 
 

The National Academy of Sciences recently confirmed in the first of a suite of studies 
called America’s Climate Choices that climate change is occurring, is caused primarily by human 
activities, and poses significant risks for a broad range of human and natural systems. This 
reflects the overwhelming consensus view by the scientific community, which earlier had 
prompted the CEQ to issue draft guidance in February 2010 on “the ways in which Federal 
agencies can improve their consideration of the effects of [GHG] emissions and climate change 
in their evaluation of proposals for Federal actions under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA).” 
 

In addition, NEPA requires a discussion of “possible conflicts between the proposed 
action and the objectives of Federal, State, and local land use plans, policies and controls for the 
area concerned.” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.16(c); see also 40 C.F.R. § 1508.27(b)(10) (defining 
“significant” as including “[w]hether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local 
law or requirements imposed for the protection of the environment”). The EIR/EIS, therefore, 
must evaluate the relationship between the Project’s proposed GHG emissions and any relevant 
California GHG emission reduction laws or policies, including the Global Warming Solutions 
Act of 2006 (“AB 32”), through which California has committed to reducing GHGs to 1990 
levels by 2020, and the 2008 Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act (“SB 375”), 
which mandates that regions examine GHG emissions associated with infrastructure projects. 
 

Clearly, GHG and climate change impacts must be considered under both NEPA and 
CEQA. Thus, we encourage Caltrans to follow closely CEQ’s draft guidance and CEQA 
Guidelines section 15183.5, and conduct a rigorous GHG analysis to evaluate and mitigate all of 
the Project’s GHG impacts. 
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5. Conclusion 
 
NEPA requires federal agencies to analyze the environmental impact of actions that 

“significantly affect the quality of the human environment,” and CEQA requires agencies to 
“identify the significant effects on the environment of a project, to identify alternatives to the 
project, and to indicate the manner in which those significant effects can be mitigated or 
avoided.” We urge Caltrans to uphold these laws.  In doing so, we believe Caltrans will conclude 
that there are many better ways to address southern California’s traffic congestion problems than 
by spending several billion dollars on a five-mile freeway or tunnel that would devastate public 
health and environmental and historic resources in El Sereno and throughout the study area. In 
addition, we strongly urge Caltrans and Metro to take immediate measures to improve outreach 
efforts in El Sereno, including, but not limited to, convening the meeting our respective 
organizations requested above, so that members of the El Sereno community can fully participate 
in this process as envisioned and required under both NEPA and CEQA. 

 
Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 

  
Very truly yours, 
 
Hugo Garcia     Damon Nagami 
President     Staff Attorney 
El Sereno Organizing Committee  Natural Resources Defense Council 
Phone: (323) 718-1223   Phone: (310) 434-2300 
Email: hugogarcia1@sbcglobal.net  Email: dnagami@nrdc.org 

 
 Attachment (March 3, 2011 Letter to Councilmember Huizar) 
 
cc: Los Angeles City Councilmember José Huizar 
 Congressmember Judy Chu 
 Congressmember Xavier Becerra 
 Assemblymember Gil Cedillo 
 Senator Ed Hernandez 
 Senator Kevin de Leon 
 Los Angeles County Supervisor Gloria Molina 
 Michael Miles, Caltrans District 7 Director 
 Doug Failing, Metro Director of Highway Programs 

Lynda Bybee, Metro Deputy Executive Officer for Regional Communications  
Susan Gilmore, Metro Public Affairs  
Mary McCormick, MBI Outreach Consultant 
James Rojas, President, Latino Urban Forum 



 
 

                                     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
March 3, 2011 
 
Councilmember José Huizar, CD14 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 465 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Dear Councilmember Huizar: 

 
             On behalf of the El Sereno Organizing Committee and the Natural Resources Defense 
Council (NRDC), we are writing to call attention to the low turnout of El Sereno residents at last 
week’s “710 Conversations” meeting held on February 24th at the Los Angeles Christian 
Presbyterian Church.  According to the sign-in sheets at the meeting, approximately eight 
members of the El Sereno community attended the meeting.  Of that number, most were 
individuals from the LA-32 Neighborhood Council or had previous interest in the project.  They 
were not residents who were new to the project.  On February 24th, in conversations with MBI’s 
Mary McCormick, Metro’s principal outreach coordinator and meeting facilitator on this project, 
she assured us that Metro undertook extensive measures to reach out and notify the El Sereno 
community about this meeting. She further assured us that MBI, with the assistance of 
subconsultant DSO, had distributed meeting flyers to several key community locations 
throughout El Sereno and at businesses along Huntington Drive.  Disturbingly, when Ms. 
McCormick was identifying the outreach locations in El Sereno, she mistakenly named several 
locations in South Pasadena.  While we do not doubt that some type of outreach efforts were 
undertaken, they appear to have been minimal and ineffective, as they failed to turn out El 
Sereno residents on an issue in which this community has consistently shown tremendous 
interest over several decades.   
 

At first glance, these circumstances may appear both puzzling and alarming; however, 
when viewed in a historical context, this is business as usual for El Sereno residents.  This is not 
the first time Metro’s or Caltrans’s outreach efforts have failed to adequately inform the El 
Sereno community of important meetings related to the 710 Freeway saga.  At a community 
meeting in 2006 held at the El Sereno Senior Center to discuss a preliminary SR710 tunneling 
feasibility study, while the room was packed with Metro and Caltrans’s consultants, very few 
community members actually showed up.  Like the current “SR710 Conversations” meetings, 
this meeting was part of a series of “Community Meetings” organized and facilitated by Metro.  
At that meeting, one of the undersigned, Mr. Garcia, voiced concerns to the project lead, Metro’s 
Lynda Bybee, about issues of short notice and minimal outreach, poor community attendance, 
and the fact that the community was not allowed to voice public comment.  Our concerns were 
ignored.  At that meeting, Metro staff selected which public comments to present and address. 
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Similarly, in February 2009, Caltrans had a series of “Community Meetings” that mirrored 
Metro’s efforts.  Frustrated, the community, with support from the offices of then-Senator Gil 
Cedillo, then-Assemblymember Kevin de Leon and Councilmember Huizar, intervened and 
demanded that appropriate and effective outreach be implemented.  To their credit, Caltrans and 
their consultants rectified the situation. 
 

Much to the chagrin of the El Sereno community, however, history appears to be 
repeating itself with respect to the current SR710 “Conversations” meetings.  As with previous 
instances, last week's paltry turnout is unacceptable.  These repeated failures point to a systemic 
failure on the part of Metro to address a problem that must be fixed.  For instance, with regard to 
last week's meeting, it may be that Metro's messaging did not communicate the purpose of the 
meeting in a manner that the residents of this community could clearly understand.  Indeed, even 
in English, the title "Transportation: Where Have We Been? Where Are We Going?" was vague 
and ambiguous, and provided little context for the important discussions the meeting had hoped 
to facilitate.  Poor attendance at public events is oftentimes due to poorly planned or inadequate 
outreach.  We need to get to the bottom of this.  We would like to see Metro’s outreach plan for 
El Sereno, in its entirety, if one exists.  We also would like to review the budget for the “SR710 
Conversations” project.  Specifically, we would like to know how much money is being paid for 
this particular project, what are the terms and scope of MBI’s contract and any task orders 
carried out to date, and what are the terms and scope of any other related subcontracts between 
MBI and DSO or any other firm that is assisting MBI with its outreach efforts. 
 
             Additionally, in the hopes of rectifying these recurring issues, we would like to 
respectfully request your assistance in arranging a meeting that would include the appropriate 
Metro representatives and consultants, including Doug Failing, Lynda Bybee, Susan Gilmore, 
Mary McCormick, and Victor Griego; a representative from your office; representatives from the 
offices of State Assemblymember Gil Cedillo, County Supervisor Gloria Molina, and State 
Senator Kevin de Leon; and the undersigned to discuss, among other things, the possibility of re-
scheduling the February 24th public meeting and undertaking meaningful and effective outreach 
to ensure that El Sereno residents have a real opportunity to participate in public dialogue.  
Given that additional “710 Conversations” are scheduled in El Sereno in the very near future 
(e.g., the “Series 2” CEQA/NEPA meeting on March 17th and the “Series 3” Scoping meeting on 
March 29th), this meeting should take place as soon as possible. 
 

Councilmember Huizar, you are well aware that El Sereno is an impacted community -- 
in fact, the most impacted community -- in relation to “conversations” related to the SR710.  For 
this reason, Metro and Caltrans need to pay particular attention to the El Sereno community, not 
the opposite.  You have consistently championed environmental causes such as Elephant Hill, 
the Northeast Los Angeles Interim Control Ordinance and the Northeast Los Angeles Hillside 
Zoning Ordinance.  As our elected representative, we are again counting on your leadership and 
support for our community to bring about fundamental change to the manner in which El Sereno 
is treated by transportation agencies.  The community does not deserve to continue to be 
subjected to the social and environmental injustices that have been brought to bear throughout 
the history of the proposed SR710 extension discussion. 
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Thank you in advance for your assistance in this important matter.  Please do not hesitate 
to contact us if you have any questions. 
 
 

Respectfully, 
 
Hugo Garcia     Damon Nagami 
President     Staff Attorney 
El Sereno Organizing Committee  Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) 
Phone: (323) 718-1223   Phone: (310) 434-2300 
Email: hugogarcia1@sbcglobal.net  Email: dnagami@nrdc.org 

 
 
cc: Assemblymember Gil Cedillo 
      Los Angeles County Supervisor Gloria Molina 
      Senator Kevin de Leon 
 
 
 
 
 



Natural Resources Defense Council    El Sereno Organizing Committee 
1314 Second Street      5302 Borland Road 
Santa Monica, CA 90401     Los Angeles, CA 90032 
310-434-2300      323-222-6625 
 
 

                                     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Via U.S. Mail and Electronic Mail (sr710conversations@metro.net)  
 
April 14, 2011 
 
Mr. Ron Kosinski 
Deputy District Director 
Caltrans District 7 
100 S. Main St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Re:  Scoping Comments Regarding the Notice of Intent to Prepare a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for 
the SR-710 North “Gap Closure” Project in Los Angeles County, California 
 
Dear Deputy Director Kosinski: 

 
On behalf of the El Sereno Organizing Committee (“ESOC”), a grassroots community-

based organization from El Sereno whose mission is to advocate on behalf of the interests of the 
community in relation to the proposed 710 Freeway/Tunnel project, and the Natural Resources 
Defense Council (“NRDC”), a national, non-profit environmental organization with tens of 
thousands of members and activists in southern California, we submit the following scoping 
comments on the Notice of Intent (“NOI”) to prepare a draft environmental impact statement 
(“EIS”) and Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) of a draft environmental impact report (“EIR”) for 
what Caltrans refers to as the SR-710 North “Gap Closure” Project (“Project”). 

 
Our organizations have longstanding environmental justice concerns about building a 

freeway through the predominantly Latino neighborhood of El Sereno. ESOC was one of the 
named plaintiffs, and NRDC represented the plaintiffs as counsel, in the still-pending federal 
court lawsuit that alleged that the allocation of mitigation measures for the proposed 710 
Freeway extension was racially discriminatory. El Sereno Neighborhood Action Committee et al. 
v. California Transportation Commission, No. CV-95-6106 (C.D. Cal. filed Sep. 13, 1995). If 
the Project moves forward now, no matter what form it ends up taking, it must not impose 
disproportionate environmental and housing burdens on the minority community of El Sereno. 
At a minimum, the EIR/EIS must consider and carefully analyze and mitigate any and all 
environmental justice impacts.  

 
We also wish to express our dismay at the woefully inadequate outreach efforts that the 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“Metro”) has made thus far to the 
El Sereno community with respect to the Project. Located immediately north and west of the 
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intersection where SR-710 meets Valley Boulevard, El Sereno includes neighborhoods that will 
be directly and heavily impacted by the Project. Metro’s ineffective attempts to include El 
Sereno residents in discussions about the Project have failed to live up to the agency’s promises 
to involve “an education and public involvement program to seek both regional and community-
based solutions that are suggested by you, your friends and family, your neighbors, and everyone 
else in your community.”1 This is unacceptable and contravenes the basic principles behind the 
National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) and the California Environmental Quality Act 
(“CEQA”), which state unequivocally that public participation is an essential part of the 
environmental review process. We are bringing this issue to Caltrans’s attention now to ensure 
that these problems are fixed before the next round of community engagement on this Project. 

 
In addition, we continue to strongly oppose all surface or tunnel highway alternatives for 

the Project. We are extremely concerned about the environmental and public health impacts that 
would result from building a five-mile highway or tunnel in this location. We also believe that 
the immense financial outlay necessary to fund a tunnel or surface route would be much more 
effectively directed toward transit investments and improvements across Los Angeles County. 
We believe, therefore, that it is essential that Caltrans not only fully assess and mitigate the 
significant impacts from the proposed Project under NEPA, CEQA, and their regulations, but 
also seriously consider other alternatives to the Project, including no project at all. We are 
encouraged that Caltrans is now taking a fresh look at the regional congestion problem and 
considering “heavy rail and bus/light rail systems, local street upgrades, [and] traffic 
management systems” as potential Project components. We would support a multi-modal 
alternative that included these components, rather than a highway or tunnel that would 
exacerbate the region’s intractable air pollution and resultant health problems while doing 
nothing to reduce traffic congestion. We would not, however, support any multi-modal 
alternative that includes a connector road feature that would extend the freeway from its existing 
terminus at Valley Boulevard to Alhambra Avenue. 

 
Finally, the EIR/EIS needs to address all of the adverse impacts the Project will have on 

the natural and human environment, including, but not limited to, impacts on air quality, cultural 
and historical resources, biological resources, water quality and supply, local and regional 
transportation patterns and traffic circulation, greenhouse gas emissions, and regional water 
infrastructure. The EIR/EIS also must propose adequate mitigation measures, include a 
comprehensive discussion of alternatives, and address the Project’s compliance with other laws 
as required under NEPA and CEQA. With that in mind, our comments below focus in greater 
detail on a discrete few of the most critical issues that we want to make sure are fully considered 
by Caltrans. 

 
1. The EIR/EIS must consider, analyze, and mitigate any and all environmental 

justice impacts. 
 

We are troubled that neither the NOP nor the NOI contains any references to evaluating 
or mitigating environmental justice impacts, despite the fact that achieving environmental justice 

                                                 
1 Metro, “SR-710 Conversations,” at http://www.metro.net/projects/sr-710-conversations/.  
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has been made a priority for federal agencies by presidential decree. Exec. Order No. 12,898, 59 
Fed. Reg. 7,629 (Feb. 16, 1994). What this means is that each federal agency is charged with 
incorporating environmental justice into its mission by “identifying and addressing, as 
appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its 
programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations in the 
United States.” Indeed, the Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) issued guidance in 1997 
to assist federal agencies in carrying out this very mission. 

 
As mentioned above, any highway route would cut through, and any tunnel route would 

begin extremely near, El Sereno, a neighborhood that already experiences high levels of mobile 
and stationary source emissions known to be toxic. The California Air Resources Board has 
observed that “Californians who live . . . along high traffic corridors are subsidizing the goods 
movement sector with their health.”2 Of particular concern are the adverse health effects of 
diesel emissions, dramatically increased local levels of which would be implicated by the 
construction and operation of a new highway or tunnel. The EIR/EIS must consider and 
implement mitigation measures to eliminate all environmental justice impacts implicated by the 
proposed Project, taking into account impacts introduced by the Project itself as well as 
cumulative impacts that arise from existing and foreseeable future sources of air, light, and noise 
pollution, including the tremendous increase in car and truck traffic that any highway Project 
alternative would facilitate. 

 
We urge Caltrans to consult CEQ’s guidance documents, consider and analyze the 

Project through the lens of addressing environmental justice issues, and implement mitigation 
measures to eliminate any and all environmental justice impacts implicated by the Project. 

  
2. Caltrans and Metro must rectify their recent and historical failures to 

include the El Sereno community in the public participation process. 
 

Both NEPA and CEQA require agencies to ensure and facilitate adequate public 
participation in the environmental review process. See, e.g., 40 C.F.R. §§ 1500.1(b) (requiring 
NEPA procedures to “[e]nsure that environmental information is available to public officials and 
citizens before decisions are made and before actions are taken”), 1500.2(d) (requiring federal 
agencies to “[e]ncourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality 
of the human environment”); see also Concerned Citizens of Costa Mesa v. 32nd Dist. Agric. 
Ass’n, 42 Cal. 3d 929, 936 (1986) (stating that members of the public hold a “privileged 
position” in the CEQA process, reflecting “a belief that citizens can make important 
contributions to environmental protection and . . . notions of democratic decision-making”). Thus 
far, however, Caltrans and Metro have failed in carrying out this charge with respect to the El 
Sereno community. 

 
The undersigned organizations first documented Metro’s inadequate outreach efforts in a 

letter to Los Angeles City Councilmember José Huizar, dated March 3, 2011 and attached hereto 

                                                 
2 See Cal. Air Res. Bd., DRAFT EMISSION REDUCTION PLAN FOR PORTS AND INTERNATIONAL GOODS MOVEMENT IN 
CALIFORNIA, Ch. 5, at 1, (Dec. 1, 2005). 
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for reference. In that letter, we pointed out the extremely low turnout of El Sereno residents at 
the “Series 1” community meeting in El Sereno on February 24, 2011, and explained that this 
actually is a recurring problem for this community with respect to this Project. We also 
suggested that Metro’s repeated outreach failures to El Sereno are a systemic problem, illustrated 
by examples like the agency’s insistence on directly translating into Spanish the ambiguous and 
uninspiring title of the “Series 1” meetings (“Transportation: Where Have We Been? Where Are 
We Going?”). This title was hopelessly vague and provided little to no context for the important 
discussions the meetings had hoped to facilitate. Finally, we asked for a meeting with Metro’s 
principals, their outreach consultants, and elected officials including Councilmember Huizar to 
ensure that El Sereno residents have a real opportunity to participate in public dialogue regarding 
the Project. 
 

The meeting we requested did not happen. In the meantime, Metro convened the “Series 
2” (CEQA/NEPA on March 17, 2011) and “Series 3” (Scoping on March 29, 2011) community 
meetings in El Sereno. At those meetings, in addition to running into similar issues as those 
raised in our March 3rd letter, members of the El Sereno community experienced additional 
concerns and frustrations related to this project, as described below. 

  
a. Lack of community engagement:  
 
 Metro had the same low turnout at the “Series 2” (CEQA/NEPA) meeting as it 
had at the “Series 1” (Conversations) meeting, despite the outreach consultants’ promises 
that they were doing everything they could to get the word out. The El Sereno Organizing 
Committee, community residents and representatives from the LA-32 Neighborhood 
Council voiced their concerns about the low turnout during public comment. 
 
b. Poor overall project planning:  
 

The 20 total “Series 1-3” meetings were hastily planned and scheduled too closely 
together. This type of planning lends itself to problems associated with ineffective 
outreach as meetings were scheduled in many cases back to back, in different cities, on 
consecutive dates. 
 
c. Confusion over what is the “project”: 
 

The “project” that the meetings were supposed to be about has never been 
defined, which continues to confuse people. Several comments were made expressing 
confusion with understanding what is being communicated in relation to the “project.” 
Because of the vague and ambiguous explanations provided by the presenters, the 
community was very dissatisfied and unclear on what they should be commenting about 
at the Scoping meeting. 
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d. Questionable execution of community outreach:  
 

Towards the end of the CEQA/NEPA meeting in El Sereno, a representative from 
the outreach consultant, Diverse Strategies for Organizing (“DSO”), read off a lengthy 
laundry list of targeted outreach efforts in El Sereno. This list included several 
community organizations, elected officials, the El Sereno Chamber of Commerce, school 
principals, churches, Barrio Action, El Sereno Stallions, El Sereno Recreation Center, the 
Voice newspaper, and the Senior Center, and also stated that flyer distribution at schools 
was pending clearance by the school bureaucracies. However, while the consultant was 
touting its “comprehensive outreach efforts” in El Sereno, residents were complaining 
about the consultant’s failed efforts, as evidenced by the poor turnout. 

 
It was clear to the community that the consultant had embarked on a poorly 

conceived and ineffectual outreach strategy, which resulted in a failure to engage the 
community of El Sereno. The consultant’s descriptions of its outreach activities have 
been vague and incomplete, which, along with the poor turnout at two consecutive public 
meetings, led the community to the conclusion that the consultant’s efforts were 
inadequate in their scope, planning and execution. To provide just one example, on 
March 17, 2011, the consultant finally sent out a flyer for the “Series 2” meeting. This 
flyer was transmitted via email at 1:24 PM, the same day of the “Series 2” meeting, 
approximately 4½ hours prior to the scheduled meeting time. 
 
e. Failure by the outreach consultants to develop a strategic outreach plan: 
 

The consultant’s meeting flyers were unimaginative and generic, and contained 
uninspiring institutional text, layout and graphics. The flyers lacked any sense of need, 
importance, or urgency – characteristics essential to drawing the community to attend 
these meetings. The flyers did not even attempt to appeal to the specific concerns of the 
varying communities that were being targeted. There was no effort to consider messaging 
that would appeal to the diversity in demographics, especially as it relates to El Sereno. 
This revealed a serious lack of perception and understanding of the historical concerns 
that relate to a predominantly Latino community like El Sereno, versus non-Latino 
communities like South Pasadena and Pasadena. 

 
Addressing linguistic concerns is another part of a successful strategic outreach 

campaign. Up until the consultant’s untimely flyer on March 17th, there was no targeted 
outreach to monolingual, Spanish-speaking residents in El Sereno. This is of paramount 
concern. According to U.S. Census figures, in El Sereno, a predominantly Latino 
community with approximately 48,000 residents, there are approximately 79.4% 
“Language other than English” and 67.5% “Spanish-speaking language” households. 
This is particularly true of census tracts running along the proposed SR-710 Freeway 
surface and tunnel routes. Indeed, from a strategic standpoint, both Metro and the 
consultant utterly failed in determining that it was appropriate to wait to outreach to the 
Spanish-speaking residents of El Sereno until the 14th of 18 planned meetings.   
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f. Improvement in outreach for the “Series 3” (Scoping) meeting was not enough: 
 

Although members of the El Sereno community attended the March 29, 2011 
“Scoping” meeting in far greater numbers, this result was only minimally due to the 
consultant’s efforts. At the strong urging of ESOC, the consultant purported to “canvass” 
the 710 corridor. However, the consultant’s canvassing consisted of the same, ineffective 
flyers and was simply a “walking-man” effort. The consultant did not knock on doors or 
attempt to actually engage the community. 

 
Because of the consultant’s largely ineffective outreach efforts, ESOC decided to 

canvass the 710 corridor on a volunteer basis. ESOC went to every property in the 
corridor, knocked on every door that could be accessed, and spoke with residents in 
English and Spanish urging them to attend the meeting. ESOC also met with business 
owners and organizations on Huntington Drive, Eastern Avenue and Valley Boulevard to 
arrange to leave flyers for residents to pick up. ESOC left flyers at a total of 66 locations, 
and observed the consultant’s flyers only at about three locations. ESOC also inserted 
4,000 flyers into the Voice newspaper so that El Sereno residents would receive it at the 
pending distribution and inserted flyers into the church bulletin at Guadalupe Church in 
Rose Hills for their five Sunday masses. This is what we believe constitutes strategic and 
effective outreach. 

 
It is apparent that the consultant’s principal and most sustained outreach strategy 

consisted of a barrage of emails during the week of the meeting. ESOC believes that 
while email is convenient for many people, it should not be the primary outreach 
technique for our community. It is difficult for us to believe that the Spanish-speaking 
community in El Sereno can be effectively engaged via emails, Facebook, Twitter and 
webcasts, when few residents receive news about the community through those outlets. 
We believe that the community’s increased numbers at the “Series 3” scoping meeting 
was due to the effective and strategic outreach put forth by ESOC, and not the consultant. 
Several attendees confirmed this during the public comment period. 
 
g. Disorganized CEQA/NEPA presentations: 
 

The Metro staffers who presented information about the CEQA/NEPA process 
used PowerPoint flow charts that did not correspond to the CEQA/NEPA flow charts 
distributed to meeting attendees. When this was pointed out by the El Sereno Organizing 
Committee at the South Pasadena CEQA/NEPA meeting, the staffers promised that it 
would not occur at the upcoming El Sereno meeting. They failed to keep their promise. 
As a result, many in the community remain confused about the environmental process. 
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h. Lack of clarity regarding submission of public comments gathered by Caltrans 
during the community meetings on the Geotechnical Study, and their possible 
submission during the Scoping process: 
 

A significant issue was raised by a community member in terms of public 
comments and the “Series 3” (Scoping) process. At issue was what was to become of all 
the public comments made and recorded at the substantial public meetings following 
Caltrans’s Geotechnical Study in early 2009. The community was led to believe that 
those comments were recorded for a purpose. What happened to those comments, and 
will they become part of the Scoping record? Metro officials fumbled with a response and 
the El Sereno community was left unclear on this issue.  

 
At the “Series 2” meeting in El Sereno, Metro’s CEQA/NEPA presenter stated that “the 

most important aspect of CEQA is the public involvement process.” However, that process 
means absolutely nothing when the community is not informed about the process and is not 
engaged in it. The El Sereno community deserves better than this. As such, we are submitting 
these comments into the administrative record to call attention to this problem and to demand an 
immediate and lasting solution. We also would like to reiterate our request for a meeting as soon 
as possible with appropriate representatives from Caltrans, Metro, Metro’s outreach consultants, 
and the elected officials copied on this scoping letter to discuss the inadequacies of outreach 
efforts in the El Sereno community to date; arrange for an effective process to gather the El 
Sereno community’s input on issues relating to the 710 Project; and collaborate to improve 
outreach for all future phases of this Project. 

 
3. The EIR/EIS must contain an accurate and complete project description. 

 
Courts have long held that “[a]n accurate, stable, and finite project description” is an 

essential part of an informative and legally sufficient EIR. See, e.g., County of Inyo v. City of Los 
Angeles, 71 Cal. App. 3d 185, 193 (1977). An accurate project description is needed to provide 
agencies and the public with “an intelligent evaluation of the potential environmental effects of a 
proposed activity.” McQueen v. Board of Directors of the Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space 
District, 202 Cal. App. 3d 1136, 1143 (1988). 

 
As related in Section 2(c) above, community members are thoroughly confused about 

what exactly constitutes the “Project.” For example, while the NOP states that the Project “may 
include” one or more highway or non-highway components, the NOI refers in the Summary 
section to a “proposed highway project.” Which is it? As shown in the reports above, Metro 
staffers failed to provide the El Sereno community with any clarity in the pre-scoping and 
scoping meetings, which disadvantaged community members who took the time to try to 
participate in those meetings. We urge Caltrans to clarify the project description before the next 
round of public participation and community engagement. 
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4. The EIR/EIS must analyze greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
Caltrans must consider and analyze the effects of greenhouse gas (“GHG”) emissions 

from the Project. The EIR/EIS must contain an analysis of the extent to which the Project 
significantly affects the “quality of the human environment,” which includes air quality.  
42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C); see 40 C.F.R. §§ 1508.8 (defining “effects” as including 
“ecological . . . , economic, social, or health [effects], whether direct, indirect, or cumulative”), 
1508.14 (defining “human environment” comprehensively to include “the natural and physical 
environment and the relationship of people with that environment”); Cal. Pub. Res. Code §§ 
21082.2(a), 21100(b)(1) (requiring that an EIR discuss all significant impacts of a project, and 
that the lead agency make a determination as to whether the project may have any such 
significant impacts); Cal. Pub. Res. Code §§ 21002, 21081(a) (requiring that an EIR adopt 
feasible mitigation measures to reduce or avoid all significant environmental impacts). 
Cumulative effects clearly include impacts from climate change. 40 C.F.R. § 1508.27(b)(7) 
(defining “significance” as including “[w]hether the action is related to other actions with 
individually insignificant but cumulatively significant impacts”). 
 

The National Academy of Sciences recently confirmed in the first of a suite of studies 
called America’s Climate Choices that climate change is occurring, is caused primarily by human 
activities, and poses significant risks for a broad range of human and natural systems. This 
reflects the overwhelming consensus view by the scientific community, which earlier had 
prompted the CEQ to issue draft guidance in February 2010 on “the ways in which Federal 
agencies can improve their consideration of the effects of [GHG] emissions and climate change 
in their evaluation of proposals for Federal actions under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA).” 
 

In addition, NEPA requires a discussion of “possible conflicts between the proposed 
action and the objectives of Federal, State, and local land use plans, policies and controls for the 
area concerned.” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.16(c); see also 40 C.F.R. § 1508.27(b)(10) (defining 
“significant” as including “[w]hether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local 
law or requirements imposed for the protection of the environment”). The EIR/EIS, therefore, 
must evaluate the relationship between the Project’s proposed GHG emissions and any relevant 
California GHG emission reduction laws or policies, including the Global Warming Solutions 
Act of 2006 (“AB 32”), through which California has committed to reducing GHGs to 1990 
levels by 2020, and the 2008 Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act (“SB 375”), 
which mandates that regions examine GHG emissions associated with infrastructure projects. 
 

Clearly, GHG and climate change impacts must be considered under both NEPA and 
CEQA. Thus, we encourage Caltrans to follow closely CEQ’s draft guidance and CEQA 
Guidelines section 15183.5, and conduct a rigorous GHG analysis to evaluate and mitigate all of 
the Project’s GHG impacts. 

 
 
 
 



Mr. Ron Kosinski 
April 14, 2011 
Page 9 of 9 
 

 
 

 

5. Conclusion 
 
NEPA requires federal agencies to analyze the environmental impact of actions that 

“significantly affect the quality of the human environment,” and CEQA requires agencies to 
“identify the significant effects on the environment of a project, to identify alternatives to the 
project, and to indicate the manner in which those significant effects can be mitigated or 
avoided.” We urge Caltrans to uphold these laws.  In doing so, we believe Caltrans will conclude 
that there are many better ways to address southern California’s traffic congestion problems than 
by spending several billion dollars on a five-mile freeway or tunnel that would devastate public 
health and environmental and historic resources in El Sereno and throughout the study area. In 
addition, we strongly urge Caltrans and Metro to take immediate measures to improve outreach 
efforts in El Sereno, including, but not limited to, convening the meeting our respective 
organizations requested above, so that members of the El Sereno community can fully participate 
in this process as envisioned and required under both NEPA and CEQA. 

 
Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 

  
Very truly yours, 
 
Hugo Garcia     Damon Nagami 
President     Staff Attorney 
El Sereno Organizing Committee  Natural Resources Defense Council 
Phone: (323) 718-1223   Phone: (310) 434-2300 
Email: hugogarcia1@sbcglobal.net  Email: dnagami@nrdc.org 

 
 Attachment (March 3, 2011 Letter to Councilmember Huizar) 
 
cc: Los Angeles City Councilmember José Huizar 
 Congressmember Judy Chu 
 Congressmember Xavier Becerra 
 Assemblymember Gil Cedillo 
 Senator Ed Hernandez 
 Senator Kevin de Leon 
 Los Angeles County Supervisor Gloria Molina 
 Michael Miles, Caltrans District 7 Director 
 Doug Failing, Metro Director of Highway Programs 

Lynda Bybee, Metro Deputy Executive Officer for Regional Communications  
Susan Gilmore, Metro Public Affairs  
Mary McCormick, MBI Outreach Consultant 
James Rojas, President, Latino Urban Forum 



 
 

                                     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
March 3, 2011 
 
Councilmember José Huizar, CD14 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 465 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Dear Councilmember Huizar: 

 
             On behalf of the El Sereno Organizing Committee and the Natural Resources Defense 
Council (NRDC), we are writing to call attention to the low turnout of El Sereno residents at last 
week’s “710 Conversations” meeting held on February 24th at the Los Angeles Christian 
Presbyterian Church.  According to the sign-in sheets at the meeting, approximately eight 
members of the El Sereno community attended the meeting.  Of that number, most were 
individuals from the LA-32 Neighborhood Council or had previous interest in the project.  They 
were not residents who were new to the project.  On February 24th, in conversations with MBI’s 
Mary McCormick, Metro’s principal outreach coordinator and meeting facilitator on this project, 
she assured us that Metro undertook extensive measures to reach out and notify the El Sereno 
community about this meeting. She further assured us that MBI, with the assistance of 
subconsultant DSO, had distributed meeting flyers to several key community locations 
throughout El Sereno and at businesses along Huntington Drive.  Disturbingly, when Ms. 
McCormick was identifying the outreach locations in El Sereno, she mistakenly named several 
locations in South Pasadena.  While we do not doubt that some type of outreach efforts were 
undertaken, they appear to have been minimal and ineffective, as they failed to turn out El 
Sereno residents on an issue in which this community has consistently shown tremendous 
interest over several decades.   
 

At first glance, these circumstances may appear both puzzling and alarming; however, 
when viewed in a historical context, this is business as usual for El Sereno residents.  This is not 
the first time Metro’s or Caltrans’s outreach efforts have failed to adequately inform the El 
Sereno community of important meetings related to the 710 Freeway saga.  At a community 
meeting in 2006 held at the El Sereno Senior Center to discuss a preliminary SR710 tunneling 
feasibility study, while the room was packed with Metro and Caltrans’s consultants, very few 
community members actually showed up.  Like the current “SR710 Conversations” meetings, 
this meeting was part of a series of “Community Meetings” organized and facilitated by Metro.  
At that meeting, one of the undersigned, Mr. Garcia, voiced concerns to the project lead, Metro’s 
Lynda Bybee, about issues of short notice and minimal outreach, poor community attendance, 
and the fact that the community was not allowed to voice public comment.  Our concerns were 
ignored.  At that meeting, Metro staff selected which public comments to present and address. 
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Similarly, in February 2009, Caltrans had a series of “Community Meetings” that mirrored 
Metro’s efforts.  Frustrated, the community, with support from the offices of then-Senator Gil 
Cedillo, then-Assemblymember Kevin de Leon and Councilmember Huizar, intervened and 
demanded that appropriate and effective outreach be implemented.  To their credit, Caltrans and 
their consultants rectified the situation. 
 

Much to the chagrin of the El Sereno community, however, history appears to be 
repeating itself with respect to the current SR710 “Conversations” meetings.  As with previous 
instances, last week's paltry turnout is unacceptable.  These repeated failures point to a systemic 
failure on the part of Metro to address a problem that must be fixed.  For instance, with regard to 
last week's meeting, it may be that Metro's messaging did not communicate the purpose of the 
meeting in a manner that the residents of this community could clearly understand.  Indeed, even 
in English, the title "Transportation: Where Have We Been? Where Are We Going?" was vague 
and ambiguous, and provided little context for the important discussions the meeting had hoped 
to facilitate.  Poor attendance at public events is oftentimes due to poorly planned or inadequate 
outreach.  We need to get to the bottom of this.  We would like to see Metro’s outreach plan for 
El Sereno, in its entirety, if one exists.  We also would like to review the budget for the “SR710 
Conversations” project.  Specifically, we would like to know how much money is being paid for 
this particular project, what are the terms and scope of MBI’s contract and any task orders 
carried out to date, and what are the terms and scope of any other related subcontracts between 
MBI and DSO or any other firm that is assisting MBI with its outreach efforts. 
 
             Additionally, in the hopes of rectifying these recurring issues, we would like to 
respectfully request your assistance in arranging a meeting that would include the appropriate 
Metro representatives and consultants, including Doug Failing, Lynda Bybee, Susan Gilmore, 
Mary McCormick, and Victor Griego; a representative from your office; representatives from the 
offices of State Assemblymember Gil Cedillo, County Supervisor Gloria Molina, and State 
Senator Kevin de Leon; and the undersigned to discuss, among other things, the possibility of re-
scheduling the February 24th public meeting and undertaking meaningful and effective outreach 
to ensure that El Sereno residents have a real opportunity to participate in public dialogue.  
Given that additional “710 Conversations” are scheduled in El Sereno in the very near future 
(e.g., the “Series 2” CEQA/NEPA meeting on March 17th and the “Series 3” Scoping meeting on 
March 29th), this meeting should take place as soon as possible. 
 

Councilmember Huizar, you are well aware that El Sereno is an impacted community -- 
in fact, the most impacted community -- in relation to “conversations” related to the SR710.  For 
this reason, Metro and Caltrans need to pay particular attention to the El Sereno community, not 
the opposite.  You have consistently championed environmental causes such as Elephant Hill, 
the Northeast Los Angeles Interim Control Ordinance and the Northeast Los Angeles Hillside 
Zoning Ordinance.  As our elected representative, we are again counting on your leadership and 
support for our community to bring about fundamental change to the manner in which El Sereno 
is treated by transportation agencies.  The community does not deserve to continue to be 
subjected to the social and environmental injustices that have been brought to bear throughout 
the history of the proposed SR710 extension discussion. 
 



3 
 
 

 

Thank you in advance for your assistance in this important matter.  Please do not hesitate 
to contact us if you have any questions. 
 
 

Respectfully, 
 
Hugo Garcia     Damon Nagami 
President     Staff Attorney 
El Sereno Organizing Committee  Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) 
Phone: (323) 718-1223   Phone: (310) 434-2300 
Email: hugogarcia1@sbcglobal.net  Email: dnagami@nrdc.org 

 
 
cc: Assemblymember Gil Cedillo 
      Los Angeles County Supervisor Gloria Molina 
      Senator Kevin de Leon 
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PeseopNe, CalIpoRNIa 91 105-2443
TELEPHONE (626) 683-2500 ". FACSIMILE (626) 405-9843

email: christophersutton.law@gmail.com

April 11, 2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
California Department of Transpodation - District 7

100 South [\4ain Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Route 710 EIR/EIS Scopinq Process

To Whom lt May Concern:

This office has been retained by the No 710 Action Committee, Attached hereto is a letter from
my client regarding the "scoping" process for a possible EIR/ElS on the Route 710 freeway so-
called "gap closure" project. My client has identified serious issues and potential violations of
state and federal law involving the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") and the
National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA").

Please pay careful attention to the issues outlined in my client's attached letter. Please respond
and make the needed revisions before proceeding with your "scoping" process to avoid the
necessity of litigation. Thank you in advance for your attention to these matters.

cc: clients

enclosed: No 710 Action Committee letter
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Ron Kosinski, Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans - District 7

100 South Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, Californi a 90012

Re: Deficit Route 710 Scoping Session

Dear Mr. Kosinskì:

No 710 Action Committee is a coalition of community groups throughout Southern Califomia opposed to
wasteful expenditures and defective environmental analysis that have characfeized the debate over the Route 710
proj ect for the past fifty years. Because of the federal court injunction against any surface route, if a surface
route is proposed by the Metropolitan Transportation Authority ("Metro"), the so-called "scoping" of the next
EIR/EIS on the Route 710 must be reformed. If the surface route is contemplated, the "scoping" process must
include NEW 2011 analysis for historic properties, air quality, the Multi-Mode Low Build alternatives, and a high
level financial analysis. Otherwise, issues cannot be "flagged" in the manner required by CEQA and NEPA.

1. 1999 Preliminarv Iniunction Determined
The 1993 Caltrans EIR/EIA Analvsis Was Legally Defective

ln 1999, the U.S. District Court in Los Angeles determined that the 1993 Caltrans EIRÆIS for the Route 710
surface route freeway proposal was legally defective and violated both CEQA and NEPA. See, City of South
Pasadena v. Slater (C.D.Cal. 1999) 56 F. Supp.2d 1106. It appears that Metro's "scoping" process for the
potential future environmental studies may contain improper reliance on the defective 1993 EIRÆIS and the
incomplete and defective analysis conducted for that document over eighteen years ago. Such reliance would
violate both CEQA and NEPA. Caltrans and the federal govemment failed to appeal the 1999 preliminary
injunction when they had the right to do so. All determinations in that case are final and binding on Caltrans and

the Federal Highway Administration. Metro's proposed reliance on any of the outdated and defective 1993
analyses would be not only illegal, violating the 1999 injunction, but fundamentally wrong.



2. Defective 1985 Historic Resources Analysis

The "scoping" for the "gap closure" EIR/EIS must start with a complete NEW historic properties inventory of the
various Route 710 proposed routes. Over twenty-five years has elapsed since the Caltrans 1985 historic
inventory. Twenty-five years of more neglect and improper rehabilitation by Caltrans have rendered the prior
survey outdated. The passage of twenty-five years has caused hundreds of other structures to become historic by
passing the frffy-year age threshold. Scoping cannot "flag" environmental issues without a new historic
properties inventory. Scoping itself must include a new historic resources inventory.

3. Defective 1992 Air Qualitv Analysis

The air quality analysis in the 1993 EIWEIS is outdated and legally defective. The "scoping" process must
include an ENTIRELY NEW air quality analysis before the "scoping" process commences. The eighteen years

that have passed since the 7992 air quality analysis have rendered that analysis wholly irrelevant to today's
conditions. Federal law requires particulate analysis to PM 2.5,btúthe 1992 regulatìon only required the less

rigorous PM 10. Reliance on prior air quality analysis would violate CEQA and NEPA. Scoping depends on a
new air quality analysis to "flag" issues under the current regulations and environment. Scoping itself must
include a new air quality analysis.

4. Defective 1992 Analvsis of Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative

The 1993 EIRÆIS contained no analysis of the Multi-Mode Low Build ("MMLB") altematives proposed by
South Pasadena and others. A separate MMLB report done by Caltrans was rejected by the 1999 injunction.
The "scoping" must first include a complete analysis of the MMLB in order to comply with CEQA and NEPA.
Otherwise, the "scoping" will be unable to treat the MMLB as an altemative or be able to "flag" all potential
environmental benefits associated with the MMLB. Scoping itself must include a full MMLB analysis.

5. Detailed Cost Analysis Must be Included

The 1999 injunction found that a project financial analysis is key to understanding the environmental impacts.
The judge cited Title 23, United States Code, section 134(hX2) and Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations,
section 450.324. In addition, the Federal Highways Administration ordered Caltrans to perform the financial
analysis in the 1998 Record of Decision ("ROD") and again in the 2003 ROD rescission letter. Metro is acting
with and under Caltrans and therefore bound by these prior decisions, la\ils, and administrative directives.

The 1993 EIR/EIS failed to include any cost analysis. The feasibility of the project directly involves mitigation
measures related to air quality, historic resources, groundwater impacts, long-term seismic risks, and liquefaction
risks due to groundwater. If the overall project is not financially viable, added environmental mitigation measures
could be needed after construction commences. Thus a high level and detailed financial analysis must be
completed as part of "scoping" under federal law. The Orange County Transportation Authority recently
abandoned a proposed Orange County/Riverside tunnel proposal when it became clear before "scoping" that it
was not financially viable ---- No tolls would be generated during years of construction, but debt service would be
required from the first borrowing of billions. Other environmentally useful transit projects could be sacrificed and
added environmçntal impacts created due to the lack of financial viability of the 710 project. The "scoping"
needs detailed financial analysis to enable the process to "flag" all environmental issues in each altemative.
Without cost and financial analysis the various alternatives cannot be analyzed during "scoping" to balance the
costs and benefits ofeach alternative project.



Conclusion:
The Metro Scopins Process is Illesal and Dishonest

Based on the possibte reliance on defective, incomplete, and outdated analysis in the 1993 Calffans surface route

EIR/EIS, and the lack of any financial analysis, Metro's Route 710 "scoping" process could violate both CEQA

and NEPA. Metro must not undertake the "scoping" until the process of "scoping" is legally compliant'

Otherwise "scoping" would be illegal and possibly violate the 1999 federal court injunction. All errors identified

in the injunction must be corrected as part of Metro's "scoping" process.

Sincerely,

C-l*;-"-o.&1 o.ô,'/-

Claire W. BogaardJoanne Nuckols



1339 El Vago St.

La CafladaFlintridge, CA 9101 1

' April 13, 2011

Ron Kosinski
Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: SR-7 1 0 Environmental Impact Report/Scoping

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

As a resident of La Cañada Flintridge, a member of the No 710 Action Committee and someone who has
followed the proposed connection of the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway, I wish to submit these comments and
items for inclusion in the Scoping Report for the EIRÆIS on this project.

Stated Purpose and Need
Caltrans needs to prove that the project will fulfill the stated purpose and need.

The stated purpose and need for a connection of the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway has been consistent over the
many decades since it was conceived. According to the Draft Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) and
supplements from 1974 through 1986 (See 1,2,3,4), the stated purpose for connecting the 710 and2l} Freeways
is to improve the existing transportation system by reducing congestion on local city streets and to reduce stop
and go driving, thereby reducing emissions and to reduce travel time through the corridor. The need for "closing
the gap" was stated to be relief of traffic congestion caused by both trucks and automobiles in the Cities of
Alhambra, Los Angeles, South Pasadenq and Pasadena. and to facilitate goods movement through the 710
corridor.

The 1986 third draft EIS supplement reported 1982 average daily traffrc counts on major arterials in the corridor
between the 710 Freeway terminus and the 210 Freeway and along Valley Blvd. These data demonstrate that the
studied roadways were near capacity, confirming the obvious - these roadways were, and still are, congested.

Iln20l1, some 37 yearc following the 1974 Draft EIS, the proposed purpose and need statement remains much the
same: improving regional mobilþ and the movement of people, goods and services; reducing congestion on
arterials and local streets and reducing greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources.

Reason dictates that if adding roadways relieves congestion, cities that invest heavily in building new roads, or
expanding the capacþ of existing ones, should benefit from less congestion, and lowe¡ costs associated with
congestion, compared to cities that spend less on constructing additional capacity. In its 1998 report (See 5), the
Surface Transportation Policy Project (STPP) sought to test this hypothesis by anaþing l5 years (1982 - 1996)
of data from the Texas Transporüation Institute's (T*If) study of congestion in 70 U.S. metropolitan areas from 35
states. These 70 metropolitan areas were first ranked based on their growth in lane capacþ and then divided into
half- a "high growth" group in which the metro areas increased lane capacþ by an average of 47%o, and a "low-
growth" goup in which average growth was only 22%o.

Four conventional transportation indicators were calculated from the data: congestion cost per capita, excess fuel
used per capita, delay per capita and roadway congestion index. The two groups showed no significant difference
in congestion cost per capþ no difference in excess fuel per capita and delay per capita did not differ.



The two groups showed no significant difference in the mean roadway congestion index, a commonly-used
parameter calculated from an area's daily volume of travel per lane of freeways and major streets. The "high
growth" group spent $22 billion more than the "low growth" group and the bottom line is the "high growth"
metropolitan areas did not achieve more congestion relief than the "low growth" areas (Figure 1).
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Figure 1.

The STPP study did not control for factors such as changes in population, shifting demographics, economic
activity or changes in land use. However, the large size of the data set (70 metropolitan areas), geographic range

(35 states from every region of the U.S.) and the long study period (15 years) make it likely that the relationships
that emerged from the analysis are real and not biased by any of these factors.

There is substantial evidence that demonstrates that building new roads often increases congestion.
When road capacþ is expanded near congested routes, drivers who did not use that route previously are attracted

to the new route to save time, resulting in an increase in the traffrc volume in the new route. An anaþis of 17

years of data from 30 urban California counties by U.C. Berkeley researchers (See 6) found that every l%o

increase in new lane-miles generated a0.9%o increase in tra-ffrc in less than 5 years, effectively neutralizing the
transient increase in capacþ. A significant body of research demonstrates that new lanes fill with new traffic
within a few years, particularly if surrounding routes are also congested (See 7, 8, 9, 10, lI,12,13,14,15,16,17,
1 8, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25\.

Glaringly absent from the current statements of purpose and need and the draft Environmental Impact Statements

of the past is incontrovertible evidence that connecting the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway will achieve the
stated purpose. Traffic counts alone cannot prove that adding more lanes - whether underground or above gtound

- will remove vehicles from the impacted streets. We do not know how many of the vehicles counted in such

studies originated from the 710 Freeway terminus and eventually enter the 210 Freeway. Many may have

destinations that lie between the current terminus of the 710 Freeway and the 210 Freeway. Their travel will not
be facilitated by a tunnel spanning the distance between the current 710 Freeway terminus and the 210 Freeway
with no opportunity for exit between these points. These vehicles must continue to rely on surface streets to reach

their destinations.
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In order for Caltrans to demonstrate that any project through any zone would fulfrll the stated purpose and need,
Origin and Destination (O/D) Studies must be conducted to verifu the need for the 710-210 connection. An O/D
study answers questions about the major flows of traffic through an area or along a corridor. The study
looks at where vehicles are coming from, where they are going, why people are traveling, when the trips
occur, and what kinds of vehicles are traveling. Origin and destination travel information is critical to
clearly understand the magnitude of the transportation issues, assess the ability of the current
transportation system to meet demands and identifr projects and programs to address this demand.

O/D studies should be conducted over a wide geographic range, covering all possible zones, with the current 710
terminus as the "origin". The sampling strategy needs to be comprehensive, providing data from different times
of the day and night, during all days of the week and all times of the year. It needs to include not only passenger

vehicles, but also tractor-trailers. The following information can be collected from each respondent who
participates:

o Closest cross streets to the origin
o Closest cross streets to the destination
o Exact entrance ramp
o Exact exit ramp
o Trip purpose
o Frequency of trip making
o Trip length
o Vehicle occtrpancy
. Socio-demographiccharacteristics

V/ithout O/D studies, the statement that connecting the 710 and 210 Freeways is necessary to relieve
congestion is merely conjecture.

Expansion of the Project Study Area
Caltrsns claims to solve regional traffic issues with the proposed project, but the current study area is
limited and does not include all potentially impacted communities.

The study area as currently delineated is inadequate to accurately assess the environmental impacts of any and all
alternative projects on the region. The study area as currently defined appears to have been drawn from the map
ofthe five zones under consideration for tunnel construction as presented to the public during the Tunnel
Geotechnical Feasibility Study, casting doubt on the sincerity of Caltrans' claims to consider any and all
alternatives to a tunnel project.

For example, the City of La Cañada Flintridge is not included in the current study area, nor is the 210 corridor
between La Cañada Flintridge and the intersection of the 210 and 5 Freeways. If the 710 Freeway is extended to
the 210 Freeway, this corridor will defrnitely feel the influence. The City of La Cañada Flintridge has reviewed
the Draft Final Report for the I-710 Missing Link Truck Study prepared by Iteris dated May 2009. Although
Caltrans and Metro like to discredit any reference to this study on the grounds that it was "only a draft and never
ftnalized", the citation of this report in Metro's PPP confers legitimacy to its use. Highlights of the La Cañada
analysis of the 2009 Iteris "Missing Link Truck Study' are summarized below.

The Study confirms that in every comparison, the tunnel project would cause SIGNIFICANT detrimental traffrc
and truck impacts on the segment of the I-210 Freeway through the cities of La Cañada Flintridge, Glendale,
Pasadena, and the community of La Crescenta. A comparison of 2030 values with and without the tunnel project
concludes:



¡ More than25Yo increase in daily volume on I-210
o Additional 30,000 vehicles per day on I-210
o Additional2,5Ù0 trucks per day on I-210
o 850 additional trucks per PM PEAK HOUR on I-210
o Truck percentages on I-210 increase from 1l%oto over20%o
o Higher truck volumes on Foothill Boulevard (almost no current truck volumes)
o Before-no freeway segments through Cþ over capacity, after-most northbound
. segments over capacity
o l-210 freeway segments through city will operate over capacity (Level-of-service F)
o and consequently force traffrc onto local streets
o Foothill Boulevard will operate over capacity near Angeles Crest Highway

Anaztngly, the Study's surnmary findings conclude that the tunnel connection would make overall
driving conditions worse. The number of vehicle miles traveled would INCREASE in the peak hour
with an I-710 connection, which would bring a host of unintended environmental impacts. Even more astounding
is that the number of vehicle hours would INCREASE as well, which translates to more hours of delay, gas
consumption and air pollution. The system-wide benefit would be a small increase in overall average speed of 0.6
miles per hour. Regionally, the substandard traffrc conditions that exist would not be improved if the tunnel was
built and additionally, those subst¿ndard conditions would be introduced into areas that would otherwise, without
the tunnel, have standard or better conditions.

The negative impact of a connection of the 710 and 210 Freeways on this corridor cannot be denied. It is
reasonable to conclude that similar impacts can be expected for any alignment of a project and that the method of
connection - tunnel or otherwise - is irrelevant to the negative outcome for affected communities. By Caltrans'
and Metro's own admission, the transportration problems this project is purported to remedy are REGIONAL.
The study area must be expanded to reflect the entire impacted region or the conclusions will be invalid.

I)iversion of Traffic to City and Residential Streets to Avoid Tolls
Building new roadways for freight transport does not guarantee truckers will use them.

Diversion of traffrc from a toll road onto city or residential streets for purposes of toll avoidance is a great concern
to all communities adjacent to any project built in the region. A growing number of reports show that tolled
roadways can actually increase the traffic on adjacent arterials as drivers seek to avoid paying tolls (See 26,27,
28,29).

At TÍIE Impact Project Trade, Health, Environment Conference in 2010, Australian Martin Vy'urt, Secretary of the
Maribyrnong (Melbourne, Australia) Truck Action Group, reported on the increase in truck usage of residential
streets since the construction of the Ring Roadway which was intended to funnel trucks to the Princes Freeway,
over the Westgate Bridge, and then onto Bolte Bridge to the Port of Melbourne. However, this transportation plan
has failed miserably since truck drivers are doing everything in their power to avoid the toll on Bolte Bridge. As
a resull 20,000 heavy trucks a day currently use residential streets in Maribyrnong as thoroughfares. On some
streets, ¿rs many as 8,000 heavy trucks a day pass homes, schools and hospitals. As a result, 36%o of
Maribyrnong's residents suffer from asthma. This is triple the Australian national average. Fifty-five percent of
residents from aflected streets reported ongoing sleep disturbance at night from truck trafflc. Seventy-six percent
felt constant apprehension at having to use the roads due to the truck traffic, and 62%o reported that they no longer
spent time in their yards due to exhaust fumes and noise.

States are increasing the use of toll roads with the intent of expanding capacþ. A Government Accountability
Office 2006 report estimated that 30 - 40% of new capaclty is in the form of toll roadways (30, 31). Decreases in
gas tax revenues and increased construction costs have led transportation agencies to resort to tolling for financing
the cost of new construction. However, as discussed by Zhou et. al. (32), just because there is a need for
alternative revenue resources , and thus an increase in consfouction of tolled roadways, it does not mean that these
tolled roadways will be successful. A high percentage of new toll roads constructed have failed to athact the



trafFtc, and therefore the revenue, that they expected (33). The trucking industry has a low profit margin and is
highly competitive, therefore many truckers are reluctant to use toll roads. As a result, truckers search for the
minimum cost method and often avoid toll roads(34).

Caltrans must include in its E[{ÆIS studies of toll tolerance/avoidance on the part of passenger vehicles as well
as freight trucks. How much are passenger cars willing to pay? How many commuters would use the route and
pay the toll twice a day? How much will trucking companies pay? At what toll level will these vehicles cease to
use the supplied roadway and divert their trips through adjacent city and residential streets? What incentives will
be effective in getting truckers to use a tolled roadway and keeping them on the tolled roadway? These questions
must be studied and answered for all projects in all zones.

Attending School in the 210 Freeway Pollution Corridor
Children are getting more than an educationwhile in the classroom.

A minimum of 30 schools are located within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway between the eastern border of La
Cañada Flintridge and the intersection of the 210 and 5 Freeways (See Figures 2a and 2b). Over 10,000 students
spend up to eight hours a day in the classrooms of these schools. Many of these same students spend several
additional hours each day outdoors participating in Physical Education classes and/or sports practices.

Childhood asthma has long been linked to freeway pollution, but the damage doesn't stop with asthma. Pollution
from auto and diesel emissions has also been linked to cancer, accelerated progression of atherosclerosis, impacts
on fetal development and chronic inflammation of the central nervous system (Refer to the Health and Pollution
submission from the No 710 Action Commiffee for a comprehensive list of documentation).

The children in this section of the 210 Freeway pollution corridor are already subjected to dangerous levels of
traffic-related pollution. Currently, truck trafFlc makes np llYo of traffic on the 210 Freeway. An analysis of the
SCAG so-called "Missing Link" Study done by the City of La CafladaFlintridge has shown that if the 710
Freeway is connected to the 2 l0 Freeway, an additional 2,500 trucks per day will pass through this corridor - an
increase of 25%o -- and trucks will make up over 20o/o of the traffrc on the 210 Freeway.

Below you will find a table listing thirty schools from this corridor that lie within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway.
"Hot spot analysis" for these locations as well as all schools similarly related to all the routes under consideration
for the proposed 710 tunnel project must be conducted. These listed locations should be designated as "sensitive
receptor community sites." The hot spot analysis should seek peak values for all measurements so as not
to underestimate the effect on human health. These studies must sample air quality at hourly intervals
including PM 0.1, PM2.5, and PM10 throughout the twenty-four hours of given days to yield an
accurate description oftrue exposure. In addition, seasonal studies are required to adequately assess the
impact of seasonal climatologic conditions..

The Hot Spot analysis and modeling analysis should include harmful products e.g.,:
o Particulate matter PM to include all sized particles including ultrafine particles (<100nm) and nano

particles (<50 nm), carbon black (organic carbon and elemental carbon), and degradation of road products
and tires and brake linings and diesel catalyst decay products (including, but not limited to, metal
particulate emissions, strontium, and a variety of organic compounds)

o Nitrogen oxides (NOx) and nitrogen dioxide CNOz)
o Ozone
o Carbon monoxide (CO)

Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments are necessary at all school sites meeting the same

criterion of 1,000 feet proximity to the project in all zones under consideration.



In addition to schools named below, identical Hot Spot Analysis, Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk
Assessments are necessary for:

Verdugo Hills Hospital
1812 Verdugo Blvd.
Glendale, CA 91208

Verdugo Hills Hospital is located at the intersection of the 210 and 2 Freeways. The patients and employees
would be adversely affected by any project that results in additional traffrc-and therefore exhaust - on the 210
Freeway. The same Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments are necessary at all hospital and
othe¡ health care facilities meeting the same criterion of proximity to the project in all zones under consideration.

Schools Positioned within 11000 feet of the 210 Freeway between La Cañada Flintridge and the
Intersection with the 5 Freewn

La Canada Elementarv S chool 4540 Encinas Dr.. LaCaflada CA 91011
LaCanadaHieh School 4463 OakG¡ove Dr.. La Cañada. CA 9101 I
Hillside School & Learnins Center 433I Oak Grove Dr., La Cañada, CA 9101
Flintridse PreDaratory School 4543 Crown Ave.. La Cañada. CA 91011
St. Francis Hish School 200 Foothill Blvd.. La Cañada. CA 91011
St. Bede The Venerable 4524 Crown Ave.. La Cañada. CA 91011
Learnins Castle 4490 Cornishon Ave.. La Cañada. CA 91011
La Canada Preparatory School 4490 Cornishon Ave.. La Cañada. CA 91011
Crestview Preparatory School 140 Foothill Blvd.. La Cañada. CA 9101 1

Pinewood Academy 4490 Cornishon Ave. LaCañada CA 91011
Renaissance Academv 4490 Cornishon Ave.. La Cañada. CA 91011
Foothill Prosressive Montessori 4526Indlanola Way, LaCañada, CA 91011
Hogq's Hollow Preschool 4490 Cornishon Ave.. La Cañada- CA 91011
Child Educational Center 140 Foothill Blvd.. LaCañadu CA 91011
Crescenta-C anada Coop Nurserv School 1700 Foothill Blvd.. La Cañada- CA 91011
La Canada Communitv Center Preschool 4469 Chevv Chase Dr.. La Cañada. CA 91011
Flintridee Montessori 1739 Foothill Blvd.. LaCaiada. CA 91011
La Canada Preschool 4460 Oakwood Ave.. La Cañada CA 91011
St. George's Preschool 808 Foothill Blvd.. LaCafrada. CA 91011
Lighted Window Preschool 1200 Foothill Blvd., LaCafiada, CA 91011
Parents & Children's Nurserv School 4603 lndianola Way. La Cañada. CA 91011
Foothills School 4490 Cornishon Ave.. LaCañada. CA 91011
Crescenta Valley Hieh School 2900 Community Ave.. La Crescenta. CA 91214
Holv Redeemer Catholic School 2361Del Mar Rd.. Montrose. CA 91020
La Crescenta Elementarv School 4343 La Crescenta Blvd.. La Crescenta- CA 91214
La Crescenta Christian School 3013 Montrose Ave.. La Crescent¿- CA.91214
Lincoln Avenue School 4310 New York Ave.. La Crescenta. CA 91214
Delphi Academy 11341 Brainard Ave, Lake View Tgl:r¿qe, C1',91342
Crescenta Vallev Adventist School 6245 Honolulu Avenue. La Crescenta 91214
Crescenta Vallev Christian Academv 9100 Tuiunsa Canvon. Tuiunsa. CA 91042



Figure 2a.
Schools in La Cañada Flintridge (Map courtesy of the City of La Cañada Flintridge).

Only those within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway (within the red lines paralleling the freeway) are included in the t¿ble above





I look forward to reading the Scoping Report, when issued, and expect to see the issues raised by myself and others
included. Ultimately, I hope that Caltrans and Metro will be convinced that there are better, fiscally and environmentally
responsible methods to improve regional automobile traffrc and to move freight from the Ports of Los Angeles and Long
Beach - methods that would result in a win-win outcome for all involved. If not, these agencies can expect continue
opposition from the citizens of the region who understand now, more than ever, the importance of protecting our
communities from the fallout from irresponsible planning.

,,F
(/aniceanice SooHoo
Member, No 710 Action Committee
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NO 710 ACTIOII COMMITTEE:

SCOPING COMMENTS ON HEAIÎH AND AIR POII.UTION 7IO TUNNEI.S PROJECÍ

Ron Kosinski

Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7
10O S. Main street, MS 164
Los Angeles, Ca 90012
Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE: SR-710 Environmental lmpact Report/ Scoping Request.

We are requestlng a "hot spot analysis" for the following types of locations releted to all the corr¡dors
under considemtion for the proposed 710 tunnels project:

o Schools
. Daycare center
r Hospítals
o Convalescent centers
r Seníor centers
r Parks and recreat¡on centers and athletic fields
¡ Residential areas

These l¡sted locat¡ons should be designated as "sensitive receptor community sites.'l

The Hot Spot analysis and modelíng analysis should include harmful products e.g.,:

o Particulate matter PM to include allsized particles including ultrafine part¡cles (<100nm)and

nano particles (<50 nm), carbon black (organic carbon and elemental carbon), and degradation
of road products and tires and brake linings and diesel catalyst decay products (including but
not limited to metal particulate emissions, strontium, and a variety of organic compounds)

. 
=j::-!:.:r4';



Nitrogen oxides (NOx) and nitrogen dioxide (NOz)

Ozone

o Carbon monoxide (CO)

We are also requesting "Heahh lmpact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments" at the above

named sites.

ln addition to the specified sensitive receptor community sites, the hot spot analysis should also include

analyses of the tunnels themselves with investigation of concentrations of all the above pollutants at
peak traffic hours with congestion modeling, within the tunnels, at the portals and at ventilation shafts.

lnformation about the ventilation shaft air cleaning should be provided consistent with the highest level

of available technology and its cost. The modeling should include port truck traffic and be based on the

current percentage of fossil fuel dependent vehicles. ïme in tunnel at congest¡on speeds should be

modeled for individuals who use the tunnel for regular commuting. Models should be created to look at
what might happen at community sites if the traffic chooses to use the surface streets instead of the toll
tunnel, which has been seen at various sites around the world.

The hot spot analysis should seek peak vafues for all measurements so as not to underestimate the

effect on human health. The impact of various temperatures and day and night changes and local wind
patterns should be included in modef analyses.

Discussion:

Air pollution in our region is significantly influenced by fossil fuel ernissions from transportation. Human

health is sígnificantly impacted by the air pollutants produced by fossil fuel combustion regionally and

locally. Key pollutants that are recognized as having adverse health effects include particulate matter
(PM) of various sizes with increasing concerns about ultrafine particles and carbon black, ozone (O r),

Nitrous Oxide (NOX), and Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) as well as acid and organic vapors.

Health studies of air traffic pollution have shown an association with increased cancer risk, increased

cardiovascular events and death, and lung inflammation with worsening of asthma and lung function.

Children are particularly sensitive to reg¡onal and local air pollution, leadlng to permanently decreased

lung function and increased incidence of or worsening of asthma.

Children in more polluted communities are almost 5 times as likely to have clinically abnomrally lung
function compared to those in less polluted communities. As alarming as this is, the greatest effect of
pollution-related dçficits may occur later in life, since reduced lung function is a strong risk factor for
complications and death during adulthood.(NEJM Sspt 9,2004 vol35l: 105747 Gauderman)

lnability to get enough exercise because of poor air quality and asthma attacks can impa¡r qual¡ty of life,

and increase the risk of obesity and associated health problems. Later, societal health care costs could

be significantly adversely impacted.



Proximity to a freeway or busy roadway increases many health risks, Wind can be a factor how far the

pollution is distributed, up to 1.5 miles in some scientific literature.

Diesel emissions, predominantly from fiucks, are major contributors to air pollution. Proximity to truck

diesel traffic increases health risks. Diesel particulate emissions are labeled as cancer causing toxic air

contaminants. The particles may penetrate deeply into lung and vascular t¡ssues and stay there for a

long time. Diesel particulate is responsibb for 7O% of total cancer risk from all toxic air pollution

according to AQMD. Diesel gaseous compounds are also hazardous.

We are very concerned about the project proposal and the health lmpacts of increased truck and other

highway traffic in our neighborhoods. We want livable, healthy neighborhoods, not more freeways.

No 710 ACÍION COMMITTEE MEMBERS SUPPORTING THIS REQUEST:

NAME ADDRESS DATE EMAIL
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Attachments:

Appendix A: Bibliography of HealthÆollution knpacts links

Appendix B: Outline of Health Concems for 710 Tunnels Scoping

Appendix C:

Page7, National Transportation Objectives and Targets

Page 4, Chart on Selected Health and Economic lmpacts of Freight in

lOfacts.html



APPENDIX A

Attached please find an extensive bibliography of health effects from traff¡c pollution that the
community has collected. We have sorted them into a number of different categories for ease of use

with their active links. The EIR should actively study ALL these health concerns and weigh them against

the various transportation benefits. The externalities of health impacts of certa¡n projects may

significantly diminish any transportation benefits, making certa¡n alternatives unacce¡able. Community
health and cohesiveness is of critical impoftance to those in the path of the proposed tunnel. We are

demanding a balanced Iook at the issues, that will stand up to scientific scrutiny and evolving health and
transportation policies. Mitigation of health effects can be difficult, prohibitively expensive, or
inadequate so we want honest and full disclosure. We are asking for SMART GROWTH and MOBILITY

MANAGEMENT. We know the old solutions are not safe and susta¡nable.



Health and Pgllution lmpact

Official statements from various organizations

htto: / /acta.orc/proie,cts/tech studies/ l.leatth Risk Assessment. odf
HM prepared for the Heim Br.lSR-47 project

htÇpi / /www. aomd. cov/ceqa/icr/2009lFebruarv/febO9. html
February 2009 Comment Letters Draft Environmentat lmpact Reports
The fottowing [etters were written (date sent in parentheses) by the AQ¡\{D commenting on the air quatity anatysis. PDF
fites require the use of a reader.

htto: / /www.aomd.sov/ceoa/ierl2009/Februarv/ElSFlRl-71 0. pdf
"Protocol for the Air QUatity and HeaÌth Risk Assessments (AQ/HfuÀ) for the l-710 Corridor Environmental lmpact
Report"
Environmental lmpact Statement (ElR/ElS) South Coast Air Qlality Management District FEBRUARY 22, 20Ag

Hearing on "Air Pollution Chattenges for California's lntand Empire" United States Senate Committee on Environment
and Public Work
Senator Barbara Boxer, chairman Wednesday, october 10, 2t072 san Bernardino cA
"Air Poltution and Heatth" - testimony by: W. James Gauderman, Ph.D. Keck Schoot of Medicine

Re: Notice of Preparation / lnitial Study - ICTF Project
Naturat Resources Defense Council American Lung Association ln California Coatition For A Safe Environment Coatition
For Clean Air Communities For Clean Ports Êast Yard Communities For Environmentat Justice Harbor Watts Edc Long
Beach Alliarrce For Chitdren With Asthma San Pedro And Peninsuta Homeorvne/s Coatition February 25,20W
Re: 1-710 Project EIR Alternatives
Barry R. Wallersteín D.Env. South Coast, Air Quality Management District, February 17,2@9, Pgs 9-14

%20June%202009Ë20F1 l.{AL. odf
THE lmpact Project Trade, Heatth, Environment trlaking the Case for Change
THE lmpact Project June 20O9

Air Potlutants from traffic
htto: //www.arb.ca.cov/research/heatth/healthuo/marchO7.odf
Heatth Effects Associated With Traffic-Retated Air pouution
Air Resources Board California Environmental Protection Agency, March 22, Z@7

htto : / / çorints.qut. edu. au / 27 536 I
On-road uttrafine particle concentration in the M5 East road tunnel, Sydney, Austratia
Knibbs, Luke 0., deD'ear, Richard, Mengersen, Kerrie, & Àlorawska, Lidia (2009) On-road ultrafine particte
concentration in the ll5 East road tunnet, Sydney, Australia. Atmoqheríc Envíronment, 43(22-23), pp. 3510-3519.

Particte Concentration and Characteristics near a Major Freeway with Heavy-Duty Dieset Tnffic
Leonidas Ntziachristos, Zhi Ning, Michael D. Getter, and Constantinos Sioutas.
Department of CiviL and Environmentat Engineering, University of Southern Catifomia, Los Angetes, California go08g
Envlron, Sd. Technol., 2007, 4l (71, pp 2273-2230 DOI: 10.1021/es0ó2590s Publication Date (Web): February 23, Zæ7
Copyright @2æ7 American Chemical Society



Near Roadwalrs Exposure to Urban Air Pollutants Study (NEXUS)
lnvestigators: Batterman, Stuart A. , Dion, F , Lewis, T , Mukherjee, Bhramar , Robins, Thomas, lnstitution: University
of À{ichigan - Ann Arbor, EPA Project Officer: Stacey Katz/Gail Robarge,, Project Period: September l, 2008 through
August 31,2011

http : / /www. chasei retand. orc / D,ocuments /WHO P¡t4 f actsheet. Ddf
Particutate matter air poltution: how it harms heatth
Wortd Health Organization Fact sheet EURO l04'l05 Berlin, Copenhagen, Rome, 14 Aprit 2@s

htto: / /pubs.acs.ore/doi/Þdfl 1 0.1 021 /es0004óa0l 9

dust- roads-sources-sinks/
Sourçes of fine organic aerosot. 3. Road dust, tire debris, and organometattic brake tining dust: roads as sources and
sinks
Wotfgang F. Rogç, Lynn M. Hildemann, Monica A. Â{azurek, Gten R. Cass, Bernd R. T. Simoneit, Enúron. Sci. Technol.,
1993,27 (9), pp 1892-19U, DOI: 10.10211æA0O46a019, Pubtication Date: September 1993

http: / /qubs.acs.ors/doi/abs/ 10. I 021 /es070198o

^ietal 
Emissions from Brake Linings and Tires: Case Studies of Stockhotm, Sweden lgg5l1gg9 and Z@5

David 5. T. Hjortenkrans,* Bo G. Bergbäck, and Agneta V. Häggerud, Schoot of Pure and þptied Natural Sciences,
University of Katmar, Sweden, Environ. Sci. Technol.,2û7,41 (15), pp 5224-i23f', fjrù: rcl}Z1/eso7of9go,
Publication Date (web): June 22, 2@7, copyright @ Z@7 American chemicat Society

fn-cabin commuter Exposure to uttrafine Partictes on Los Angetes Freewap 
=

Yifang Zhu, Arantzazu Eiguren-Fernandez, \á/ittiam C. Hinds, and Antonio H. Miguet', Department of Environmentat
EngineerinS, Texas A&Àl University-Kingsvilte Environ. 5cÍ. Technol., ZOO7, 4t (71, pp Zl3¡g-2145 DOI:
10.1021/æ0618797 Publication Date (web): February 27, zæ7 Copyright @2@7 American chemicåi Society

EPA proposes nation's strictest smog limits errer
It wants to toughen the ozone timit adopted in 2008 by cracking down further on vehicles, power ptants, factor¡es and
tandfilts. Much of the u.5. coutd then be in vÍolation of federat regutations.
January 08, 20,l0lBy Jim Tankerstey and l,largot Roosevett

htto: / / eprints. qut. edu. au /27536 /
On.road ultrafine particle concentration in the M5 East road tunnet, Sydney, Australia
Knibbs, Luke D., deDear, Richard, Mengersen, Kerrie, & Morawska, Lidia (zo0g) On-road uttrafine particle
concentration in the M5 East road tunnel, Sydney, Austratia. Atmopheric Environment,43(72-23), pp. 3510.3519.

Coughl Coughl EPA's nerv effort to clean the air
LA Tiimes, August 4, Zæ9 | 3:53 pm

concentration profiles. pdf
Comparison of Daytime and Nighttime Concentration Profites and Size Distributions of Uttrafine Partictes near a Major
Highway
Yi Fang Zhu, Thomas Kuhn,-Pau!ÀÂuyo, and Wittiam C . Hinds, Department of Environmentat Heatth Sciences, University
of Califomia Los Angeles, 650 Charles E. Young Drive South, Los Ángetes, Catifomia 9m5

Correction to Story Ctean Diesel Arrives and Exceeds the Grade
December l9th, 2010 By Jon Anderson Environmentat poticy ExamÍner

htto: / /www. sciencedailv. com / reteases/2@6/03/0603021 7590ó.htm
Researchers To Scrutinize Megaclty Pottution During À¡lexico City Fietd Campaign
ScienceÐolly, materials provided by Nationat Center for Atmospheric Researcn, ¡nor. 3, 2æ6)



Miscellaneous

http: / /www.who.int/heli /risks/urben/transodirectorv/en/index. htmt
Directory of resources on transport, health and environment in devetoping countries
Health and Environment Linkages lnitiative - (HELI), Wortd Heatth Organization (WHO), united nations environment
programme (UNEP)

Children's Health and air pollution

Air Pottution Shrink Fetus Size, Study Suggests
scienceDoily, materials provided by Queenstand university of rechnotogy, (Jan. lo,2w)
htto; / /www.sciencedailv. com/reteases/2(Ð8/O4I08O4O91 14ó31 .htm
Trafflc Exhaust Can Cause Asthma, Attergies And lmpaired Respiratory Function ln Ghitdren
kienceDoily, materials provided by Karolinska lnstitutet. , (,þr. 10, Zæg) -
htto: / /www.sciencedaftv.com/reteases/2009/06/0906251 00ó25. htm
Tiny Levels Of Carbon Monoxide Damage Fetal Brain
SclenceDoÎly, materials provided by Univenity of Catifomia - Los Angetes , (June 26, Zæg)

Air Potlution and Birth Weight Among Term lnfants in Catifornia
Jennifer D' Parker, PhD', Tracey J. Woodruff, PhD, MPH, Rupa Basu, PhD, Kenneth C. Schoendorf, phD, ¡llpH, pubtished
ontine January 3,2OC15, PEDIATRICS Vot. 115 No. I January 2005, pp. 121-128 (doi:t0.1542 tpds.ZW-0869),'Office of
Anatysis and Epidemíotogy, National center for Heatth statistics, H¡rattsvitte, À{aryland_ Nationat tenter for
Environmental Economics, us Environmental Protection Agenry, washington, DC

Effect of Air Poltution on Preterm Birth Among Children Born in Southern Catifornia Between 1989 and 1993
Beote Ritz, Feí Yu, Guaddlupe Chapa, and kott Fruin, Epidemiology September 2000, Vot. j t No. 5

http : / /psr- ta. orc/fites/ l4fant Death_Svndrome Ritz. pdf
Ambient Air Pottution and Risk of Birth oefects in southern catifornia
Beate Ritz, Fei Yu, Scott Fruin, Guadalupe Chapa, Gary M. Shaw, and John A. Harris, American Journal of
Epidemiotogy, Copyright @ 2002 by the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg Schoot of Pubtic l-leatth, Vot. t 55, No. 1, prìnted ln
u.s.A.

htto:.l losr-

Birth Outcomes and Prenatal Exposure to Ozone, Carbon Monoxide, and Particutate Matter: Resutts from the Children,s
Heatth Study
À{uhammad T. Satam, Joshua Mitlstein, Yu-Fen Li, Frederick W. Lurmann, Helene G. Margotis, and Frank D. Gittitand,
Environmentat Health Perspectives, VOLUÀ4E 113 | NUMBER 11 | t*dovember 2005, Department.of preventive À,tedicine,
University of Southern California, Keck Schoot of Medicine, Los Ançtes, Califomia, USA; Sonoma Technology lnc.,
Petatuma, Calffornia, USA; 3Air Resources Board, state of CaUfomÍa, Sacramento, Califomia, USA

Stress and Poltution Up Risk for Children
By Meghan Leurit on July 20, 2ñ9 12:24 P¡r{, USc-Led Study Finds Link Between parental Stress, Air pottution, and
Chitdren's Risk for Developing Asthma Juty 20, 20O9

Traffic, Susceptibitity, and Chitdhood Asthma
Rob McConnell, Kiros Berhane, Ling Yao, Michaet Jenett, Fred Lurmann, Frank Gittitand, Nino Kunzli,
Jim Gauderman, Ed Avo[, Duncan Thomas, and John peter
Environmental Heatth Perspectives . VOLUME 114 | NUMBER 5 | May 2006, Department of Preventive lvtedicine, Keck
Schoot of Medicine, University of Southern California, Los Angetes, Catifornia, USA; sonoma Technotogy lnc., petáluma,
California, USA 

?



http: / /www.sciencedajlv. com/,rgteases/2008/04l08O41 51 8501 9. htm
Air Pollution Affects Respiratory Heatth ln Chitdren With Asthma, Study Shows
A new study reports that inner-city chitdren with asthma may be particutarty vutnerabte to air pottution at tevets betow
current air quality standards.
kÍenceDaily, materials provided by N|H/Nationa[ lnstitute of Allergy and lnfectious Diseases, (þr. 17, 2008)

htto: / I wwv. scí encedai [v. com I re Ieases / 2ü)8 I I I I ß I I I Æ I Q03. htm
Traffic Pollution Worsens Symptoms ln Asthmatic Children
kienceDally, materials provided by Bioiled Centrat/Respiratory Research, (Nov. 17,2Ø8)

Effect of exposure to traffic on lung development from l0 to 18 years ofage: a cohort study
W James Gauderman, Hita Vora, Rob McCørnetl, Kiros Berhane, Frank Gittitand, Duncan Thomas, Fred Lurmann,
Edward Avot, Nino Kunzli, Michaet Jerrett, John Peters, Loncet 200ó; 368: Department of Preventive Medicine,
University of Southern California, 1126107

http: / /www. usc. edu/ uscnews/storles/ I 4l 37. html
Genes Linked to lncreased Asthma Risk
USC-ted study finds that certain genetic variations put chitdren who tive near a major roadway at a greater risk of
devetoping asthma. By Meghan Lewit, USC Neurs, Ogl22l07

hltp: //www. sciencedaitv.com/reteases/2@7/ I ?/071 2t 4094057.htm.
Heavy Traffic lrlakes Breathing A Burden ln Chitdren
ScienceDoily, materials provided by American Thoracic Society, (Dec. 17, 2M7)

htto: / {www.scocs.ucta.edu/news/CHSPoticvBrief. odf
Road To An Unheatthy Future For Southem Catifornia's Chitdren
Andrea M. Hricko, 2@4, University Of Southern California Urban lnitiative

htto: / /www. usc.edu / uscnews /stories/ 1 3l I 3. htm l
Living Near Highways Can Stunt Lungs
By Jennifer Chan, USC News, 01125107

http: / /www.sciencedailv.com/reteases/2007/01, /0701 251 85M3. htm
Living Near A Highway Affects Lung Dwetopment ln Chitdren, Study Shows
ScienceDaíly, materials provided by university of southern califomia, (Jan. 26, zæll

http: / /psr-

an 2002.odf
Associatlon between Air Potlution and Lung Function Growth in Southern California Chitdren Resu(ts from a Second
Cohort
W. James Gauderman, G, Frank Giltitand, Hita Vora, Eórard Avo[, Daniel Stram, Rob ÀÂcGonnell, Duncan Thomas,
Fred Lurmann, Helene G. filargolis, Edward B, Rappaport, Kiros Berhane, and John M. Peters
A/úERICAN JOURNAL OF RESPIRATORY AND CRIT¡CAL CARE MEDICINE VOL 166 2t02, Department of Preventive Medicine,
University of Southern California, Los Angeles; Sonoma Technol,ogy lnc., Petatuma; and Catifornia Environmentat
Protection Agency, Sacramento, Catifomia,

Heatthy Air Quatity Sotutions for Schools Adapted from ',Outdoor Air Air"
By Andrea Hricko Chapter 12 in Safe and Heatthy Schoot Environments Frumkin 2006 O<ford University press

Local and Regional air guality effects

ln-Cabin Commuter Exposure to Ultrafine Particles on Los Angetes Freewa¡æ
Yifang Zhu, Arantzazu Eiguren-Fernandez, wittiam c, Hinds, and Antonio H. Miguel.
Department of Environmentat Engineering, Texas A&M University-Kingsvitte Environ. 5r;l. Technol., Zæ7, 4l (71, pp
2138-2145



Transport of a Power Plant Tracer Plume over Grand Canyon Nationat Park
chen, Jun, Robert Bornstein, chartes G. Lindsey, 19992 J. Appl. t{eteor., 38, 1049-10ó9.

The Ports of Long Beach and Los Ançtes are the singte [argest source of air pottution in southern Catifornia
l'le#t tnpcsdAirHlutirr¡ffid ll/iûrGæúlrbænrent
Phçìcions for Socíal Responsllbllity - Los Angetes

ARB Adopts Landmark Off-Road Emissions Rules
27 July?O07

Clearing the Air Winter 2@5 The Coalition for Ctean Air

Air pottution from freeway extends further than previously thought
Study finds pottutants 1.5 mites from l-10 during early morning hours
By Sarah Anderson UCI-A June 10, 2009

httoi/ / www, scienceda i tv. com / reteases 1 2009 {08 / 090827 1 Ql 241 . htm
Tt¡nnels Concentrate Air Pollution By Up To ,l,000 Times
Á toxic cocktail of uttrafine particles is lurking inside road tunnels in concentration levets so high they have the
potentíal to harm drivers and passengers, a new study has found.
ScienceDolly, materials provided by Queensland university of rechnology, (Aug. Jo, 2ûg)

Atmospheric Processes lnftuencing Aerosols Generated by Combustion and the lnference of Their lmpact on Pubtic
Exposure: A Review
Heayy and light duty vehicles, are the dominant contributors of ambient particulate matter (PM) in urban environments
Zhi Ning, Constantinos Sioutas*, Department of Civíl ond Envlronrnental Englneering, tJnlversity of Suthern ColÍfornlo,
3620 South Vermont Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 9m9, U5Á 10: 43-58, 2010, Copyright o Taiwan Association for Aerosol
Research, ISSN: 1680'8584 print I 2071-14W online, doi: 10.4209/aaqr.2@9.05.0036, Received for review, trlø¡ 25,
20Ø, Accepted, August 28,2Ut9

http: / /psr-la.orq/fites/Bronchitis Air Pottution Sunver_2006.odf
Chronic bronchitis and urban air pollution in an international study
JSunyer,DJarvis,TGotschi,RGarcia-Esteban,BJacquemin, lAguiterâ,U,Ackerman,Rdelvlarco,BForsberg,T
Gislason, J Heinrich, D Norbäck, S Viltani and, N Kunzli
Occup. Environ. filed,2W;63;E36-843; originatty pubtished online t7 Jul 2@6;
dol : 10. 1 1 36/oem.2006 .027995

htto: / /www. nrdc.orq/media /2@8 /080529.aso
Lawzuit Seeks to Strengthen Weak Clean Air Ptan for Southern Californía Mittions Living Near Freewa¡a Currentty Face
Itlegat Pollution Levels
NRDC Press contact: Jessica Lass Los Angetes (lrtay 29, 2008)

Part 1

Part 2

A new crop of eco-warrÍons take to their own streets 
Part 3

Along the l-710 corridor, where cargo-carrying trucks and trains spew diesel pottution around the ctock, grass-roots
groups are persuading residents to act and making clean air a prfority. By lrtargot Roosevett, lá Times Local,
September 24,2W9

htto: / /www.vallevnet.orc/inìaqgs/2008071 I CurbTrafficAndSmos. odf
Cuò traffic and smog
Pasadena-Star News
Article Launched: 07 I 11 l2æ8 O7;26:41 PM PDT



htto: / /www.sciencedailv. com /reteases/201 0/O4l 1 @4281 53256. htm
lviexico City Air Potlution Adversely Affects the Hearts of Young Peopte
ScienceDaily, materiats provided by Federation of American Societles for Experimentat Biotogy, (Apr. 28, 2010)

htto : I I wW. sci e nce doí lv. c om I r e ledse s I 2û5 I O9 I 05$)2 7 
gg 

1 541. fi tm
Air Potlution Found To Pose Greater Danger To Health Than Earlier Thought
ÍcìenceDaíly, materials provided by University of Southern Califomia., ($ep.21,2N5)

Women's Health and air pollution

http: / /www.sciencedaitv.com /{eleases/2@7/08/0708231 5034J. htm
Air Pollution Linked To Premature Birth ln Pregnant Women
Scìence0oily, materials provfded by University Of Catifomia, Los Angeles, (Aug. 27, 2007)

Residentiat Exposure to Traffic and Spontaneous Àbortion
Rochelte S. Green, Brian lrlalig, Gayte C. Windham, Laura Fenster, Bart ffirol, Shanna Swan, Office of Environmental
Heatth Hazard Assessment, Catifornia Environmental Protection Agency, Oaktand, California, USA, 2 Division of
Environmental and Occupationat Disease Control, Catifomia Department of Public Health, Richmond, Califomia, USA, 3
Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, University of Rochester School of Medicine and Dentistry, Rochester, New
York, USA, Pubtished in f f 7(12): Dec 2009

htto: / /btocs.sacbee.com /caoitotalerttatest/2@9/12lheaw-traffic-[.html
Heavy traÍfic linked to higher miscarriage rates
Capitot Atert Posted by Dan WattersDecember 8,7009

http: / lwww.scigncedaitv.com/releases/2007/01 /0701 31 2O41 I 5.htm
Women ln Polluted Areas At Higher Risk Of Cardiovascular Disease
SclenceDally, rnaterials provided by University of Washington, (Feb. 1, 2æ7)

htto: / /olr- ta. ors/fites /Cardiovascutar Miller. pdf
Long-Term Exposure to Air Poltution and lncidence of Cardiovascutar Events in Women
Kristin A. Miller, M.S., David 5. Siscovick, M.D., M.P.H., Lianne Sheppard, Ph.D., Kristen Shepherd, M.5.,
Jeffrey H. Suttivan, M.D., M.H.S., Garnet L. Anderson, Ph.D., and Joel D. Kaufman, M.D., M.P.H., The New England
Janrnol of filedicìne, February 1,2007 vot. 356 no. 5

Iten's Health and air pollution

htlo : / / www.sciencedai tv. com / reteases / 2007 / I I / 07 1 1 ú09201 5. htm
Diesel Exhaust Associated With Higher Heart Attack, Stroke Risk ln lrten
SclenceDaily, materiats provided by American Heart Association, (Nov. 10,20O7)

Goods Movement and Health

ftp: / /ftp. arb. ca. eov/carbis/ptannine/emerp/slides2. pdf
Devetoping California's Emission Reduction Ptan for Goods Movement
2005 Catifomia Air Resources Board

http: / /wwq. ncbi. ntm. nih. qoy/pmc/artictes/ P¡iC1 440794/
Guest Editoriat: Ships, Truck, and Trains: Effects of Goods Movement on Environmental Health
Andrea M. Hricko Keck School of Medicine, UniversiÇ of Soutlrern Catifornia, Los Angetes, California,
Environ Heatth Perspect. 200ó Aprit; 114(4):4204-4205.

http: / /www.sciencedaitv. com /reteases/2@6/09 /0ó0927201 22,0.htm
Study Of Toxins ln Houston Air Warrants New Standards
SclenceDaily, materials provided by Rice University, (Oct. 3, 2006)



http: / /www,ncbi. ntm. nih.qov/pmc/articles/ PMC2235209/
Gtobat Trade Comes Home: CommuniÇ lmpacts of Goods Movement
Andrea Hricko,En viron Health Perspect. 2008 Febrmry; 116(2):478-481., PMCID: PMC2235209
http: / /www. ncbi. nlm. nih.gov I pmc lartictes/PùiC2265058 /

Environ Health Perspect. 2008 trtarch; 1ló(3): 4110.

http: / /www. nrdc.ore/qir/poltution/ports/ports.pdf
Ndrc Harboring Poltution The Dúrty Truth obout U.S. Ports
Authors Diane Bailey Thomas Plenys Gina M. Sotomon, M.D., M.P.H. Todd R. Campbetl, M,E.M., ,ìi.P.P. Gait Ruderman
Feuer Julie Masters Belta Tonkonogy, Nätural Resources Defense Council, Atarch 20O4

http: / /arb. ca.eoy/cmo/comments/ mar05ltrs, odf
Report from "Growing PaÍns: A Town Meeting on Health and Community lmpacts of Goods Movement and the Ports"
Atan C. Lloyd, PhD., Secretary Catifomia Environmental Protection Agency Keck School of l¡tedicine
Unlversity of Southern California Àlarch 11.2005

Harm to Communities frorn 'Goods Movement'S¡rstem
by Ceteste Àlonforton, The Pump Handle, February ó, 200E

http : / /www. steelinterstate. gre/ topics /steet-wheels-or-rubÞer-tires
Railroads Produce Less Ground Friction Than Motor Vehictes - rubbing of tires on payement is atso a significant source
of pottution
The North American Steet lnterstate Coalition, Copyright 2010.

tac09 1 707_RTPUpdateFifthDraftFinat. ppt
RTP Update Goods Movement F:<isting conditions SCAG 2007
Public Heatth lmperative: Reducing Port-Retated Air Potlution. À{ajority of emissions are from mobite sources,
inctuCing ships. Goods movement is a key contributor to air poltution and disease, Dieset PM: A toxic air contaminant,
Without new controt strategies, more cargo means more pottution,

Ultrafine Particles Road Dust Emission

Fine Particte Emission Profite For Road Dust ln Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
Atten L. Robinson', Eric À{. Lipsky, Natalie Pekney, Leonard Lucas, David Wynne, Camegie Metlon University, Pittsburgh,
PA. Wotfgang F. Roggg Anna Bernado-Bricker, Orhan Sevimoglu, Florida lnternational University, Miami, FL.
Presented a¡ fulÄft Specialty Conference: Portículate ltlatter,Ípersites Program &. Reloted Str.¡dÍes February 7-11,
2005, Attanta GA

PM and Ultrafine Particles and Lungs and lnflammation

http: / /www.sciencedaitv.com/reteases/201 0/07l100701 I 31 209.htm
Ultrafine Partictes in Air Pottution filay Heighten Attergic lnflammation in Asttrma
A ner¡r academic study ted by UCLA scientists has found that even brief exposure to ultrafine pollution partictes near a
Los Angeles freeway is potent enough to boost the atlergic inflammation that exacerbates asthma.
Scìence0aìIy, materials provided by University of Catifomia - Los Angeles, (July 5, 2010)

http: / /www. sciencedaitv. com /reteases/2007/05/070509 I 61 045. htm
Coarse Particulate Matter ln Âir May Harm Hearts Of Asthma Sufferers, Strdy Finds
kìenceDally, materials provided by University of North Carolina at Chapet Hitt, l Aoy 10,2æ7)

http: / /aiotuns. ph\ßi.otocv.orqlcontent/299 /3/1374
Àmbient ultrafine particles provide a strong adjwant effect in the secondary immune response: implication for traffic-
retated asthma flares
Ning Lil,*, Jack R. Harkema2,3,*, Ryan P. LewandowsH3, Meiying Wang1,2, Lori A. Brambte3, Glenn R. Gookin4, Zhi
Ning5, ¡\{ichaet T. Kleinman4, Constantinos Sioutas2,5, and Andre E. Net1,Z, American Journal of Physìolqy-Lung
Cellular arú lloleculor Physíology, Submitted 9 Aprit 2010. accepted in final form l7 June 2010. 
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http: / /tpx.qaqepub. com /content/36/2/289
Long-term Air Potlution Exposure ls Associated with Neuroinftammation, an Altered lnnate lmmune Response,
Disruption of the Blood-Brain Barrier, Uttrafine Particulate Deposition, and Accumulation of Amytoid --42 and --
Synucteín in Children and Young Adutts
Lil,ian Catderón-Garcidt¡eñas. Anna C. Solt-Carlos Henríquez-Rotdán, Ricardo Torres Jardón, Bryan Nuse, Lou Herritt,
Rafael Villarreal-Calderón, Norma Osnaya, lda Stone._Raquel García, Diane M. Brooks, Angetica Gonzátez-lûacÍe[, Rafael
Reynoso-Robles, Ricardo Delgado-Châve{and Witliam Reed-The Center for Structural and Functional Neurosciences,
Cottege of Heatth Professions and Biomedical Sciences, University of l{ontana, 32 Campus Drive, 289 Skaggs Btdg,,
Missoula, MT 59812

htto: / /www.sciencedaitv. com/ rqteases/2@8/08/08081 7223432.htm
Newty Detected Air Pollutant Mimics Damaging Effects Of Cigarette Smoke
ScienceDaily, materiats provided by American Chemicat Society, (Aug. 18, 20A8)

http: / /www.arb.ca. eoy/ research/ heatth/healthup/ iutvQ6. pdf
Current lssues in Uttrafine Particle Research: The ARB's Heatth and Exposure Research Progräm,
July 20, 2006, Catifornia Environmental Protection Agency Air Resources Board

http: / /www.sciencedaitv.com / reteases/2006/03 /0ó03080&4559. htm
Exposure To Fine Farticte Air Potlution Linked With Risk Of Respiratory And Cardiovascutar Diseases
ScienceDally, materials provided by JAIvIA and Archives Journals, (ltor. 8, 2N6)

htto: //www.sciencedaitv.com/reteases/201 0/07l 1 00701 I 31 209.htm
Uttrafine Partictes in Air Poltution lrtay Heighten Allergic lnftammation in Asthma
kienceDatly (July 5, 2010) Published online in the Amerícan Jwrnal oÍ Physiology-Lung Cellular and hlolecular
PhysÍology in June, Dr. Andre E. Nel, Jack R. Harkema, Ryan P. Lewandowski, Àteiying Wang, Lori A, Bramble, Glenn
Gookin, and Zhi Ning, UCI-A

htto: / /www,,qnest. orq / ioumat/Votl 0 No3 /439-452 579-PC,L|T|S, 1 0-3. odf
ULTRAFINE PARTICLES (UFP) AND HEALTH EFFECTS. DANGEROUS. LIKE NO OTHER Pfit REVIEW AND ANALYSIS

Received: 21lMl08 *to whom atl correspondence shoutd be addressed:v M. POLITIS' Water and Air Anatysis Laboratory,
Department of Environment,C. PlLlNlS University of Aegean, Mytitene, Greece T.D. LEKK.AS Accepted: 30/06/08

htto: / /www. sclencedailv. com / reteases / 2008/01 /0801 I 71 021 I 9. htm
Europe Shoutd Adopt WHO Recommendations For Particutate ldatter Cuts, Experts Urge
SclenceDolly, materials provided by Bftu-British À4edica[ Joumat, (Jan. 22, 2008)

htto://www.sclencedirect.com/science?,ob=ArticleURL& udi=BóVH3-4XNN5NM-

=0& userid= 1 0Êmd5=85ee8e4c2a268f504cf563có0d750695
Uttraflne partictes at three different sampting locatlons in Tafwan
Atmospheric ultrafine partictes (UPs or Pfito.r) were investigated at the roadside of Syuefu road in Hsinchu city, ln the
Syueshan highway tunnel in Taipei and in the NTU Experimental Forest in Nantou, Taiwan
Sheng-Chieh Chena, Chuen-Jinn Tsãia" , Chartes C.-K. Choub, Gwo-Dong Roamc, Sen-Sung Ctrengd and Ya-Nan Wangl
Volume 44, lssue 4, February 2010, Pages 533-540

Air pollution and Cardiovascular Health and Mortatity

htto: / /www.sciencedailv. com /reteasesl2Ol0 I 05 I 1ffi5101 61244.htm
EvÍdence Growing of Air Pollution's Link to Heart Disease, Death
ScìenceDolty, materials provided by American Heart Association, (lÁoy 1l , 20lA)

http : / /www. sciencedailv. com / releases /2 æ7 I 09 / 07 092 I I 30738. htm
MicroscopÌc Poltution lrtay Trigger Heart Attacks And Strokes By Spurring Btood Ctots
ScienceDoily, materiats provided by Northwestern Universlty, (Íep. 26, 2N7)



htto : I I psr - lo. orq I fl les I Cardiovosculor Pope. pdf
Lung Cancer, Cardioputmonary Mortatity, and Long-term Exposure to Fine Particutate Air Pottution
C. Arden Pope lll; Richard T. Burnett; Michael J. Thun; et ât., JAliA. 2N2;28719):1132-1141,
(doi: 1 0. 1 0O1 I jama.287.9.1 I 32)

Ambient Air Pollution and the Progression of Atherosclerosis in Adutts
Nino Kün21i1,2., Michael JerrettS, Raquel Garcia-Esteban2, Xavier BasagañaZ, Bernardo Beckermannl, Frank Gittitand!,
Merce Medina2, John Peters!, Howard N. Hodis!, Wendy J. Mack Swiss Tropical and Pubtic Health lnstitute (Swiss TPH),
Baset, Switzerland, 2 Centre for Research in Environmental Epidemiotogy CREAL, Barcelona, Spain, 3 Division of
Environmentat Health Sciences, Schoot of Pubtic Heatth, University of Catifomia, Berketey, California, United States of
America, 4 Department of Preventive Â{edicine, University of Southern California, Los Angetes, California, United States
of America, PLoS ONE February 2010 I Votume 5 | lssue 2 I e9096

A Cohort Study of Traffic-Retated Air Ontario, Canada
Michaet Jerrett,l Murayr\{. Finketste in,a Palvos Kanaroglou,a Dave M. Stieb,5 Nicotas
L. Gitbert,5 Dave Verma,6 Norm Flnke À{atcolm R. Sears8 

-

Environ Heatth Perspect. 2@9lrtay; 1f 7(5): nz-Tn.
Pubtished ontine 2@9 January 5. doi: 10.1289/eho.f 1533.

Study finds traffic potlution can speed hardening of arteries
February 14,201018y lriargot Roosevelt, [A Times

htto: / /theweeklv. usc,edu/detait. oho?recordnum=1 68E2
New USC study tinks air pollution to progression of atheroscterosis
By Meghan Lewit HSC Weekly 2010-02-26

htto: //articles. latimes.com /2@7/iut/2óltoca[/me-hea42ó
Potlution-cholesterol link to heart disease seen
The combination activates genes that can cause clogged arteries, UC[.¡A researchers say.
July 26,20071À¡larla Cone I Times Staff Writer

htto: / /www.time.com/time/heatth/articte/0.8599. I 661 31 3.00.htmI
Po[lution: Dangerous to Joggers
By Atice Paft Wednesday, Time, Sep. 12,2A07

http; / /artictes. latimep. com /2009 / íun / 23 /opinion /oe.critser23 Part 1

httÞ: //artfctes.latimes.com/2009/iun/23loÞinion/oe-crÍtserz3/2 Part 2
lnhating a heart attack
Research links smqg to devastottng effects not just on lungs but on hearts, broins ond fetal development. June 23,
20û9lGreg Crítser

htto: / /www.sciencedailv.com/releases/2@8/05/0801291 62E56.htm
Even Low Levels Of Air Potlution lrlay Pose Stroke Risk
SclenceDally, materiats provided by Mtey-Btachnetl, (June 2, 2ffi)

htto: / /www.sciencedaitv.com/ releases/200ól09/060921 094534. htm
High l-lourly Air Poltution Levels More Than Double Stroke Risk
SclenceDaîly, materiats provided by Bl,tJ Speciatty Joumals, (Sep. 22, 20O6)

http: / /www. rcienceCailv.com /releases/2@5/ I 0/05f 028 I 4235ó.htm
Str¡dy Estabtishes Link Between Air Pollution, lschemic Strokes
ScÍenceDally, materiats provided by Beth lsrael Deaconess Medical Center, (Oct. 28, 2005)

http: / /www.sciençedaitv.com /releases/2008/08/08081 31 83554. htm
Air Poltution Damages More Than Lungs: Heart And Btood Vessels Suffer Too
Scìencehily, materials provided by American Cottege of Cardiotogy, (Aug. 14, 2æ8)



Live near a freeway? Heart disease risk may be higher
ftlargot Roosevelt, l-A Times, February 13, 2010

http: / /www.sciencedaitv.com/releases/200Ê/07108072,1 1 Q2807..htm
Beijing Potlution trtay Trigger Heart Attacks, Strokes

. SclenceDoìIy, materiats provided by Northwestern University, (July 22,2æ8)

htto: / /www.sciencedaitv.com /reteases/2008/05/08051 2l 63849. htm
Air Pollution llay Be Associated With Btood Ctots ln Deep Leg Veins
ScienceDolly, materiäls provided by JAlrtA and Archives Joumats, (hløl 12,2@8)

htto : / / www. sciencedai [v. com / releases/ 201 0/ 05 / I 005 I 6 I 9 5 542. htm
Higher Blood Pressure Found in Peopte Living in Urban Areas
SclenceDoíIy, materials prwided by American Thoracic SocieÇ, (hlay 17, 2010)

http: / /www.sciençedaitv.çom/releases/2@7/01 /070131 I 35451 .htm
Rats On A Road Trip Rweal Pollution-Heart Disease Risk
Rats that rode in a truck on the New York State Thruway between Rochester and Buffato and were exposed to the same
highway potlutlon that motorÍsts encounter, showed a drop in heart rate and effects on the autonomfc nervous system,
according to a study pubtished this month in the jouma[ lnhalation Toxicotogy.
ScienceDaly, materials provided by UniversiÇ of Rochester Âiedicat Center, (Feb. 3, 2007)

http: / /Wwyr.sciencçdaitv. com / rçleases/2007/@/0709201 75721 . htm
Air Pottutants Linked Btood Ctotting ln Mice,lvlechanism ldentified
ScíenceDaily, materials provided by Journal of Ctirtical lnvestigation, (Sep. 23, 2N7)

Air Poltution lmpact on Seniors

htto: / /Www.sciencedaitv.com/ reteases/2@9/ I 2/@1 223074703.htm
Air Potlution Linked to Hospitalizations for Pneumonia in Seniors
ScienceDolly, materiats provided by Mct|taster University, (Dec. 23, 2æ9)

þttp: / /www.scienc.edaity.com/releases/2006/03 /060309081 531 .htm
Etderty Have Higher Risk For Cardiovascular, Respiratory Disease
ScíenceDaíIy, materials provided by N|H/Nationat lnstitute of Enúronmental Heatth Sciences, (ttar. 9, 2006)

http: / /www.sc,iencedaitv.com / reteaseî/2@9/08/090831 2l 3225. htm
Carbon lvlonoxide Linked To Heart Problems ln Etderty
SdenceDaíly, materials provided by Yate University, (Sep. I, 2009)

Air Pollution is associated with death in people with other diseases

http: / /www.scienqedaitv.com /reteases/200ó/05/060523@0408.htm
Air Pollution lrrcreases Death Risk ln Peopte With Certain Diseases
kienceDoily, materiats provided by American Thoracic Society, (lvloy 22, 2006)

http: / /www.sciencedailv. com lreleases/2008/O{/08O4141 93025. htm
Exces Pneumonia Deaths Linked To Engine Fxhaust, Study Suggests
kìencehl|y, materials provided by BirtJ-BrÍtish Medicat Joumat, (þr. 16,2N8)
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Economic Costs and Externalities

heatth-and -thç-ot+net/
We Gotta Clean Up: Freight Transportation's Hidden Cost to Heatth and the Ptanet
EDF lrtarch 1,2010 | Posted by Transportation Team Thîs post was co-outhored by Coml[Ie Kustin

http: / /www.arb.ca.sov/ptannirn/cmerp/ptqn/appendix a.odf
Appendix A - Quantification of the Heatth lmpacts and Economic Valuation of Air Pottution from Ports and Goods
Mor¡ement in California (PDF) f ll pages
State of Califomia Catifomia Envlronmenta( Protection Agency Air Resources Board arb Emission Redrrction Ptan
for Ports and Goods Àìovement in Califomia http://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/gmerp/plan/finaþtan.pdf
Fínal EmlssÍon Reductlon Plon for Ports and Gæds ltlovement (approved Aprit 20, 2@ó) i,tarch 21, 2m6

Asthma and Pollution

Controtling Asthma in Los Angeles CounÇ: A Catl to Action
Approved and adopted by the Asthma Coalition of Los Angetes County on4110106

htto: / /www.sciencedqitv.com / reteases/200ó/ I 0/061 01 7081420.htm
Asthma Linked To Soot From Diesel Trucks ln Bronx
ScÞnceDaity, materials provided by New York University Medical Center and Schoot of iledicine, (Oct. 30, 200ó)

htto: / /www.sciencedaitv.com /reteases/2002/08/0708201 94ó35. htm
Exhaust Fumes And Genetic Predisposition lncrease Chltdhood Æthma Risk
klenceDaíly, materials provided by University of Southern California, (Aug. 23, 2@7)

http: / /www.sciencedaitv,,com/releases/2006105,/0605021 74350.htm
Children Living Near lrlajor Roads Face Higher Asthma Risk
ScìenceDolly, materiats provided by University of Southem Catifornia, (hlø¡ 2,2ffi6)

hnp: / /www.sciencedaitv.com/reteases/2Q05 /09 /050921 082651 .htm
Researchers Link Chitdhood Asthma To Exposure To Traffic-Related Poltution
ScienceDoll.y, materiats provided by Univenity of Sot¡thern Catifornia, (S,ep. 2l, 2005)

http : / /www. sciencedai lv. com / reteases/ 20û9 / I 1 /09 1 1 04 I ó1 834. htm
Big Air Pollution lmpacts On Local Communities: Traffic Corridors Major Contributors To lttness From Chitdhood Asthma
SclenceDolly, materiats provided by University of Southern California, (Nov. 5, 2009)

http: / /Www.sciencedaitv.com / releases/201 0/04l I 0(X091,42431 . htm
Traffic-Related Potlution Near Schools Linked to Devetopment of Asthma in Pupits, Study Suggests
ScienceDail.y, materiats provided by University of Southem Catifomia/Keck Schoot of filedicine. The original articte was
written by Meghan Lewit, (þr. 9, 201O)

http: / /Www.sciencedailv.com/ reteases/201 0/O1l 1 0O4221 53810. htm
Aznne and 

-f rafÍic Pollution lncrease Asthma-Related l'lospitalizations in Children
ScienceDaÍly, materiats provided by American Thoracic Society, (þn 27, 2010)

Long Term health effects

htto:/ /www. taweekly, com/content/orintVersion /87281 8/
Black Lung Lofts
lrtany chlldren being raised in L.A.'s hip, new freeway-adjacent housing are damaged for life, By Patrick Range
McDonatd, t-A Weekly, pubtished: ¡ltarch 0ó, 2010
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http: / /www.ssiencedailv. com / reteases/2007/07l070731 08555,4.htm
Air Poltution Linked To Earty Death
ScienceDaily, materials provided by BtrU Speciatty Joumals, (Aug. I, 2007)

htto: / /wvqw.sciencedailv.com / reteases/2099/0710?97221 23751 . htm
lnfant Inhalation Of Uttrafine Air Pollution Linked To Adult Lung Disease
Science0oíIy, materiats provided by Louisiana State University Heatth Scierrces Center, (July 23, 2û9)

DNA Damage

ht[o: / /www.sciencedaitv. com/ reteases/2@/01/09051 71 4321 8.htm
Environmental beosure To Particulates Alay Damage DNA ln As Few As Three Days
ScienceDolly, materials provided by American Thoracic Society, (lÄoy t8, 2Ø9)

Misc Health Effects Due to Diesel Exhaust

http: / /www.sciencedaitv. com / reteases/2Ç08/03 /08031 I 075339.htm
Diesel Exhaust lnhatation Stresses Your Brain
even a short exposure to the fumes can affect your brain. A study pubtished in the open access journal Partlcle and
Fibre Toxicology reveats that an hour of sniffing exhaust induces a stress response in the brain's activity.
SdenceDoíIy, materiats provided by BioÀled Central/Particle and Fibre Toxicology, (hlar. 13,2ffi)

htto: / /www.sciencedailv.com/reteases/201 0/03/ I @3231 05943. htm
Diesel Exhaust Associated With Lethargy in Offspring
Breathing diesel exhaust during pregnancy is associated with stuggishness in offspring.
kíenceDaíly, materials provided by BioÀ{ed Central, (ltor. 24, 2010

htto: / /www. sciencedaitv. com / releases/2007/07l0707301 728O4. htm
First Potentiat Biomarker For Human Exposure To Dieset E¡<haust
ScìenceDolly, materials provlded by AmerÍcan Chemicat Society, (July 31, 2007)

htto: / /www.sciencedaitv.com/releases/20O7l09/02091 f 0921 35.htnl
Diesel Exhaust KilÌs Throat Cetls, Study Shows
kienceDaily, materials provided by Deakin University, (Sep. 12, 2007)

http: / /www.sciençedaily.com/ reteases/2008/06/0806O41 I 4550. htm
Why Dieset Particulates Cause Cardiovascular Disease
ScienceDaìly, materials provided by Umeå University, (June 9, 2Ø8)

htto: / /www.sqiencedaitv.cgm/reteases/2009 /03/@031 2205224.htm
Diesel exhaust causes arteries to lose their ftexibitity
Researchers found that exposure to engine pottution resulted in arteriat stiffness in a group of heatthy volunteers.
Arterial stifffless ptays an important rote in hypertension and is an independent predictor of mortality."
kienceDaily, materiats provided by Particte and Fibre Toxicotogy, (tÂor. 19, 2009)

http: / / v|0¡w. sciencedailv. com I releasæ / 2@7 I Q I O7O9 1 21 90Ð2.htm
Dieset Exhaust lúay lncrease Risk In Patients With Heart Disease
ScienceDally, materiats provided by UniversTty of Edinburgh, (Íep. 14,2æ7)

htto: / /www.science dailv.com1releases/20O8/ I 0/081@61 02537.htm
Air Pottution lúay lncrease Risk Of þpendicitis
fir;lencefuíly, materiats provided by American Cottege of Gastroenterotogy, (Oct. 7, 2008)

http: / /www. sciencedaitv. com /releases/2009/ f 0/091 0051 23038.htm
Air Potlution jtåay Trigger AppendicitÍs
SdenceDolly, materiats provided by Canadian Medicat Association Journat, (Oct. 6,2009)

htto: / /)vww.sciencedailv,com/ reteases/2007/ I 0/071 0301 50952.htm
DieseþFueted Trucks Drive Up Air Pollution Exposure For Commuters
kienceDally, materials provided by University of Southem Çatifomia, (Nw. 1, 2007)
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Coccidioidomycosis and Construction

http: / /www. sprinsertink. com /content/ i55283071 23w31 v3 /
Coccidioidomycosis D. A. Bronnimann and J. N. Gatgiani European Journal Of Ctinicat Microbiology & lnfectious
Diseases, lvtay 1989, Votume E, Number 5, 46-473, DOI: 10.100718F01964061 CURRENT TOPIC: REVIEW

http : / /www. medscape. com /viewarticle/473 I 6T
Emerging lnfectious Diseases
Coccidioidomycosis Among Workers at an Archeotogicat Site, Northeastern Utah
Lyle R. Petersen; Stacie L. lrlarsha[; Christine Barton-Dickson; Rana A. Hajjeh; Mark D. Lindsley; David W. Wamock;
Anil A. Panackal; Joseph B, Shaffer; ftTaryam B. Haddad; Frederick S. Fisher; David T. Dennis; Juliette Morgan Posted:
UlzLlZW; Emerging lnfectious Diseases. 2@4;10(4) o 2004 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

htto: / /lrizonaoublicrecordsearch.orq/353/vallev-fevef -2l
Valtey Fever
There is no doubt that construction companies contribute significantly to Vattey Fever. According to the MayoCtinic
ByADÀtlN, Arizona Public Record Search, on December 27, 2AlO

.-a083807157
Project Stirs Fears Of Vattey Fever; Residents Say Construction May Spread Harmful Spores
Bytine: Gtoria Gonzates Daity News Staff Writer Copyright 1998 Daity News
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OUTLINE of health concerns for 710 Tunnels Scoping

Tunnel Safew

Traffìc acc¡dents--specific dangers of a tunnel accident with fires

Major hazards : earthquakes, floods, terror¡st attacks

What will be the typical time in tunnel with current congestion patterns?

Rescue and safety capability within the tunnel; escape routes; handicap escapes

Tunneland Health

Monitor pollutants - tunnels concentrate pollutants:

Speciff PM including ultrafine, carbon black,ozone, Nitrogen dioxide, NOS, yCO

Brake and tire lining emissions; tire rubber, fine organic aerosols

Temperature and seasonal impacts/day and nite impacts/ wind impacts on pollutants

What are the health effects in a tunnel with stopped traffic? Noise, pollution, psychological

H1A, HRA should cover the following tests and analyses:

Concentrations in proximity to portals and ventilation shafu

Concentrations at sens¡tive sites including schools, hospitals, residences

Effect on asthma

Effect on lung disease

Possible effect on diabetes, breast cancer

Neurotoxin effect on brain cancers and cognitive dysfunction

Cardiovascular -mortality, cardiovascular events, vascular inflammation, stroke, BP

Miscellaneous: appendicitis, pneumonia

Children:

lung development, asthma, autism, fetal brain development



Women:

Differential effect on women: lungs, premature blrths, fetal brain development,

increased abortion rates

Continuum of effect-no threshold (important for mitigation)

Diesel specific health data

Duration of exposure with regular commuters

Comparison with smoking risk

Distance from freeway/tunnel/ventilation shafts modeling 500 fot up to 1.5 miles

Other health externalh¡es: missed school, missed work, increased health expenses,

increased stress/worry

Tunnel ConstructÍon

Workers safety

Dust displacement into air; coccidiomycoses

Disruption of underground water supplies

Tunnel finances

Cost est¡mates don't take into consideration health externalities

PPP responsibiliÇ to health and communities

Ultimately liability for health impact

Tunnel l{npact on Qual¡tv of L¡fe

Alignment with transportat¡on needs and goals to make livable, equitable communities

Alignment with regional climate and air quality goals/guidelines/standards

Alignment with complete roads concepts

lmpact on regional air quality
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Particutate matter

PM and etementat
carbon (EC)

Uttrafi ne partictes (UFPs)

Nitrogen dioxide --
precursor to ozone

Living ctose to highways

Livìng or going to school
near a busy road

Living near busy roads

Living near a freeway

Living within 50 meters
of a busy road with more
than 1 5,00O vehictes/day

Living near busy roadways

Living near busy roads

Community noise
pottution

Etevated tevets of
noise in workplaces

Contin gent employment -
e. 9., warehouse workers

Misclassification as
independent contractors
rather than emptoyees

Dieset exhaust

Heat

fnj uries /fatatities

lndustriat btight

Traffic Congestion

Cars traveting in
same lanes and on
same highways

24-hour tighting

Road repairs

Eminent domain

Etevated tevets of PM2.5 in the air

ln vehicte exhaust; EC is a marker for diesel

ln vehicte exhaust; considered very toxic

Diesel emissions contains high levets of NO,

Chitdren

Chitdren

Pregnant women

Adutts

Women

Women

Men ând women

At risk: those living near busy highwap,
marine terminats, airports, rail yards, and train
tracks, and/or construction of the above

At risk: dock workers, raitroad
workers and truck drivers

Workers often hired by agencies as temporary
workers with low-pay and no benefits

Port truck drivers

Dock workers, raílroad workers, truck drivers
and workers at trucking operations

Lack of air conditioning in cabs of trucks and
locomotives and inside huge distributìon centers

Some parts of the freight transportatìon
industry are considered "high hazard"

Empty containers in lots near homes;
views of industriat cranes

Cars must travel with big-rig trucks; expanding
number of heavy duty trucks hauling containers;
truck driving schools operating in neighborhoods

Expanding number of heavy duty trucks hauting

Lights shine in windows

Highways, truck routes, residential streets
near rait yards, ports and warehouses

Exerts the right of raitroads or
governments to appropriate private
property (e.g., to buitd a highway)

Cardiovascular disease, COPD (e.9., emphysema)

Chronic exoosure leads to reduction
tung function in chi(dren

When lab animats breathe UFPs, some end uo in the
brain; UFPs can cause artery hardening in tab animals

lncrease in school absences is tinked
to increases in ozone levets

lncreased asthma; exacerbation of asthma (e.9.,
wheezing) and use of more asthma medication

More likely to devetop new cases of asthma

More tikety to have premature or tow birth weight
babies or miscarriages, or develop preectampsia

Thickening of the artery wa[[s that can
tead to heart disease and stroke

More likely to develop mild cognitive dectine as they age

More tikely to develop new cases of diabetes

More tikety to develop stroke and
new cases of heart disease

Residents near airports and highways show (for adutts)
an increase in cardiovascular disease and stroke,
steep difficutties and anxiety; and (for children)
probtems with school behavior and anxiety

Long term exposure can cause hearing
toss, stress and high btood pressure

Stressfu[, insecure jobs without benefits

Lack of basic worker protections, such as hourty
wage, overtime, heatth insurance, unemployment
benefits, rÍght to organize - and OSHA protections

lncrease in tung cancer in alt three occupations; increase
in COPD (e.9., emphysema) among raitroad workers

lf outdoor temperatures are extremely high
and there is no retief or mitigation, workers
can suffer from heat stress illnesses

E.g. The 7009-7010 Catifomia OSHA
highest hazard industry tÍst included
warehousing and truck transportation

Decreases home values and quatity of life

Stress from congestion; increased commuting
time means longer times on the road breathing
air pollution in exhaust from cars and trucks

lnjuries and fatatities in car-truck accidents.

Difficutty sleeping at night

High cost to [oca[ and state taxpayers to repair the
roads and highways from big-rig truck damage

Community residents can lose their homes



National Transportation
Objectives & Targets

2010-2030

Objectives + Peñormance Targets

n-Llr

--

r).I

lmprove Economic Competitiveness,
Transportation System Efficiency and WorKorce
Development Opportun ities

Reduce per capita vehicle miles tavded by 16%

lmprove Transportation System Conditions and
Gonnectivþ

Triple walking, biking and public
transportation usage

Promote Energy Efficiency and Achleve Energy
Security

Reduce transportation-generated
carbon dioxide levels by 40%

Ensure Environmental Protection, Restore Glimate
Stability and Resolve Persistent Environmental
Justice lssues

Reduce delay per capita by 10%

Ensure Safety for All Transportation Users and
lmprove Public Health Outcomes

lncrease proportion of freight transportation
provided by railroad and intermodal services
by20%

Provide Equal and Equitable Access to
Transportation Options in Urban, Suburban and
Rural Communíties

Achieve zero percent population exposure
to at-risk levels of air polkrtion

lmprove public safety and lower congestion
costs by reducing traffic crashes by 50%

lncrease share of major highways, regional transit
fl eets and f acilities, and bicyclin g/pedestrian
infrastructure in good state of conditionby 2oo/o

Reduce average househokJ combined housing +
transportation costs 25% (use 2fi)0 as base year)

lncrease by 50% essential destinations accessiHe
within 30 min. by public transit, or 15 min. walk for
lowincome, senior and disabled populations
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Top 10 facts Californians should know about air
pollution and health

1. Breathing air in polluted metropolitan areas such as Los Angeles or Riverside can reduce
your life expectancy by 2 to 3 years.

2. Motor vehicles and other air pollution sources that move, such as ships, trucks, trains,
buses and even lawnmowers, account for about 90% of the cancÊr risk in the greater-Los
Angeles region - with stationary sources such as power plants and facÍories accounting for
only about 10%.

3. Diesel exhaust from trucks, ships, trains and buses has been declared to contain over 40
substances listed as hazardous air pollutants by the U.S. EPA.

4. \Men you drive in bumper-to-bumper traffic, pollutants outside can seep into your car,
making the air you breathe inside your car up to l0 times more polluted than gpical city air.

5. Every day that a ship sits at dock unloading its cargo, it releases an entire ton of smog-
forming and toxic pollutants.

6. lf you live, work or go to school near freeways, high{raffic roads, seaports, and rail yards,
you are generally at greater risk for cencer and decreased lung function, studies show,
because these places contain more concentrated levels of air pollution.

7. For your child, toxic air pollution is an even bigger problem, in part because children
breathe much more quickly than adults.

8. Asthma is a leading cause of school absenteeism, according to the Califomia Department
of Education.

9. Even if you don't smoke cigarettes at all, your lungs or heart may be similarly damaged
simply from exposure to ozone and particulate matter. The American Heart Association
recently declared, '[Air pollution's] impact on cardiovascular disease ... represents a serious
public health problem."
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Pollutants & Health Effects

l- Setect Topic or Scroll Down - ;l

Particulate Matter (PM)

Particulate matter or PM consists of soot and dust particles that are smaller than the diameter
of a human hair. There are two classifications for particulate matter, PM10 and PM2.5. All
particles smaller than 10 microns in diameter are classified as PM10, or ooarse size particles.
Fine size particles, or PM2.5, are those particles less than or equal to 2.5 microns in
diameter. Particles that are smaller 2.5 microns are smaller than 1/8th the diameter of a
human hair. Sources of PM include diesel exhaust, soil dust, tire wear, and soot. These
particles penetrate deeply into the lungs and are captured by lung tissue. A major contributor
to the PM pollution problem is exhaust from diesel vehicles, which produce 79% of the
particulate emissions from mobile sources. The most dangerous aspect of PM pollution from
diesel vehicles is the hundreds of different chemicals that are adsorbed to the particle.
Exposure to PM pollution has been associated with respiratory and cardiac problems,
infections, asthma attacks, lung cancer and decreased life expectancy. The World Health
Organization has estimated that 500,000 premature deaths each year may be associated with
PM pollution. Fine particulate air pollution (<2.5 microns) is thought to be more dangerous
because of its ability to penetrate deeper into lung tissue. A recent study found that even a
small increase in PM2.5 can result in a significant increase in mortality. ln fact, The American
Lung Association believes that PM2.5 represents the most serious threat to our health.
Segments of the population that ere more susceptible to PM pollution include children,
athletes, senior citizens, and people with pre.existing respiratory problems.

Ozor¡e (O3)

Ozone forms when hydrocarbons combine with nitrogen oxides and chemically react in
sunlight. Hydrocarbons and nitrogen oxides are primarily produced by motor vehicles and
various industrial practices. Ozone is a highly reactive oxidizing agent that breaks{own
organic materials. Ozone is the primary component of smog, which has plagued Los Angeles
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for many years. A natural phenomenon called an "inversion laye/'traps these gases and
prevents them from dissipating into the atmosphere. The result is a serious smog problem in
the valleys and basins of Southem Califumia. Smog and the related high ozone levels are not
just a Califomia problem; Texas Gity, Texas recorded the highest one-day ozone level in the
country for 1999. As populations grow, ozone and smog are becoming problems for large
cities throughout the country. Symptoms of ozone exposure are coughing, shortness of
breath, wheezing, fatigue, throat dryness, chest pain, headache and nausea. Ozone has been
shown to cause inframmation of lung tissue and reduced lung capacity. Development of
asthma, increased lung cancer mortality rates, and accelerated lung aging have all been
linked to ozone exposure. Lung damage from long-term exposure to ozone can be
permanent, while short-term exposure appears to be reversible. Ozone reduces the
respiratory system's ability to fight infeclion and remove foreign particles such as part¡culate
matter. Segments of the population that are more susceptible to ozone pollution include
children, athletes, senior citizens, and people with pre-existing respiratory problems.

Hydrocarbons

Hydrocarbons are e class of reactive organic geses or ROG, which are furmed solely of
hydrogen and carbon. Hydrocarbons contribute to the formation of ozone and the resulting
smog problem. Carcinogenic furms of hydrocarbons are considered hazardous air pollutants,
or air toxics. The incomplete buming of any organic matter such as oil, wood, or rubber
produces hydrocarbons. Combustion engine exhaust, oil refineries, and oil-fueled power
plants are the primary sources of hydrocarbons. Another source of hydrocarbons is
evaporation from petroleum fuels, solvents, dry cleaning solutions, and paint. The primary
health effect of hydrocarbons results from the formation of ozone and its related health
efiec'ts. High levels of hydrocarbons in the atmosphere can interfere with oxygen intake by
reducing the amount of available oxygen through displacement.

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

Nitrogen monoxide (NO) and nitrogen dioxide (NO2) are the two forms of nitrogen oxide
found in the atmosphere. Nitrogen oxides contribute to the formation of ozone, production of
particulate matter pollution, and acid deposition. The presence of nitrogen oxides gives smog
its brown appearance. Fac{ories, motor vehicles and power plants that bum fossilfuels
produce nitrogen oxides. Diesel engines produoe a disproportionately large amount of NOx
when compared to gasoline engines because of their high temperature combustion process.
Nitrogen dioxide has been shown to initate lung tissue, cause bronchitis and pneumonia, and
reduce resistance to respiratory infections. The presence of NO2 in the atmosphere can have
synergistic effects with other furms of air pollution. The health effects of ozone are magnified
in the presence of nitrogen dioxide. Frequent or long-term exposure to high levels of nitrogen
oxides can increase the incidence of acute respiratory illness in children.

Carbon Monoxide ICO)

Carbon monoxide is a colorless, odorless gas that is produced by burning organic matter
such as oil, natural gas, fuel, wood, and charcoal. Motor vehicles produce 670,6 of the man-
made CO that is released into the atmosphere. Carbon monoxide displaces oxygen in red
blood cells, which reduces the amount of oxygen that human cells need for respiration.
Exposure to CO can result in fatigue, angina, reduced visual perception, reduced dexterity,
and death. The elderly, young children, and people with pre-existing respiratory conditions are
particularly sensitive to carbon monoxide pollution. Carbon monoxide is extremely deadly in
an enclosed space, such as a garege or bedroom.

http://www. coalitionforcleana¡r. org/ai r-pollution-pollutants. html 4t4t201'
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General

o California population (2003): 36,363,502
o Registered cars and trucks in Califomia: 24 million
o Miles driven every day in Califomia: 825 million
o Miles driven daily by the average driver; 36
¡ Gallons of fuel bumed every day in Galifomia: 47 million
o Pounds of pollutants created daily: 5.4 million

Diesel

o Diesel exhaust is known to cause cancer, asthma, and other respiratory diseases.
o The health r¡sk from diesel exposure is greatest for children and the elderly. The

proximity of a child's residence and school to major roads is linked to asthma
occufTenoe.

o Asthma limits children's ability to participate in sports, and is the most common cause
of children's absence from school due to hospitalization.

o The State of Califomia decided that there is enough evidence to list the particulate
matter in diesel exhaust as a toxic air contaminant.

o Exhaust from heavy-du$ diesel engines contains beh¡¡een 100-200 times more small
particles than gasoline engine exhaust.

o Califomia's Scientific Review Panel estimates that 16,000 Califomians will develop
lung cancer over a lifetime of diesel exhaust exposure.

o Only 2 percent of the vehicles on Califomia's roads run on d¡esel. Yet they account for
31 percent of smog-furming nitrogen oxides, and for 79 percent of particular matter
emissions from on-road vehicles.

o Cleaner altematives to diesel are available, such as liquefied natural gas, compressed
natural gas, or propane. Electric or fuel-cell engines are being enhanced to provide
future alternatives.

Our Work

Air Pollution Facts

Join or Give

Take Action

Media Center

Reports

About Us
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Links 1r
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April 13, 2011

Ron Kosinski
CALTRANS District 7
100 South Main Street, MS-16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  SR-710 North Gap Closure Project Scoping

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Please enter the following information into the official scoping/EIR/EIS document for
the tunnel extension project.

Respectfully,

The No 710 Action Committee

enclosures

1



SR-710 NORTH GAP CLOSURE
RESOLUTIONS & STATEMENTS AGAINST

There is broad opposition to extending the 710 freeway in any form as shown in the
countless letters, declarations, and resolutions against the project.  The groups
represented by the statements are comprised of a wide variety of Community Leaders,
State Representatives, City Officials and Councils, Neighborhood Councils, School
Boards, Hospitals, Homeowners Associations, Community Groups, Environmental
Advocates, and Plaintiffs in the lawsuit against the project.

Therefore, the No 710 Action Committee instructs Caltrans and Metro to:

Register all statements against the SR-710 North Gap Closure, officially into the public
record

Consider that fierce opposition by the groups over a period of sixty years is proof that
no community support exists for this project and that it is an unacceptable alternative to
address regional transportation problems

See Appendix A - Resolutions and Statements Against the SR-701 North Gap Closure
2



Appendix A
Resolutions and Statements Against

the SR-710 North Gap Closure

Support Documents for Declarative Statements  (Printed)

Who Opposes the SR-710 North Extension?
Four Mayors’ Letter – South Pasadena Review Article, 6-30-10
Glendale Mayor Ara Najarian Letter to MTA, 10-8-10
Assemblymember Anthony J. Portantino Letter to MTA, 4-22-10
Assemblymember Anthony J. Portantino Letter – Valley Sun Article, 9-29-10
Los Angeles Councilmember Ed Reyes Letter to MTA, 8-5-09
Congressmember Adam Schiff Letter to MTA, 4-20-10

Los Angeles City Council Resolution (Against Zones 1 & 2), 6-08
Los Angeles City Council Resolution (Against Zones 1 & 2), 9-30-09
City of Glendale Resolution, 7-28-09
City of La Cañada Flintridge Resolution, 3-29-10
City of South Pasadena Resolution, 2-2-11
Crescenta Valley Town Council Resolution, 6-11-09 and 3-10-10

Arroyo Seco Neighborhood Council Statement, 10-26-09
Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council Resolution, 12-7-10
Glassell Park Neighborhood Council Resolution, 9-15-09
Highland Park Neighborhood Council Resolution, 11-18-10
Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council Resolution, 3-25-11
Glassell Park Improvements Association, Land Use Committee Statement, 9-09
Far North Glendale Homeowners Association Resolution, 9-09

La Canada Unified School District Resolution, 6-22-10
Huntington Hospital Letter to Caltrans, 3-14-11
Friends of the Earth Letter, 12-8-10
Taxpayers for Common Sense Letter, 12-9-10
Green Scissors Report, 2010
The Sierra Club Position, 12-16-97
National Resources Defense Council Letter, 6-16-10
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Letter to MTA, 8-22-00
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WHO OPPOSES THE SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION? 

Resolutions and Statements Against 

Glendale Mayor Ara Najarian 
La Canada Mayor Donald Voss 
South Pasadena Mayor Richard Schneider, MD 
Assemblymember Anthony J. Portantino 

Los Angeles City Council (Against Zones 1 & 2) 
City of Glendale 
City of La CaJiada Flintridge 
City of South Pasadena 
Crescenta Valley Town Council 

Arroyo Seco Neighborhood Council 
Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council 
EI Sereno Neighborhood Council 
Glassell Park Neighborhood Council 
Greater Cypress Park Neighborhood Council 
Highland Park Neighborhood Council 
Lincoln Heights Neighborhood Council 
Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council 
Glassell Park Improvements Association, Land Use Committee 
Far North Glendale Homeowners Association 
Glendale Homeowners Coordinating Council 

Caltrans Tenants Association 
LA RED, EI Sereno 
The Eagle Rock Association (TERA) 
La Canada Unified School District 
Friends of the Earth, Taxpayers for Common Sense, Environment America 
and Public Citizen in their Green Scissors 2010 Report 

California Public Interest Research Group 
Environment Defense Fund 
National Resources Defense Council 
Trust for Public Land 

Plaintiffs in Lawsuit including Federal Injunction Against the Project 
City of South Pasadena 
Sierra Club 
National Trust for Historic Preservation 
South Pasadena Unified School District 
South Pasadena Preservation Foundation 
Pasadena Heritage 
Los Angeles Conservancy 
California Preservation Foundation 

No 710 Action Committee - Infonnation provided upon request at no710extension@aol.com - Revised 12-17-10 
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Guest Commentary by Four Area Mayors

Metro is Missing a Huge Opportunity
By Ara Najarian, Donald Voss, Bill Bogaard and Richard
Schneider
The directors of the Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(“Metro”) recently missed a golden opportunity to take a
major step forward in the 50-year old controversy over how
to relieve traffic congestion in the western San Gabriel
Valley, particularly around the terminus of the 710 Freeway
in Alhambra. 
The occasion was the receipt by the directors of a
geotechnical study, recently completed by Caltrans, to
evaluate the potential of addressing the problem by extending
the 710 Freeway northward by way of one of five potential
tunnel routes. 
Metro missed its opportunity by not committing to a process
of evaluation and cost-benefit analysis of all viable
transportation options for relieving traffic congestion.
Instead, Metro offered only a vague plan to launch a new
round of studies on how traffic could be improved in the
area. Our concern is that this may simply be a thinly masked
effort to continue focus on only one option, the northward
tunnel extension of the 710 freeway. 
After the Federal Highway Administration in 2003 withdrew
its support of an extension of the 710 Freeway at the surface,
the idea of extending the freeway below the surface, in a
deep tunnel, has been advocated. During this period,
however, scant if any consideration has been given to modern
alternatives to freeways. As Congressman Adam Schiff
recently stated, “I believe the next logical step should be to
consider a broad range of transportation options that might
provide the same congestion-relief and improvement in the
quality of life for residents of the region at a cost equal to or
lower than the amount Metro estimates it would take to build
one of the five tunnel alternatives.”
As mayors of cities that are major stakeholders in the region,
we believe Metro failed to consider three critical issues: first,
what solution or solutions can improve regional traffic
circulation and quality of life; second, what is the cost of the
various alternatives, and which alternatives are the most cost
beneficial; and third, what can be done to achieve what has
been missing for over 50 years, a political consensus in
support of the solution.
The fact is that there are several options that could be
effective in tackling the traffic congestion. Recent Metro
efforts to

promote mobility in Southern California have included an
expansion of bus and rail transit services, and investment into
signal synchronization and transportation demand programs to
provide a more balanced, multi-modal system throughout Los
Angeles County. According to a recent Metro report, the next
step needs to recognize current transportation planning
requirements, as well as new and emerging environmental
challenges, such as reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
The last estimate of tunnel construction was $5.6 billion, which
is considerably higher than was estimated when the tunnel was
first proposed. The actual cost is likely to be much higher. With
this significant investment of taxpayer funds, other substantial
projects for traffic mitigation become fiscally competitive. We
owe it to taxpayers and residents to study all viable options in a
project-neutral manner, to understand their costs, and to
conduct proper cost benefit analyses.
Finally, as underscored by the long history of the 710
controversy, outreach and consensus building are now critical
components in transportation planning. Many stakeholders feel
that no alternative to freeway construction has been seriously
entertained. The goal must be to achieve regional accord on the
transportation solution that best reduces congestion while
maintaining the quality of life in our neighborhoods.
At its board meeting last month, Metro directors delayed
consideration of motions that will shape the contours of the 710
study. At this month’s meeting, the directors, when considering
the options, should seize the opportunity to conduct a project-
neutral study of all viable transportation options to address
traffic congestion. A detailed study that includes an analysis of
costs and benefits, as well as identified sources of funding for
each transportation option, must be available before a final
environmental evaluation is conducted. The studies should also
incorporate extensive community feedback – obtained through
monthly outreach meetings throughout affected communities in
the region and from stakeholder advisory committees – on all
the options considered in the study.
Achieving regional consensus will be possible only if all
options are considered seriously, fairly and objectively –
otherwise the stalemate will only continue. We pledge our
support of a genuinely responsible process, and are ready to
participate fully in any way that might be helpful.
The authors are the Mayors of Glendale, La Cañada Flintridge,
Pasadena, and South Pasadena, respectively.



October 8,2010

Doug Failing
Executive Director, Highway Programs

One GatewayPlaza
Mail Stop 99-25-l
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

DearMr. Failing:

The purpose of this letter is to reiterate the position of the City of Glendale vis-a-vis the

SR7i0 gap closure project. The City of Glendale remains consistent with Resolution No.

09-11t ãs approvea byttte Glendale City Council on July 28,2009, which addresses the

tunnel feasiUility specifically and the general subject of "gap closure" alternatives for the

SR 710 freeway frôm I-10 to SR 134t1-210. On behalf of my colleagues and the citizens

of Glendale I want to reiterate our opposition to the SR 710 tunnel alternative or any "gap

closure" alternative that has or could be developed. I would like to express our

opposition as well.to the continued effort and expenditure of tax payer monies in

exploring, studying or developing any type of "gap closure" project. We do not believe

thát any iype of "gap closure" alternative is in the best interest of the City or the region.

We would like to express our belief and desire to instead look at other alternatives to

addressing the concerns of mobility, congestion and the movement of freight from our

ports. Thãse alternatives would include the expansion of mass transit systems, upgrades

and improvements to existing infrastructure and limiting the long distance movement of
cargo/freight from our ports to only rail.

Again, the position ofthe City of Glendale is clear in this matter and we remain opposed

to any other gap closure alternatives.

Sincerely,

Ara Najarian
Mayor
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ANTHONY J. PORTANTINO 
ASSEMBLYMEMBER, FORTY-FOURTH DISTRICT 

The Honorable Ara J. Najarian 
Chair 
Board of Directors 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Chairman Najarian and Board Members: 

STANDING COMMITIEES 

CHAIR, HIGHER EDUCATION 

GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION 

PUBLIC SAFETY 

TRANSPORTATION 

Thank you for your leadership on the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
Board of Directors. As you are keenly aware, there is insufficient information available 
for Metro and other stakeholders to appropriately determine the viability and feasibility 
of a bored tunnel option for the completion of the 710 gap closure. This lack of 
information is in direct conflict with the promises made to the 710 corridor and regional 
interests over the past five years. I respectfully ask that the Metro Board deny any motion 
that prematurely moves forward with an ErR 710 Tunnel project. 

As there has been no cost-benefit analysis done for this proposal, and given the exorbitant 
expense expected for a tunnel project, the prudent, fiscally responsible approach would 
be to identify alternative options available to address the transportation and air quality 
challenges in our region. I fully agree with Congressman Adam Schiff in calling for a 
broad range of transportation options to be considered which provide the most cost 
effective alternatives available to us in overcoming the challenges that are currently 
present and anticipated in the future. 

Frankly, I am disappointed with Metro's insistence on moving this project forward when 
basic and simple questions remain unanswered and the public continues to be fed cursory 
and inconclusive information beyond basic soils and seismic conditions. Although 
promised, to date no one has shown interest in answering the following questions in order 
to properly evaluate the merit of a bored tunnel option: 

• Is a tunnel option financially feasible to finance? 
• How many trucks and cars will utilize this option? 
• What is the cost of a route through each zone studied? 

As a policy maker, it is incomprehensible that anyone would advocate moving forward 
on a project of this historic magnitude without the basic answers to the above three 
questions. 

Representing Cities 
Altadena, Arcadia, Duarte, East Pasadena. La Canada Flintridge, Los Angeles, Mayflower Village, Monrovia, Pasadena, South Pasadena , and Temple City 
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As I have been saying since the beginning of this process, given the historical context of 
the 710 North particular attention must be paid to winning back the public's trust for any 
potential solution. Any move toward narrowing the route for a potential project is 
certainly premature and only serves to confirm the fears of impacted communities: that 
the 710 Tunnel Technical Study was structured merely to fulfill the terms of the 
restrictions placed on the study team by federal legislation and that Zone 3 was the only 
route that was seriously being considered. Within the 710 Tunnel Technical Study itself, 
there is no basis for a possible route to be narrowed down, as the report clearly states that 
it is geotechnically feasible to build a tunnel in any of the five zones . Finally, there is no 
financial data or traffic analysis on any of the five zones to evaluate their relative merit. 

Given the current economic environment, it is critical that we, as policy makers, provide 
the hard working taxpayers of our State with the assurance that we are wisely utilizing 
transportation funds on projects that solve congestion and air quality problems in the 
most cost effective, comprehensive manner which takes into consideration current 
community conditions and the most advanced technologies available. 

Let us not move forward simply for the sake of moving forward. Rather, let us join 
together to identify the best solutions that will serve our constituencies and communities 
in the manner in which they deserve. 

Sincerely, 

~j~~/~I-IJM~ 
ANTHONY 1. PORT ANTlNO 
Assemblymember, 44th District 

cc: 
Mayor Don Voss, City of La Canada Flintridge 
Councilman Jose Huizar, City of Los Angeles 
Mayor Bill Bogaard, City of Pasadena 
Mayor Richard Schneider, City of South Pasadena 
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La Cañada 2
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710 tunnel could devastate the region
By Assemblyman Anthony J. Portantino

September 29,2010 | 2:19 p.m.

Today, the city of La CafradaFtintridge is under the direct threat of increased traffrc congestion and air
pollution from the proposed completion of the 710 Freeway. Caltrans and MTA are proposing to move forward
with the scoping and environmental study of a tunnel as an alternative to a surface-routed 710.

Despite ardent calls from the La CañadaFlintridge City Council and my office to slow this process, freeway
proponents plan to charge ahead, potentially before even January. It is imperative that we continue to advocate
for a valid cost-benefit analysis before hundreds of millions oftaxpayer dollars are wasted on a tunnel project
that will be a financial disaster and devastate Northeast Los Angeles, South Pasadena, Pasadena, La Crescenta,

Glendale andLa Cañada Flintridge. Residents interested in helping to stop the 710 can sign up on Facebook
(NO 710 Freeway Tunnel), or contact Jan Soohoo at jan@soohoos.org or (818) 952-4103. Additional
information can be garnered from Julianne from my ofüce and Ann Wilson at LCF City Hall. Get involved now
before it's too late to stop this train wreck.

How did we get here, and what has LaCañadaFlintridge been doing about it?

During the 1998 special election for a seat on our city council, former Los Angeles Fire Chief Don Manning
was the fïrst to highlight the 710 as a serious issue to be addressed. Upon being elected to the city council a year
later, I requested we take a formal position to support an alternative to extending the 710 freeway. Today, the
LaCañada Flintridge City Council continues to be a strong opponent of both the surface route and the tunnel
extensions.

The 710 Freeway is a S0-year old transportation policy that fails to consider how the economy, worldorce habits
and transportation needs have all dramatically changed. In 2005, the Federal Highway Administration
decertified the environmental impact report for the surface route and rescinded the record of decision,
essentially deleting the freeway from the federal highway program. South Pasaden4 Pasadena andLa Cartada
were all approached by the MT,\ Caltrans and the Southern California Association of Governments and asked
to entertain a tunnel option. South Pasadena and Pasadena took no formal position on the tunnel and voted not
to oppose sound research ofa tunnel option.

Some of the information that was shared with La Cañada contradicted the information shared with South
Pasadena and Pasadena. Our cþ council was additionally asked to comment on documents that we were
forbidden to read. The conclusion I drew from this request was that proponents wanted to publicly say that we
were consulted, viithout actually sharing any information with us or garnering any meaningful input.



It became clear that project proponents were embarking on a severely flawed process of evaluating the
feasibility of a tunnel as an option to a surface freeway, I have personally been misled on numerous occasions

by proponents of the tunnel. The long-promised comprehensive feasibility study has never been completed and

each faulty study has been followed by promises that the community's questions will be answered in the next
study. To date, no one can tell you how much the project will cost and how many cars and trucks will use it. An
average citizenwould not choose to build an addition to his home without first knowing how many square feet
he was building and how much it would cost. Yet, MTA and Caltrans are determined to march toward the
tunnel without the answer to these two basic questions.

I have lost any trust that the pro-tunnel machine will be objective, or willing to provide appropriate answers to
appropriate questions in the tunnel debate. There have been several efforts to utilize Sacramento in order to
usurp the local process, most recently through a senate bill that sought to declare the tunnel as the preferred

alternative to the gap closure. I strongly opposed this bill and worked to get the governor's office to veto it. I
have joined with the city of La Cañada Flintridge as a vocal critic of the latest geotechnical study - not for its
understanding of soils and subsurface conditions, but because it contains no comparative analysis or financial
feasibility. Yet agaiq the proponents are preparing to move forward to the nert study.

Recently, I brought my questions to the state transportation commission and, for the first time, felt that my
concerns were considered. Our current city council has been doing an excellent job of collaborating with other
freeway opponents and our mayors have attended many regional meetings, asking tough questions that search
for answers. Many of those questions remain unanswered by tunnel proponents. There is also a renewed sense

of urgency by our residents who have joined activists from surrounding communities in strong opposition to the
710. These efforts do make a difference. Writing to Chair James Earp of the California Transportation
Commission, Chair Don Knabe of the MTA or Director Cindy McKim of Caltrans to share your views would
be very helpful in our efforts to stop the 710.

There are some who believe that we should embrace the tunnel and trade a formal deletion of the surface route
in exchange. The thinking seems to be that the tunnel will sink under its own financial weight and never get
built. I disagree with this theory. I believe the tunnel proponents are serious in their desire to complete the
tunnel, and that anything that we do to help it along will make increased traffrc on the 210 much more likely. A
freeway tunnel in today's Los Angeles County is outdated and unnecessary. Modern transportation planners are
reintroducing mass transit and alternative methods of moving goods. The cost of a tunnel option will be
astronomical and since no traffic analysis has been undertaken in consideration of today's traffic patterns, there
is no guarantee that a tunnel will provide the congestion and air-quality relief that would justify such an amount
of money. Meanwhile, there are a number of other contemporary transportation projects that can be completed
for a fraction of the tunnel's cost.

Residents in the corridor must work together and resist efforts to be split ofi, or splintered, by the pitting of one
proposed route against others. This project will be devastating for our entire region. It is not an upstream or
downstrearq east or west issue. This is an outmoded, shortsighted plan on its way to becoming a train wreck.
Decades of construction and billions of dollars must not be wasted on a project that does not solve a
transportation problem and is unnecessary in our region, I am honored to stand with those who continue to issue
a clarion call for modern 21st-century solutions that address our congestion and air-quality issues, developed in
a transparent and open process, that truly considers the input and well-being of all stakeholders throughout our
communities.

ANTEONY J. PORTANTINO (D-La Cañada Flintridge) represents the 44thDistrict in the California State
Assembly. His office phone number is (626) 577-9944,
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August 5, 2009 

ED P. REYES 
Council member, First District 

Mr. Douglas R. Failing, District Director 
California Department of Transportation, District 7 
100 S. Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Failing: 

I am writing to express my opposition to any tunnel or surface route of the SR 
710 Freeway Expansion that would go through the First Council District, more 
specifically Study Zones 1 and 2. 

The goal of the SR 710 expansion is to close the gap between the end of the 710 
Freeway and the Interstate 210 Freeway. I understand that Caltrans has 
conducted a geo-technical route neutral study to determine the feasibility of the 
SR 710 tunnel. However, it seems that the most reasonable and practical route 
would be the most efficient route as determined by distance, cost, and 
environmental considerations. Although not all of the preceding information is yet 
available, proposing that the 710 expansion go through Zones 1 or 2 already 
seem to be impractical and not cost effective based on distance alone. 

Another issue I have with the SR 710 Freeway Expansion Study is the addition of 
Task Order NO.5 to the scope of work. Analyzing environmental conditions such 
as Traffic Evaluations, Tunnel Configurations, Tunnel System Evaluations, Air 
Quality, Noise Studies, Portal Impacts, and Cost Considerations would be more 
appropriately addressed in an Environmental Impact Report. The additional cost 
associated with this study is wasteful, misleading to the public and provides an 
analysis that does not fully investigate the environmental impacts of any 
alternative. I urge you to reconsider spending additional public funds on Task 
Order NO.5. 

In closing, the build out of State Route 710 will have great regional impact to the 
City and County of Los Angeles, I hope that the concerns raised by myself, the 
Steering Committee and the public will be wholeheartedly taken into account 

The First District: "Home of the Original Suburbs" 



throughout this process. Please feel free to contact Susan Wong of my staff 
should you have any questions at (213) 473-7001. 

Sincerely, 

~:e.~ 
Councilmember, First District 

Cc: Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 
Supervisor G!oria Mo!ina, First District 
Assemblymember Kevin de Leon, 45th Assembly District 
Senator Gil Cedillo, 22nd Senatorial District 
Arthur Leahy, CEO, Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
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ADAM B. SCHIFF 
29TH D ISTRICT. CAUFORNIA 

April 20, 2010 

Los Angeles County MetropOlitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

Dear Chairman Najarian and Board Members: 

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 

o 326 CANNON H OUSE DFACE BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, DC 20515 

1202)225-4176 

o 

FAX: (202) 225-5828 

DISTRICT OFFICE: 

87 NORTH RAYMOND A VENUE 

S UITE 800 
PASADENA, CA 91103 

1626) 304-2727 
FAX: (626) 304-0572 

E-MAIL I/'A WEB ADDRESS AT; 

www.house.gov/schiff 

As you know, some years ago I secured $2.4 million to fund a route neutral analysis of the 
technological feasibility of a tunnel in any potentially viable corridors. It was my belief then, as it 
is now, that this study needed to be objective and thorough so that policy leaders and the public 
could make well-informed decisions about the next steps to improve traffic flow and reduce 
congestion in our region. I considered this to be the first stage of a rational process to end the 
decades-long debate about how to better move people in our traffic congested communities. 

The recently released Final State Route 710 Tunnel Geotechnical Study showed that a tunnel 
was technically feasible in all five zones studied in the report. This was an important 
conclusion, because it informs us that we now have a new and serious option to be considered 
in determining the best way forward for our region. 

As I indicated in my meeting of March 1'1 with Metro Director of Highway Programs Doug 
Failing, Caltrans Director Randell Iwasaki, and Caltrans District Director Michael Miles, I believe 
that the next logical step - or second stage of the process -- should be to consider a broad 
range of transportation options that might provide the same congestion relief and improvement 
in the quality of life for residents of the region at a cost equal to or lower than the amount Metro 
estimates it would take to build one of the five tunnel alternatives. 'As the cost of building the 
tunnel is considerably higher than first estimated (when proposed only a few years ago, it was 
suggested the tunnel could be completed at not much more than the at-grade proposal, or for 
around $1 .3 billion, and I understand that it is currently estimated to cost approximately $5 
billion), this makes other substantial transportation projects now fiscally competitive. The tunnel 
may prove to be the best solution, and I continue to reserve judgment, but we owe it to the 
taxpayers and residents to consider any cost-effective solution. 

Stakeholders in all parts of the region should be consulted about which options should be part of 
this second stage analysis. All viable options that can compete with the cost of the tunnel 
should be given the same neutral and objective consideration that characterized the tunnel 
study just concluded, in a process which invites substantial input from all the affected 
communities. Ultimately, every community should feel that its input on the matter is thoroughly 
considered and analyzed and all concerns are addressed fairly. Just as the tunnel study was 
conducted in a route neutral manner, so should this next-step analysis consider 
transportation alternatives in a project neutral manner -- neither presuming nor precluding any 
viable cost-effective solution. 

It is my understanding thal a motion to recommend moving forward with the environmental 
stage of the 710 study, and only looking at one of the zones in the technical feasibility study--

THIS STAnONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MAOE OF RECYCLED FIBERS 





Mayor Stephen Sham, City of Alhambra 
Mayor Albert Huang, City of San Gabriel 
Mayor Laura Olhasso, City of La Canada Flintridge 
Mayor Dennis Kneier, City of San Marino 



RESOLUTION 

WH ERE AS. any official position of the City of Los Angeles with respect to legislation, 
rules, regulations or policies proposed to or pending before. a local, state or federal governmental 
body or agency must have first been adopted in the fonn of a Resolution by the City Council 
with the concurrence of the Mayor; and 

WHEREAS, in June 2008, Caltrans and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) began the 1-710 Tunnel Technical Study to examine the 
possibility of extending the 1-710 using a tunnel; and 

WHEREAS, information gathered throughout the Study, which is not an environmental 
assessmen4 will describe soil and sub-surface conditions and will determine the feasibility of 
building a tunnel to complete 1-710; and 

WHEREAS, the addition of Task Order No- 5 to analyze environmental conditions such 
as traffic, tunnel configurations, air quality, just to name a few, would be more appropriately 
addressed in an Environmental Impact Report; and 

WHEREAS. all practicable means for extending the J-710 are being considered within 
the study area. which is currently divided into five (5) Zones; and 

WHEREAS, even though not all the information is yet available, proposing that the 1-710 
be expanded through Zones I or 2 in the City of Los Angeles seems to be impractical and not 
rost-effective based on distance alone. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, with the concurrence of the Mayor, that by 
the adoption of this Resolution, the City of Los Angeles hereby includes in its 2009-10 State 
Legislali\'e Program OPPOSITION to the extension of 71 0 through Zones I and 2 as defined by 
Caltrans in their SR-71 0 Tunnel Technical Study. 

BE IT FURlllER RESOL YEO, in light of the recent passage of SB 545 by the 
California State Legislature, which fails to offer protection for the community of EI Sereno if a 
freeway tunnel is constructed, the City also OPPOSES any freeway tunnel portal that does not 
begin south of Valley Boulevard. 

PRESENTED BY: ___ _ _ _ _ 
ERIC GARCETTI 
Councilmember 
] 31b District 

SECONDED BY: _____ _ _ 

JOSE HUIZAR 
Councilmember 
14th District 

ED P. REYES 
Councilmembcr 
1 st District 



RESOLUTION 

INFORMATION TECH. & GOVT. AFFAIRS 

S£.P 3 () ZOG9 

WHEREAS, any official position of the City of Los Angeles with respect to legislation, 
rules, regulations or policies proposed to or pending before) a local, state or federal governmental 
body or agency must have first been adopted in the fonn of a Resolution by the City Council 
with the concurrence of the Mayor; and 

WHEREAS, in June 2008, Caltrans and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (Metro) began the I-710 Tunnel Technical Study to examine the 
possibility of extending the 1-710 using a tunnel; and 

WI-IEREAS, information gathered throughout the Study, which is not an environmental 
assessment, will describe soil and sub-surface conditio~s and will determine the feasibility of 
building a tunnel to complete I-71 0; and 

WHEREAS, the addition of Task Order No.5 to analyze environmental conditions such 
as traffic, tunnel configurations\,> air quality, just to name a few, would be more appropriately 
addressed in an Environmental Impact Report; and 

WHEREAS, all practicable means for extending the I-710 are being considered within 
the study area, which is currently divided into five (5) Zones; and 

WHEREAS, even though not all the information is yet available, proposing that the 1-710 
be expanded through Zones 1 or 2 in the City of Los Angeles seems to be impractical and not 
cost-effective based on distance alone; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, with the conCUlTence of the Mayor, that by 
the adoption of this Resolution, the City of Los Angeles hereby includes in its 2009-10 State 
Legislative Program OPPOSITION to the extension of 710 through Zones 1 and 2 as defined by 
Caltrans in their SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study and SUPPORT for a study that explores a 
tunnel option to close the 1-210/1-710 gap via Zone 3 where construction of any portal begins 
south of Valley Boulevard to eliminate disruption to the residential neighborhoods in the 
community of EI Sereno. 

PRESENTED BY:~. It!.. 
ERIC GARCE!TI 
Councilmember 13 tn District 

~1?12 ~A 
ED p., REYES ."v 
Council member ) 1 st District 

SECONDED BY: ~ 
September 30. 2009 

Councilmember 14th District 



Adopted 
7/28/09 
Drayman/Friedman 
Noes: Weaver 

RESOLUTION NO. ~0~9~-~J~JJL-____ ___ 

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE OPPOSING 
ALTERNATIVES FOR THE PROPOSED "GAP" CLOSURE OF THE SR 710 FREEWAY 

BETWEEN THE 1-10 AND THE I-210/SR 134 FREEWAYS. 

WHEREAS, as long as 40 years ago the State Department of 

Transportation proposed an extension of the SR 710 Freeway to 

"close a gap" between the Interstate 10 Freeway to the South and 

Interstate 210 and the SR 134 Freeways to the North to relieve 

circuitous travel and traffic congestion; and 

WHEREAS, the impacts of said freeway extension have been 

debated at length; and 

WHEREAS, in 2006, a Tunnel Feasibility Assessment Study 

(STUDY) concluded that an option to construct a tunnel to close the 

gap between the 1-10 and the SR-134/I-210 (Tunnel Alternative) was 

feasible; and 

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation is now 

expanding the STUDY to review possible tunnel route options, 

conducting geo-technical surveys and engaging in public outreach 

and education; and 

WHEREAS , there has been much debate about the potential 

impacts on local roads and highways, in and around Glendale should 

a Tunnel or any other "gap closure" alternative be selected and 

constructed, including a projection that daily traffic would 

increase significantly as follows: over 30,000 vehicles per day on 

the 1-210 North of the SR 134; about 2500 daily truck trips on 1-

210 between the SR-134 and SR-2; about 2500 daily truck trips on 1-

210 between the SR-2 and 1-5; approximately 1000 vehicles per day 

8 1 



on Foothill Boulevard between the SR- 134 and SR- 118. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, CALIFORNIA: 

SECTION 1. That the Council hereby e xpresses its OPPOSITION 

to the Tunne l o r any other alte rnative for the proposed "gap 

closure " of the SR 710 Freewa y between the 1-10 and the I - 210/SR 

134 Freeways. 

SECTION 2 . The Council further authorizes the Mayor or the 

City Manager to take such other future action , including letters 

and/or other lobbying efforts , that they deem necessary to express 

OPPOSITION to any alternative proposing a " gap closure". 

SECTION 3. The Council further exp resses interest in the 

revi ew , assessment and study of alternatives which do not include a 

" gap closure " proposal. 

Adopted this 28th day of ______ ~TJ~Jl~l~'--------------, 2009. 

~dZ4 
I Mayor 

ATTEST: 

~~D~~O~ORM 
CITY ATIORNEY 

DATE 2-Z9-09 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
SS 

I , ARDASHES KASSAKHIAN , City Clerk of the City of Glendale , 

certify that the foregoing Resolution No. 09- 111 was 

adopted by the Council of the City of Glendale , California , at a 

regular meeting held on the 28th day of ~Ily , 2009 , 

and that same was adopted by the followi ng v o te: 

Ayes: Drayman, Friedman, Najar i an, Quintero 

Noes: Weaver 

Absent: None 

Abstain: None 

J: \ FILES\DOC FILES\RBSO\SR710 Extension reso op [ posing tunne l al t 09 .wpd 
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT 

 
MEETING DATE: 
 

 March 29, 2010 

SUBJECT: 
 

 Resolution opposing the tunnel alternative to the extension of the 
SR-710 freeway between the I-10 and the I-210 freeways and 
calling on Metro, Caltrans and SCAG to find new, effective 
alternatives to resolve congestion 
 

PRESENTER:  Ann Wilson, Senior Management Analyst 
 

REQUESTED ACTION: 
 

 Approve Resolution 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
 

 None 

 
DESCRIPTION: Since 1959, the State of California has wanted to connect the SR-710 to the I-210, and 
pushed forward with a surface highway route through the City of South Pasadena and extending north to 
the I-210.  This alternative, through many legal actions, was found to be environmentally unworkable 
and the state withdrew its Notice of Determination in 2004 
 
In 2002, Caltrans, in consultation with the Federal Highway Administration, determined that the 
consideration of a tunnel was appropriate as an alternative to the surface highway route.  By 2006, the 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) had conducted their “Route 710 
Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment Report,” which concluded that the tunnel was “feasible” and 
stating that any environmental considerations could be “minimized, eliminated or mitigated.”  The City of 
La Cañada Flintridge, its comments and objects submitted to Metro, argued, in part, that the study was 
not environmentally based, thus, did not adequately cover environmental issues, therefore, such a 
conclusion could not be reached. 
 
The University of Southern California, Keck School of Medicine, Division of Environmental Health, 
Department of Preventative Medicine, independently reviewed the Metro study.  Dr. Rob McConnell 
stated in his analysis that “the increase in truck and automobile traffic on the I-210 freeway resulting 
from the proposed SR-710 extension would increase the exposure of surrounding communities to 
vehicular pollutants that may cause asthma and other respiratory disease.”  In addition, the USC 
Children’s Health Study stated that there is “emerging scientific consensus that residential or school 
proximity to major traffic corridors is associated with respiratory impairment in children and in adults.”  
Additionally, this study indicated that residential proximity to freeways is associated with increased rates 
of asthma, and that a group a pollutants is associated with slower growth in lung function, which is a 
strong predictor of debilitating lung disease and mortality in later life.”  The City of La Cañada Flintridge 
has over 20 schools in close proximity to the freeway, as well as many homes. 
 
In 2008, over the objections of the City of La Cañada Flintridge and the City of South Pasadena, as well 
as Assembly Member Portantino’s office, both the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 
and Metro had adopted the tunnel as a priority project in their Long Range Transportation Plans.  These 
actions demonstrated that this project was the primary project both regional agencies considered to be 
the solution to the congestion problems for the area and the larger region. 
 
Also in 2008, Caltrans and Metro began their “SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study.”  This study, in final draft 
form now, studied only the geotechnical aspects of the tunnel.  The City of La Cañada Flintridge 
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submitted comments and objections to this study, finding in part that the study did not contain sufficient 
review of the information obtained. 
 
Additionally in 2008, Metro passed an ordinance which proposed the placement of Measure R, a sales tax 
initiative, on the November ballot.  The Measure contained $780 million to go towards the tunnel.  Since 
the proposed project had not undergone adequate review under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), and, thus, should not be funded, the City of La Cañada Flintridge and the City of South Pasadena 
filed lawsuits to prevent this project from being funded.  However, at this time, the tunnel will still receive 
this funding. 
 
In 2009, the City of Glendale passed a Resolution opposing alternatives to the proposed “gap” closure of 
the SR-710 freeway between the I-10 and the I-210/SR134 freeways. 
 
Also, in 2009, SCAG conducted a study entitled the “SR-710 Missing Link Truck Study (Preliminary Draft 
Final Report)” which was conducted for the Arroyo-Verdugo Subregion to predict truck and other traffic 
that might occur as a result of the completion of the SR-710 extension along its originally planned route 
through (or under) the City of South Pasadena.  The City of La Cañada Flintridge Traffic Engineer, upon 
analysis of the information in the report, made the following important findings: 

1. Of the 80+ study segments that are currently operating over capacity (Level of Service (LOS) “F” 
– the lowest rating Caltrans can give and the point at which gridlock occurs, over 60 (75%) of 
these segments will remain over capacity after a tunnel is built. 

a. Many believe that streets such as Fair Oaks Blvd., Fremont Avenue, Los Robles Avenue 
and Atlantic Boulevard would begin to improve once a tunnel was built.  However, these 
streets will still operate over capacity with severe congestion. 

b. At least 12 arterial streets…will experience higher traffic volumes solely due to the 
tunnel. 

2. If the tunnel is completed by 2030, the following is projected to occur: 
a. More than a 25% increase in daily traffic volumes on I-210; 
b. An additional 30,000 vehicles per day on I-210; 
c. An additional 2,500 trucks per day on I-210; 
d. 850 additional trucks in the PM peak hour on I-210; 
e. Truck percentage on I-210 will increase from 11% to over 20%; and 
f. Since portions of the I-210 will operate at Level of Service (LOS) “F,” traffic will be forced 

onto local streets. 
3. The overall number of vehicle miles traveled would increase in the peak hour, bringing many 

environmental impacts. 
4. The overall number of vehicle hours would increase (more delay, gas consumption and air 

pollution). 
5. The system-wide, regional benefit would only be an increase in overall speed of .6 miles per 

hour. 
6. Motorists would be driving farther and spending more time on the road if the tunnel is built. 

 
The SCAG and USC studies together indicate the following conclusions: 

• If the tunnel is completed, 75% of local streets would still be gridlocked; 
• The tunnel would cause significant, detrimental traffic and truck impacts on the I-210 

freeway through the cities of Glendale, Pasadena, La Cañada Flintridge, and the community 
of La Crescenta; 

• The tunnel connection would make overall driving conditions worse regionally; 
• The tunnel itself would be gridlocked soon after completion; 
• Due to a lack of substantive reduction of gridlock, most of the residents south of the tunnel 

would continue to be impacted by respiratory problems associated with pollution and the 
residents along the I-210 freeway would have increased gridlock.  Those residents would 
therefore see an increase in respiratory problems, particularly affecting children and other 
residents along the freeway. 
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These conclusions show the tunnel to be ineffective, and in fact, detrimental, not just for the City of La 
Cañada Flintridge, but for the region in general. 
 
The attached resolution formalizes the long-held opposition of the City Council to both the surface 
highway route and the tunnel.  It also calls upon Metro, Caltrans and SCAG to find effective alternatives 
to resolve the congestion problem. 
 
OPTIONS: 1. Approve the Resolution opposing the tunnel alternative to the extension of the 

SR-710 freeway between the I-10 and the I-210 freeways and calling on Metro, 
Caltrans and SCAG to find new, effective alternatives to resolve congestion. 

  2. Do not approve the Resolution and provide staff with further direction. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   Approve the Resolution opposing the tunnel alternative to the extension of the 

SR-710 freeway between the I-10 and the I-210 freeways and calling on Metro, 
Caltrans and SCAG to find new, effective alternatives to resolve congestion. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Resolution opposing the tunnel alternative to the extension of the 

    SR-710 freeway between the I-10 and the I-210 freeways and calling on 
    Metro, Caltrans and SCAG to find new, effective alternatives to resolve 
    congestion. 



RESOLUTION NO. 10-12 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LA CAÑADA 
FLINTRIDGE OPPOSING THE TUNNEL ALTERNATIVE TO THE 

EXTENSION OF THE SR-710 FREEWAY BETWEEN THE I-10 AND THE I-
210 FREEWAYS AS WELL AS THE STATE-ADOPTED SURFACE 

ALTERNATIVE AND CALLING ON METRO, CALTRANS AND SCAG TO 
FIND NEW AND EFFECTIVE ALTERNATIVES TO RESOLVE CONGESTION 

 
WHEREAS, the area between the I-10 and the I-210 suffers from congestion; and  
 
WHEREAS, a viable regional solution for this congestion must be found; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 1959, the State of California adopted the highway surface route extending north 
from the I-710 freeway to the I-210 freeway; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of South Pasadena, beginning in 1964, has filed many objections, 
injunctions and lawsuits in an ongoing dispute over the surface alternative; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2002, Caltrans and the FHWA determined that consideration of a tunnel as an 
alternative to the surface highway route was appropriate; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2006, Metro released its “Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment 
Report,” declaring the tunnel to be a “feasible” alternative and stating that environmental 
considerations could be “minimized, eliminated or mitigated;” and  
 
WHEREAS, the City of La Cañada Flintridge submitted comments and objections to Metro, 
stating, in part, that there was insufficient evidence in the report to make such a finding, and 
the study, as well as its conclusion was flawed, since very little environmental study was 
conducted; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2007 and 2008, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and 
Metro individually included the tunnel as a priority project within their adopted Regional 
Transportation Plans, thereby demonstrating that the potential project had been chosen as the 
major as well as the most costly project to resolve the congestion problems which exist in the 
immediate region; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2008, Caltrans and Metro began their “SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study,” a study 
which was to be “route-neutral” and which would study technical feasibility, particularly 
geotechnical feasibility; and 
 
WHEREAS, the “SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study” final draft was completed in March 2009 with 
the City submitting comments and objections to Caltrans and Metro regarding this study, stating 
in part, that the study does not contain sufficient review of the information obtained; and 
 
WHEREAS, in 2008, Metro passed an ordinance to place Measure R on the ballot, including 
$780 million for the tunnel, despite that the proposed tunnel project had not undergone proper 
CEQA review, which was approved by voters by a narrow margin; and 
 
WHEREAS, based upon the Southern California Association of Governments “SR-710 Missing 
Ling Truck Study” (Preliminary Final Draft) (released in 2009); if the tunnel is completed: (1) 
75% of local surface streets would still be gridlocked, operating over capacity with severe 



congestion, with at least twelve arterial streets experiencing higher traffic volumes solely due to 
the tunnel (2) the tunnel would cause significant detrimental traffic and truck impacts on the I-
210 freeway through the cities of Glendale, Pasadena, La Cañada Flintridge and the community 
of La Crescenta (more than a 25% increase in daily volumes on I-210; an additional 30,000 
vehicles per day on I-210; 850 additional trucks in the PM peak hour on I-210; truck percentage 
will increase from 11% to over 20%); and since portions of the I-210 will operate at Level of 
Service (LOS) F, traffic will be forced onto local streets; and (3) the tunnel connection would 
make overall driving conditions worse regionally (motorists would be driving farther and 
spending more time on the road); and 
 
WHEREAS, based upon the Metro “Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment Report” 
(2006), the tunnel is projected to be gridlocked soon after completion; and  
 
WHEREAS, based upon a variety of University of Southern California (USC) studies, including 
the USC California Children’s Health Study, due to a lack of substantive reduction of gridlock (as 
found by other studies), most of the residents south of the tunnel would continue to be 
impacted by respiratory problems associated with pollution, and the residents along the I-210 
freeway would have increased gridlock, with those residents seeing an increase in respiratory 
problems, particularly affecting the lungs of children and other residents along the freeway; and 
 
WHEREAS, the projected cost to design and construct the tunnel are several billion dollars; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of La Cañada Flintridge opposes any 
approval or expenditure of funds for the I-710 proposed tunnel project and the state-adopted 
surface highway route, neither of which have passed CEQA review, and finds that both 
alternatives are ineffective, 20th-century solutions for the existing regional congestion problems, 
which require 21st-century solutions. 
 
Be it also resolved that the City of La Cañada Flintridge calls on Metro, Caltrans and SCAG to 
find other new, effective alternatives to these projects, including those alternatives using rail as 
the mode of transportation, which will truly solve the region’s congestion problems. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this 29th Day of March, 2010. 
 
           ______________________________ 
        Laura Olhasso, Mayor 
ATTEST:  
 
__________________________ 
Sylvia Baca, City Clerk 



State of California  ) 
County of Los Angeles  )   ss. 
City of La Cañada Flintridge ) 
 
I, Sylvia Baca, City Clerk of the City of La Cañada Flintridge, California, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing Resolution No. 10-12 was duly adopted by the City Council of the City of La 
Cañada Flintridge at a Regular Meeting held on the 29th day of March 2010, by the following 
vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCILMEMBERS:     
NOES:  COUNCILMEMBERS:     
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:     
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS:     
 
Dated:   
 
 
_________________________________ 
Sylvia Baca, City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, 
RE-AFFIRMING THE CITY'S OFFICIAL POSITION 

ON THE STATE ROUTE 710 FREEWAY EXTENSION, 
SUPPORTING A MULTI-MODE ALTERNATIVE AND 

RESCINDING RESOLUTIONS 6960 AND 7134 

02/02/11 

WHEREAS, for nearly sixty years, Caltrans has proposed freeway routes that 
impose unacceptable impacts on and irreparable harm to the City of South Pasadena and 
other cities, and the South Pasadena City Council has consistently and vigorously 
opposed proposed State Route 710 (SR-710) North extensions; and 

WHEREAS, the City of South Pasadena and the National Trust for Historic 
Preservation, the Sierra Club, Natural Resources Defense Council, the Trust for Public 
Land, the Environment Defense Fund, California Public Interest Research Group, Friends 
of the Earth, Taxpayers for Common Sense, and others are on record in favor of a multi
mode alternative, a thoughtful and much-needed conceptual regional transportation plan 
designed by a nationally-renowned transportation engineering firm, with the input of a 
broad based coalition of environmental, historic preservation, neighborhood, grass-roots 
organizations and citizens within South Pasadena and other cities, to improve travel 
within the region and to protect the environment and relieve traffic congestion, provide 
jobs, preserve affordable housing, and to save historic neighborhoods, and could now be 
updated and expanded to include measures beyond the immediate corridor that vitiate the 
need for any form of freeway extension; and 

WHEREAS, the following public officials and reports have all declared that the 
surface route 710 extension will never be built because of its unacceptable environmental 
impacts: former Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) executive 
director Mark Pisano while in office; former Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
District 7 Director Doug Failing, who is now on Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro) staff; Alhambra city official Barbara Messina; Senator Gil Cedillo; Assembly 
Member Michael Eng, and legislative committee reports; and 

WHEREAS, while SCAG removed the surface route 710 North Extension from 
the regional transportation plan, it wrongfully included as a constrained project a bored 
tunnel (tunnel) to extend the SR-710 freeway from its northern terminus at Valley 
Boulevard in the EI Sereno community of the City of Los Angeles to the 210 freeway in 
the City of Pasadena, despite the failure of the tunnel to meet the federal criteria of a 
constrained project; and 
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WHEREAS, despite South Pasadena's persistent requests, neither Caltrans nor 
the state administration will officially remove the SR-710 North surface extension from 
the Streets and Highways Code (even though the Legislature enrolled SB 545 to that 
effect), or otherwise stipulate in South Pasadena v. Slater in the United States District 
that the surface freeway will not be considered in future action; and 

WHEREAS, despite the requirement from the Federal Highway Administration 
in its record of decision on the freeway that there be an analysis of the effectiveness of 
interim improvements in the freeway corridor before considering the freeway extension, 
no such analysis has been conducted; and 

WHEREAS, the City's 2003 resolution reiterating its opposition to a freeway 
but stating that it did not oppose sound research evaluating a tunnel produced no 
cooperation from state and regional authorities to meet the city's need for removal of the 
surface route and release of Caltrans-owned properties whose surface estates are no 
longer needed; but has instead produced a series of unwarranted efforts to accelerate 
tunnel approval and funding in advance of the required sound research and environmental 
assessment, while tunnel proponents have misstated the City's position, producing 
unwarranted distrust of the City Council among South Pasadena citizens; and 

WHEREAS, since the City's 2003 resolution, two reports have been presented, 
the latest of which proposes that a tunnel is geotechnically feasible in five possible 
corridors; neither of these reports, however, answered the basic questions of this 
alternative's benefits and costs, both social and fiscal; and 

WHEREAS, Metro included $780 million for an SR-71 0 tunnel in Measure R, 
the sales tax initiative that passed in November, 2008, and has since increased the amount 
to $1.18 billion, although this would be only a small portion of the cost of the tunnel, 
which has been subject to cost estimates of up to $11.8 billion; and 

WHEREAS, there have been conflicting reports with regard to the use of, or the 
need for, the proposed tunnel alternative, with Caltrans emphasizing commuter and street 
congestion relief with no truck traffic diversion from Route 5, even though this was an 
early freeway objective, while the recent legislative efforts (SB 545) emphasized goods 
movement, and a SCAG draft study projected that completion of a 710 tunnel would 
greatly increase the number of trucks traveling up the 710 freeway and east on the 210 
freeway; and 

WHEREAS, tunnel proponents propose that a tunnel be constructed in a 
public/private partnership (PPP) and that the tunnel be operated as a toll facility that 
would primarily serve truck traffic emanating from the Ports of Los Angeles/Long Beach; 
and yet several privately-funded toll roads in Southern California have become insolvent 
or resulted in bankruptcy, requiring further public investment exceeding that originally 
envisioned for such projects; and 
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WHEREAS, public health studies show that persons living near freeways and 
tunnels are exposed to an increased risk of illness and death; in 1998 the former Regional 
Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection Agency questioned the air 
quality benefits of the proposed freeway extension; responsible studies show that new 
freeways actually induce traffic (including traffic on adjacent surface streets) in the long 
run; and safety concerns would likely require that the design of a tunnel include 
emergency exits; and 

WHEREAS, Caltrans has not properly maintained the hundreds of houses that it 
owns in the previously adopted freeway corridor, and their continued ownership of these 
houses is contrary to the interests of the cities in which the houses are located and the 
residents of the houses alike; and 

WHEREAS, Caltrans expresses a desire to be out of the landlord business, and 
the State is now putting many of its public properties up for sale, but the State refuses to 
release the surface estates in the more than 500 properties it has owned for more than 40 
years in the now-abandoned 710 surface freeway project corridor; and 

WHEREAS, many needed transit projects now in Los Angeles County serve the 
interests of the region better than a 710 tunnel, which if built, is currently projected not to 
be completed until 2030; and conducting environmental review of the proposed tunnel 
would cost an estimated $30-40 million, which could better be spent elsewhere; and 

WHEREAS, the cities of Glendale and La Caf'iada Flintridge oppose 
construction of a 710 tunnel project, and the City of Los Angeles opposes it within its 
jurisdiction. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH 
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETERMINE AND 
ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The South Pasadena City Council does hereby rescind Resolutions 
6960 and 7134 which contained the City's official position on the SR-710 North 
Extension. 

SECTION 2. The South Pasadena City Council does hereby oppose any 
proposal, surface or subsurface, to extend the SR -710 freeway from Valley Boulevard in 
the City of Los Angeles to the 210 freeway in the City of Pasadena, and instead 
wholeheartedly supports further development of a fiscally and environmentally 
responsible alternative, that includes elements of a multi-mode transportation system. 
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SECTION 3. The South Pasadena City Council determines that any extension of 
the SR-710 North Extension is not worthy of further consideration for a number of 
reasons: any extension would not reduce congestion in the corridor; it would create 
significant adverse health impacts on, and possible community disruption to, South 
Pasadena residents; and the extension's costs would be disproportionately high and not 
justified in light of other competing transportation and social needs. 

SECTION 4. The South Pasadena City Council reiterates its support for further 
development and implementation of elements of a multi-mode solution that includes but 
is not limited to an integrated comprehensive network of efficient light-rail, heavy-rail, 
bus and bicycle systems throughout the San Gabriel Valley. We direct staffto work with 
other jurisdictions to fund an update of this multi-mode alternative and to submit it to the 
Federal Highway Administration, Caltrans, and Metro. We further request that this 
alternative be pursued by the Governor, the California State Legislature, SCAG, Caltrans, 
Metro and others rather than an extension of the SR-710 North. 

SECTION 5. Recognizing that Measure R specifies that $780 million is to be 
allocated to a 710 tunnel, and that Metro staff will likely recommend that its governing 
board authorize an Environmental Impact Report on a tunnel, and recognizing that such a 
study would be extremely costly, the South Pasadena City COlmcil requests Metro and 
Caltrans to instead contract with an independent research organization, agreed upon by 
stakeholders in the corridor of the proposed SR-710 North Extension, to conduct a 
comparative cost-benefit study ofthe tunnel versus an updated multi-mode alternative 
that would rely upon transit and mobility improvements. 

SECTION 6. The South Pasadena City Council requests that the Governor of 
California, the California State Legislature, SCAG, Metro, Caltrans, and others work with 
the City of South Pasadena, the City of Pasadena, and the El Sereno representatives of the 
City of Los Angeles, and others, to implement a plan for complete and final elimination 
of the surface freeway alternative, and sale of the surface estate in the corridor. 

SECTION 7. Staff is directed to distribute this resolution to all interested parties 
and urge other cities, elected officials, regional agencies and organizations to support 
elements of a multi-mode transportation system. 

SECTION 8. This resolution shall become effective immediately upon its 
adoption. 

SECTION 9. The City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this 
resolution and enter it into the book of original resolutions. 
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED ON this 2nd day of February, 2011. 

Ml e en, Mayor 

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

--Richard L. Adams II, City Attorney 

I HEREBY CERTIFY the foregoing resolution was duly adopted by the City 
Council of the City of South Pasadena at a regular meeting held on the 2nd day of 
February, 2011, by the following vote: 

AYES: Cacciotti, Putnam, Schneider, Sifuentes and Mayor Ten 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ABSTAINED: None 
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Crescenta Valley Town Council 

March 10, 2010 

www,crescentavalleytowncouncil,org 
p,O, Box 8676 

La Crescenta, CA 91224-0676 
(818) 248·9387 

contact@thecYcouncil,com 

State of California Department of Transportation 
3412 North Eastern Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90032 

Re: SR-71 0 Tunnel Technical Study, 2010 Community Meetings 

Dear Sirs, 

The Crescenta Valley Town Council is resubmitting a correspondence 
submitted in June 2009 with regard to 710 Tunnel project. 

Please include this correspondence and the attached as part of the final 
geotechnical report, 

Respectfully, 

Uu·~ 
Cheryl Davis 
President 

enc: Letter dated June 11, 2009 
2 pages 
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Crescenta Valley Town Council 
www.crescentavalleytowncouncil.org 

P.O. Box 8676 
La Crescenta, CA 91224-0676 

(818) 248-9387 

June 11, 2009 

California Department of Transportation 
District 7 
100 S. Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Sirs, 

The Crescenta Valley Town Council is strongly opposed to the 710 Tunnel 
Project and the technical study which is underway. 

While the first letter, sent May 17, 2007, has not had a response, let us be 
clear in this correspondence. As elected representatives of the 
unincorporated area in La Crescenta, we have recently held a public meeting 
in which there was strong opposition to the 710 Tunnel Project. We request 
that our opposition be acknowledged and filed along with other Foothill 
Communities. 

It is estimated by experts that the 210 freeway thru the Crescenta Valley 
would bear the brunt of the traffic and congestion resulting from the 
completion of the 710 tunnel. This is not acceptable to us and we cannot 
see any type of mitigation that would ease this unequal burden that our 
community is asked to bear. Congestion, noise, and pollution from the 
additional traffic is unacceptable to our community. 

Additionally, we are strongly opposed to the study in progress. Studying 
five zones, at an approximate cost of $10 million, is wasteful and 
irresponsible, with funds that could be better used elsewhere in our state, 
especially during this time of budget crisis. More consideration should be 
given to the way taxpayer money is spent and the way taxpayer concerns 
are addressed. It appears that this project has been decided upon and the 
"study" is merely a way to waste our money on a project not supported by a 
majority of municipalities. 

"The Community That Cares" 



Crescenta Valley Town Council 
www.crescentavalleytowncouncil.org 

P.O. Box 8676 
La Crescenta, CA 91224-0676 

(818) 248-9387 

We support the alternate plan, proposed by Supervisor Michael Antonovich more than 
ten years ago, which would move containers from LA Ports to an inland site in 
Lancaster via rail. This would alleviate traffic congestion from many parts of Los 
Angeles as well as our community. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Pierce 
President 

CC: 
NEIGHBORING COUNCILS: 
City of Glendale 
City of La Canada-Flintridge 
City of Los Angeles - Neighborhood Council 

-Wendy Gruel, Councilwoman 

COUNTY OFFICIAL: 
Michael Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor 

STATE OFFICIALS: 
Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor 
Bob Huff, Senator 
Carol Liu, Senator 
George Runner, Senator 
Anthony Adams, Assemblyman 
Cameron Smyth, Assemblyman 
Paul Krekorian, Assemblyman 

FEDERAL OFFICIALS: 
Barbara Boxer, Senator 
Dianne Feinstein, Senator 
Adam Schiff, Congressman 
David Dreier, Congressman 

"The Community That Cares" 



ARROYO SECO NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 
Adopted - OCTOBER 26, 2009 

PROPOSED 710 STATEMENT 

The Los Angeles city-certified Arroyo Seco Neighborhood Council (ASNC) represents the historic and unique 
Northeast communrties of Hermon, Monterey Hills, Mount Washing/on, Montecito Heights, and Sycamone Grove in land 
use and other local governmental issues. The ASNC is opposed to any form of an extension to the 710 Freeway through 
the ASNC area if rt will resu~ in: 

The loss of homes, businesses, or any existing amenrties in e~F communities; 

devastation or diminished use of any remaining open areas or green space enjoyed by ASNC 
stakeholders wrthin our boundaries; 

any compromise of the geological stability of our area; 

further delays in the realization of improved public transportation options for ASNC stakeholders; 

increased traffic on our communrties' primary feeder streets as a resu~ of any such extension, whether 
after any proposed constnuction or for extended periods during constnuction; 

more congestion on existing freeways that seiVe our area's residents, workers, etc; 

heightened noise levels related to re-configured traffic fiows; 

placement of ventilation devices that deface the landscape or concentrate pollutants in any of our 
communrties, negatively affecting constrtuent health; 

or, any other environmental or aesthetic degradation that cannot be mrtigated successfully. 

Further, the ASNC urges a consideration of alternatives to the 710 'gap closure" that address more precisely 
the current and future needs of our constituents as well as the rest of Southern California - reducing congestion, 
improving air quality, increasing connectivity for pedestrians, making our crties more livable - such as: 

Trip Reduction and Transportation Demand Management for autos; 

low-build options to facilrtate traffic movement within "the gap"; 

a more comprehensive transrt network, providing seamless connectivity; 

heavy rail taking freight to more remote hubs for transfer to trucks. 

The ASNC keeps rts constituency informed through rts website: http://www.asnc.us!as well as its group email: 
asncalert@yahoogroups.com. As the 710 issue evolves, the ASNC will host public fonums to present all sides of the 
debate and offer a venue for all concerned constrtuents to become involved. 

'---------

. __ .---,._. __ . ....-.c..... 

ARROYO SEeO NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 
Post Office Box 42254, Los Angeles. Ca90042 

Phone (866) LA-HELPS 
wv.w.asnc.us 



RESOLUTION OF THE EAGLE ROCK NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
 
The Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council (ERNC) joins other Los Angeles Neighborhood
Councils in opposing the building of an SR-710 toll tunnel (often referred to as the 710
North Extension). We oppose this project and any other freeway building measures through
the Northeast Los Angeles area, as the building and presence of such a tunnel close to Eagle Rock would
adversely affect our residents.

Our opposition arises out of concern for our citizenry's health, safety, quality of life, and
the most certain destruction of, and disruption to, the cohesive, historic neighborhoods
of Northeast Los Angeles.

We are convinced that building such a tunnel:

1) would decimate neighborhoods beyond recognition, dislocate many of our citizenry,
and disrupt life for those remaining for over a decade;

2) is not intended to benefit the citizens of Eagle Rock but instead is intended to bring
freight trucks through our area from the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles; 

3) would clog our existing freeways with around-the-clock freight truck traffic, making
our freeways both dangerous and impassible; 

4) would put the health of our citizenry, and especially our children, at risk from
massively increased exposure to diesel fumes; 

5) that the multi-billion-dollar cost for building and maintaining it would ultimately be
passed back to California taxpayers. 
 
We see no benefit to our neighborhood, and indeed our whole region, and we urge
those promoting this project to implement alternative solutions to port freight problems,
and a more integrated transport system for local traffic, which would be horrendously
complicated by such a toll tunnel. Other solutions exist; we urge that they be utilized.
 
Passed and Approved Unanimously by Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council this 7th day of December,
2010.

Michael Larsen
President - Eagle Rock Neighborhood Council

Executive Officers

Michael Larsen
PRESIDENT

Michael Nogueira
VICE-PRESIDENT

Brian Heckmann
TREASURER

Robert Guevara
SECRETARY

Jared Hardy  
COMMUNICATIONS & GOVERNMENT

RELATIONS OFFICER
 

CITY OF
 LOS 

ANGELES
CALIFORNIA

Antonio 
Villaraigosa

MAYOR

EAGLE ROCK 
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL

P.O.  Box 41652
Los Angeles, CA 90041

____
Website:

www.EagleRockCouncil.org
____

E-Mail:
info@EagleRockCouncil.org

____

EAGLE ROCK NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL   P.O.  Box 41652 Los Angeles, CA 90041
www.EagleRockCouncil.org      info@EagleRockCouncil.org



GL.ASS£LL PARK 
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL OFFICERS 

CHAIRPERSON 
Joseph Elkins 

VICE CHAIRPERSON 
BARDLEY 

SECRETARY 
Philip Iglauer 

TREASURER 
Meggie Darett-Oulroz 

To Whom It May Concern: 

CALIFORNIA 

www.glassellparknc.com 

GLASSELL PARK 
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 

3750 N. Verdugo Road 
Los Angeles, CA 90065 

TELEPHONE: 323-256-4762 

Art Camarillo, Office Manager 

At it's regular monthly stakeholder meeting of September 15, 2009, the 
Glassell Park Neighborhood Council Board unanimously voted to support the 
Glassell Park Improvement Association's position regarding the 710 Tunnel 
Extension as follows: 

We the underSigned oppose the proposed 710 tunnel extension through 
Northeast L.A. A project of this magnitude should be approached with 
caution, considering the enormity of the impacts on the communities 
involved While our opposition is directed to the tunnel extension through 
our neighborhoods, our concern is for an efficient transportation system 
for the entire region that includes a multi-modal low-build approach. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph D. Elkins 

Chair 



To:
Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa
Los Angeles City Council Members
Los Angeles City Hall
200 N. Spring St.
L.A., CA 90012-4801
November 18, 2010

Resolution Against the SR-710 North Gap Closure
The 710 Tunnel

The Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council would like to express our strong
objection to the building of any extension of the 710 freeway whether a surface or tunnel
route. We have become familiar with this CalTrans and MTA project for several years
through our Land Use Committee. The HHPNC Board discussed this matter, studied the
current information, and voted to approve this Resolution.

We join the Cities of Glendale, South Pasadena, and La Canada Flintridge, the
Neighborhood Councils of Arroyo Seco, Glassell Park, and Sunland Tujunga, as well as
many other community groups, and government entities in urging the Los Angeles City
Council to take a stronger stand against this destructive, ineffective project, currently
estimated to cost in the range of $14 billion.

A tunnel will increase, rather than decrease, congestion. Cars will remain on surface
streets to avoid driving in a no-exit pollution filled 5-mile tunnel with trucks, through
earthquake and flood zones, with an estimated toll of $15.

Studies at USC and UCLA show the pollution will be concentrated at the entrance and exit
of the massive tunnel. Drivers inside the tunnel will be subjected to lethal fine-particulate
pollution, one thousand times more concentrated than in outside air. This poisonous
tunnel pollution will be vented directly into our neighborhoods. Where pollution increases,
so does disease.

Construction of similarly large tunnels has been plagued with failures and scandals.
According to MTA, sinkholes and collapse are inevitable. Fires, collapse, and flooding are
not uncommon in large tunnels such as in the notorious Big Dig in Boston
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The high-quality jobs to build this tunnel will go to foreign workers, and managers
experienced with the gigantic machines able to dig tunnels this big, not to the
construction workers, designers, and engineers of Los Angeles.

Spectacular cost, increased congestion, increased disease, years of disruption, few jobs
for Los Angeles - what could we accomplish with a tenth of that funding put into proven
street design, electric heavy rail for freight, and light rail for people, built in Los Angeles
by the people who live here?

Help us implement the 21st Century solutions available now, technologies worthy of the
modern, forward-thinking, innovative city Los Angeles claims to be. Let us not get
trapped in old solutions.  

We do not support this project.

Sincerely,

Chris Smith, President
Historic Highland Park Neighborhood Council



Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council 
March 25, 2011 IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SUNLAND TUJUNGA 

7747 Foothill Blvd., Tujunga, CA 91042 • www.stnc.org • 818-951-7411 • FAX 818-951-7412 
Ron Kosinski VIA EMAIL: (ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov) 
CALTRANS 
100 South Main Street, MS-16A 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: SR-710 GAP CLOSURE PROJECT, SCOPING COMMENTS 

Dear Mr. Kosinski, 

The Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council voted unanimously on June 8,2010 to formally support our Foothill area neighbors in 
opposing the proposed extension of the SR710 Freeway expansion to the 210 Freeway. Our vote also included opposition to the 
possible destruction of 500 homes in the EI Sereno community. We are also very much against the unjustified and unnecessary 
expense of the proposed tunnel which is just one of our many objections to the proposal. 

Our community believes that our government's funds would be better spent investing in real rapid transit, such as a rail system, 
instead ofthe proposed freeway extension, which are only a band aide and not a solution to our growing transit problems, as cities will 
continue to grow. The proposed extension will only rapidly increase traffic through the foothill communities bound by the 210 
freeway and not resolve the transit problem. 

Sunland-Tujunga's goal is to protect our historical community, known for decade's world wide, for its' clean air that provides a safe 
haven from bad air quality for people around the world with respiratory diseases. The toxic air caused by the stop and go emissions 
from additional vehicles will create new health problems and will adversely affect persons who came here because of serious health 
issues. The freeway extension will destroy the environment that makes Sunland-Tujunga a health haven and will probably cause these 
people to move elsewhere in order to continue breathing freely. 

From a safety point, Sunland-Tujunga's logistics leaves us with only two ingress and egress roads in and out of OUT community. In the 
event of a Natural Disaster such as an earthquake or fire, the Foothill Freeway is one of the only two routes in and out of our 
community. Today, when there is an accident on the 210, which happens quite often, Foothill Blvd, our only other throughway is used 
as an alternate route and becomes jammed and practically at a standstill for hours making it a difficult task for local First Responders, 
as well and causes them to lose precious minutes to handle emergencies in our community in a timely manner. This is dangerous for 
our community members. 

We suggest that the Transportation Committee go back to the drawing board and come up with more sustainable solutions to resolve 
the traffic issue. A study of the following suggestions would be a good start. 

• Using the rails to transport goods across the county to a central warehouse in the desert as 
suggested by Supervisor Antonovich 

• Install a light rail system as a workforce connector to and from the harbor area to the foothills 
and give tax credits to companies or their employees who use the system. This would cut 
down on emissions from heavily increased vehicle traffic. 

We look forward to working with you to come up with a proposal that our entire community will welcome and support. 

Respectfu lIy, 

Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council 

~, i:ld 
'-/UJrlff4~ 
Dan McManus 
President 

Cc: Paul Krekorian, Council District 2 
Bill Rosendahl, Chair, LA City Transportation Committee 
Council President, Eric Garcetti, City of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation 
Will Kempton, Director, CAL TRANS 
Doug Failing, District 7 Director, CAL TRANS 
Federal Highway Administration, California Division, 980 N. Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814-2724 



The GPIA respectfully submits its opposition to the proposed Interstate 710 tunnel
extension through Northeast Los Angeles. A project of this magnitude should be
approached with caution, considering the enormity of the impacts on the communities
involved. While our opposition is directed to the tunnel extension through our
neighborhood, our concern is for an efficient transportation system for the greater Los
Angeles area and throughout Southern California.

Fi¡st, we feel that the greater good of this route necessitates a complete transportation
study. Clearly, the primary intent of this gap closure is to funher move goods from the
ports oflos Angeles and Long Beach. We feel, however, that any plan for such
movement of goods should take into account all possible modes of transportation,
including rail and air. The information that has been gathered to date on this topic does
not appear to be current.

Next, the use of a tunnel to extend the incomplete 710 freeway seems counter-intuitive in
Los Angeles. 'We 

have already seen first-hand the dangers that even a much shorter
tunnel have caused truck traffic along I-5 Southbound at the CA-14 interchange. The
construction of the MTA Red Line tunnel also resulted in some destruction. Construction
of a tunnel of this diameter and length raises safety concerns that would immediately
affect the thousands of residences that would sit atop any such tunnel.

The current economic situation also provides for concern. Simply put, the billions of
dollars needed fortotal completion of all phases of this project, including ongoing
maintenance, do not seem to make for a worthwhile project, especially in the greater
scope of the regional transportation scheme. Other routes already exist for the long-haul
movement of goods via trucks throughout Los Angeles. It seems that perhaps providing a
more economic means of moving commuters through this conidor may be necessary.

Finall¡ any northern portal for an Interstate 710 tunnel will likely cause the destruction
of whatever community in which it emerges. This is especially true in Zones I and 2, in
which either Cypress Park(Zone l) or Glassell Park (Zone 2) could literally be wiped off
the map with the construction of a tunnel portal and any connector ramps from one
freeway to another.

As indicated, the Glassell Park Improvement Association has formally voted to oppose
construction of an I-710 tunnel extension through our community. We encourage further
study of all possible transportation solutions throughout the Southern California region in
its place.



Resolution in Support of the
Glendale City Council's position on
the 710 Extension project

The 710 Freeway extension has been a controversial issue for the past 60 years.   The
current Cal Trans project to study five possible routes for a tunnel from the current
terminus of State Route (SR) 710 in Alhambra to the 5, 2, 210 or 605 Freeways is of
great concern to the residents of the Crescenta Valley.

When the 210 Freeway was built in the 1970s the character of the Crescenta Valley
changed with the increased traffic.  Each subsequent extension of the 210 has brought
more noise and pollution yet has failed to ease the traffic burden.    Much of the
Southern California freeway grid proposed during the Eisenhower Administration
was never built.  Subsequent mass public transit projects and developments in
shipping and rail transport of freight have made the highway plan obsolete.

The City of South Pasadena proposes several upgrades to existing streets and freeway
on and off ramps, plus upgrades to bus and Metro Rail service as a cheaper, faster,
and better alternative.   The millions of dollars proposed for the 710 tunnel study and
subsequent lengthy Environmental Impact studies would be better spent on these
alternatives that lead to more sustainable transportation policies.

On July 28, 2009, after much discussion, the Glendale City Council voted to oppose
any extension of SR 710, surface route or one of the five tunnel locations being
studied.

The Far North Glendale Homeowners group of the Crescenta Valley Community
Association supports the Glendale City Council in opposition to this project and
requests the support of the Glendale Homeowners Coordinating Council on this issue
critical to regional transportation.



RESOLUTION NO. 22-09-10 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LA CANADA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OPPOSING THE TUNNEL ALTERNATIVE TO THE EXTENSION OF THE SR-
710 FREEWAY BETWEEN THE 1-10 AND THE 1-210 FREEWAYS AS WELL 

AS THE STATE-ADOPTED SURFACE ALTERNATIVE AND CALLING ON 
METRO, CALTRANS AND SCAG TO FIND NEW AND EFFECTIVE 

ALTERNATIVES TO RESOLVE CONGESTION 

WHEREAS, surface streets in Alhambra, South Pasadena and Pasadena between the 1-10 and 
the 1-210 suffer from significant congestion as do all southern California freeways; and 

WHEREAS, a viable regional solution for this congestion must be found; and 

WHEREAS, in 1959, the State of California adopted the highway surface route (the "surface 
alternative'') extending north from the SR-710 freeway to the 1-210 freeway; and 

WHEREAS, the City of South Pasadena, has filed many objections, injunctions and lawsuits in an 
ongoing dispute over the surface alternative; and 

WHEREAS, in 2002, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the Federal 
Highways Administration (FHWA) determined that consideration of a tunnel as an alternative to 
the surface alternative was appropriate; and 

WHEREAS, in 2006, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
released its "Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment Report," declaring the tunnel to 
be a "feasible" alternative and stating that environmental considerations could be "minimized, 
eliminated or mitigated;" and 

WHEREAS, the City of La Canada Flintridge submitted comments and objections to Metro, 
stating, in part, that there was insufficient evidence in the report to make such a finding, and 
the study, as well as its conclusion was flawed, since very little environmental study was 
conducted; and 

WHEREAS, in 2007 and 2008, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and 
Metro individually included the tunnel as a priority project within their adopted Regional 
Transportation Plans, thereby demonstrating that the potential project had been chosen as the 
primary, as well as the most costly, project to resolve the congestion problems which exist in 
the subject region; and 

WHEREAS, in 2008, Caltrans and Metro began their "SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study," a study 
which was to be "route-neutral" and which would study technical feasibility, particularly 
geotechnical feasibility; and 

WHEREAS, the "SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study" final draft was completed in March 2009 with 
the City submitting comments and objections to Caltrans and Metro regarding this study, stating 
in part, that the study does not contain sufficient review of the information obtained; and 

WHEREAS, in 2008, Metro passed an ordinance to place Measure R on the ballot, including a 
proposed allocation of $780 million for the tunnel, even though the proposed tunnel project had 
not undergone proper California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review. The Measure was 
subsequently approved by the voters by a narrow margin; and 



" 

WHEREAS, based upon the SCAG "SR-710 Missing Link Truck Study" (Preliminary Final Draft) 
(released in 2009); if the tunnel is completed: 

(1) 75% of local surface streets would still be gridlocked, operating over capacity with severe 
congestion, with at least twelve arterial streets experiencing higher traffic volumes solely 
due to the tunnel 

(2) the tunnel would cause significant detrimental traffic and truck impacts on the 1-210 
freeway through the cities of Glendale, Pasadena, La Canada Flintridge and the community 
of La Crescenta (more than a 25% increase in daily volumes on 1-210; an additional 30,000 
vehicles per day on 1-210; 850 additional trucks in the PM peak hour on 1-210; truck 
percentage will increase from 11% to over 20%); and since portions of the 1-210 will 
operate at Level of Service (LOS) F, traffic will be forced onto local streets; and 

(3) the tunnel connection would make overall driving conditions worse regionally (motorists 
would be driving farther and spending more time on the road); and 

WHEREAS, based upon the Metro "Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment Report" 
(2006), the tunnel is projected to be grid locked soon after completion; and 

WHEREAS, based upon a variety of University of Southern California (USC) studies, including 
the USC California Children's Health Study, due to a lack of substantive reduction of gridlock (as 
found by other studies), most of the residents south of the tunnel would continue to be 
impacted by respiratory problems associated with pollution. In addition, the residents along the 
1-210 freeway would have increased gridlock, and experience an increase in respiratory 
problems, particularly affecting the lungs of children and other residents along the freeway; and 

WHEREAS, the La Canada Unified School District (LCUSD) has multiple school sites located 
adjacent to the 1-210 freeway; and 

WHEREAS, additional truck traffic and increased pollutants on the 1-210 freeway would add risk 
to the health of children attending schools near the 1-210 freeway; and 

WHEREAS, the projected cost to design and construct the tunnel is several billion dollars; and 

WHEREAS, this project is out of proportion and far exceeds the small or nonexistent public 
benefit that would be derived from this project; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the LCUSD Governing Board opposes any approval 
or expenditure of funds related to the proposed SR-710 tunnel project and the state-adopted 
surface alternative, neither of which have passed CEQA review, and finds that both alternatives 
are ineffective, 20'h-century solutions for the existing regional congestion problems, which 
require 21 "-century solutions. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the LCUSD Governing Board calls on Metro, Caltrans and SCAG 
to find other new, effective alternatives to these projects, including those alternatives using rail 
as the mode of transportation, which will truly solve the region's congestion problems. 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this 22nd Day of June, 2010 

AYES: 5" 
NOES: 0 
ABSENT: 0 



iii Huntington Hospital 
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March 14, 2011 

tv1r. Ron Kosinski 
Deputy District Director 
Division of Environmental Planning I Caltram;, District 7 
100 S. Main Street, ~4S 16A 
Los Angeles, Califomja 90012 

RE: SR-710 Environmentallrnpact Repon ! Seoping Re4uests 

Dear 11r. Kosinski: 

On behalf of Huntington Memorial Hospital, I wish to fonnally re.qut!sl fhe following 
clements be induded in the SR-71 0 Environmental Impact Report: 

Designate Huntingwn Hospital as a sensitive receptor 

C<..mduct a hot spot analysis of air quality at and around HUlltington Hospj{ul 

Conduct a health impact/health risk assessment at and around Huntington 
Hospital 

These elements should be included in the scope of the EIR in order to appropriatdy 
assess the impact of gases and other particulates that will be exhausted from the 
ventilation to\\'ers to be located inunediately west of the hospital's campus. 

\Ve are; of cours~, concerned about the safety of our patients. employees and visitors, 
and we believe this lntonnation \.vill be important in detcnnining the full etTer.:t of the 
proposed project on Huntington Hospital and its surrounding neighborhoods , 

Thallk you for your consideration . 

.. ~ 
Stephen A. Ralph 
President and Chief Executive Officer 

CC: Bill Bogaard 
Steve Madison 
William Shemlan, 1-.1D. 
Jane Haderlcin 



Ben  Schreiber  
Tax  Analyst  
Friends  of  the  Earth  
1100  15th  Street  NW  
11th  Floor  
Washington,  DC  20005  

  

December  8th,  2010  

  

  

Mayor  Ara  Najarian  
500  N.  Central  Ave.,  #940  
Glendale  CA  91203  

  

  

Dear  Mayor  Najarian,  

  

On  behalf  of  our  activists  and  members  we  want  to  thank  you  for  your  leadership  in  opposition  to  the  I-‐
710  extension.  We  strongly  support  your  call  to  conduct  a  financial  cost  analysis  before  moving  forward  
with  an  environmental  assessment  of  the  I-‐710  expansion  project.  In  these  times  of  financial  belt  
tightening  taxpayers  should  know  the  full  cost  of  this  massive  project  before  spending  $60  million  or  
more  conducting  an  environmental  assessment.  This  is  especially  true  for  a  flawed  project  such  as  this  
that  is  expensive,  harmful  to  the  environment  and  not  a  long  term  solution  to  congestion.    

  

For  well  over  a  decade  I-‐710  (or  SR-‐710  as  it  was  known  originally)  has  been  a  poster  child  for  wasteful  
spending  that  is  harmful  to  the  environment.  The  only  thing  that  has  changed  in  that  time  is  the  cost.  
Now  estimated  to  cost  $11.8  billion,  I-‐710  was  again  featured  as  a  prime  cut  in  the  report  Green  Scissors  
2010  that  I  co-‐authored  in  July.  

  

Cheaper  and  cleaner  alternatives  exist.  Alternatives  include  multi-‐load/low  build,  increasing  rail  transit,  
bike  lanes,  installing  clean  electric  rail  systems  for  moving  freight  from  the  ports  to  inland  distribution  
centers.  Adding  new  road  miles  only  worsens-‐   and  the  entire   fiscal  crisis  and  
exacerbates  our  climate  crisis  too.    



  

Sincerely,  

  

Ben  Schreiber  
Tax  Analyst  
Friends  of  the  Earth  



  

Chairman  of  the  Board  Don  Knabe  

Los  Angeles  County  Metropolitan  Transportation  Authority  

Los  Angeles,  CA    90012  

Dear  Chairman  Don  Knabe,  

Taxpayers  for  Common  Sense  is  an  independent  and  non-‐partisan  voice  for  taxpayers,  and  for  this  reason  we  

support  a  thorough  re-‐analysis  of  the  estimated  cost  to  build  the  710  gap  closure.    The  cost  estimates  related  to  

this  project  have  varied  so  widely  over  the  years  as  to  be  almost  useless;  but  with  some  estimates  running  as  

high  as  $12  billion,  the  public  has  the  right  to  know  what  it  will  cost  to  build  in  today’s  dollars  before  moving  

forward  with  any  other  aspect  of  the  project.  

Taxpayers  for  Common  Sense  has  been  watching  the  710  project  for  many  years,  and  included  it  in  our  Road  to  
Ruin  report  of  the  most  wasteful  transportation  projects  in  the  nation  in  2004.    Now  that  the  tunnel  option  has  

come  to  the  forefront,  our  concerns  have  only  increased,  leading  us  to  include  it  in  our  most  recent  Green  
Scissors  report,  released  earlier  this  year  in  collaboration  with  a  number  of  environmental  and  consumer  groups,  

as  a  potentially  wasteful  project  that  will  harm  taxpayers  and  the  environment.      We  remain  deeply  concerned  

that  despite  assurances  that  this  project  will  be  built  with  private  dollars,  it  is  federal  taxpayers  who  will  pick  up  

the  tab  if  decisions  to  proceed  are  based  on  a  flawed  financial  analysis.  

Over  the  years,  our  skepticism  regarding  this  project  has  increased  right  alongside  the  projected  cost.    The  

potential  magnitude  of  this  project  is  unlike  any  tunnel  project  previously  constructed  in  this  country,  making  it  

absolutely  necessary  that  all  parties  be  protected  by  entering  into  any  decisions  with  eyes  wide  open.    At  the  

basis  of  this  will  be  a  thorough  and  accurate  cost  estimate.      

We  strongly  support  the  proposed  resolution  and  urge  its  adoption  by  the  Metro  Board  of  Directors.    Only  then  

will  decision-‐makers  and  the  public  have  the  information  necessary  to  make  further  decisions  about  how  to  

proceed.  

Sincerely,  

  

Erich  Zimmermann  

Senior  Policy  Analyst  

Taxpayers  for  Common  Sense  



Green    
SciSSorS 

2010

More Than  $200 billion in Cuts  
To WasTeful and environMenTally  

harMful spending



Since its inception fifteen years ago, the Green 
Scissors campaign has fought to make envi-
ronmental and fiscal responsibility a priority in 

Washington. By eliminating subsidies and programs 
that both harm the environment and waste taxpayer 
dollars, the federal government can protect our natu-
ral resources while reducing the growth of govern-
ment spending and making a significant dent in the 
national debt. Green Scissors 2010 identifies more 
than $200 billion in wasteful government subsidies 
that are damaging to the environment and harmful 
to consumers.

now more than ever, this campaign is critical — 
the country faces deficits not seen since World War 
ii. Spending levels continue to rise: from the stimulus 
to defense, from healthcare to energy. The congres-
sional Budget office (cBo) has forecast a $1.3 trillion 
deficit for fiscal year 2010. The deficit and $13.1 tril-
lion debt have not gone unnoticed by the President, 
Members of congress, and the public, many of whom 
have called for fiscal restraint in Washington. in fact, 
the Administration has recently asked for agencies to 
identify their worst performing programs and called 
for a 5 percent reduction from every non-security 
governmental agency, and republican leadership has 
started the You Cut program that lets taxpayers iden-
tify spending cuts that they would like to see.

i n t r o d u c t i o n

a guide for lawmakers

The Green Scissors 2010 report targets four major areas 

as places for prime cuts: Energy, Infrastructure, Agri-

culture and Biofuels, and Public Lands. Each section 

provides an overview, a summary of the spending cuts 

and a chart of recommended subsidy cuts. Undoubtedly 

there are more cuts that could and should be made, but 

this report is a first step to restoring fiscal sanity while 

also protecting our environment. We call on Congress to 

use this information to make the important cuts that will 

restore our nation’s fiscal and environmental health. 

to get our nation’s spending in check, tough 
choices will need to be made in many areas, including 
energy and natural resources. The good news is there 
are plenty of cuts and reforms that will benefit both 
the environment and the country’s bottom line. We 
need to eliminate wasteful programs and policies- 
they not only cost us upfront, but create additional 
financial liabilities down the road and threaten our 
nation’s fragile land, air and water.

From the more than a century-old 1872 Mining 
Law that gives away federal land at $5 an acre, to 
$53 billion in lost oil and gas revenues from royalty-
free leases given away in the late 1990s, to the $5.4 bil-
lion per year ethanol tax credit; there are dozens of 
reforms that can bring in hundreds of billions in 
valuable taxpayer revenue while helping to address 
our nation’s top environmental priorities.

The list of cuts is long, and tackling them will 
require taking on some of the world’s richest and 
most powerful corporations. The President and con-
gress must get tough with the special interest groups 
that are raiding our treasury and jeopardizing our 
valuable natural resources. We know it is not going to 
be easy; we need real leadership now more than ever.
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transportation
The nation’s transportation program is broke. The 
gasoline tax that each of us pays at the pump falls far 
short of the amount needed to maintain the nation’s 
road and transit systems. As a result, congress has 
transferred billions of dollars in the past two years 
from the u.S. treasury into the Highway trust Fund 
so that states and local governments can continue to 
spend on transportation projects. There are a num-
ber of proposed cuts to transportation spending that 
would help cover this shortfall.

The President’s fiscal year 2011 budget cuts the 
$293 million Surface transportation Priorities Pro-
gram.11 This program is funded entirely by congres-
sional earmarks and supersedes merit-based state and 
local decision making. There are House and Senate 
proposals to rescind unused transportation earmarks 
that passed at least 10 years ago, which would save as 
much as $713 million immediately and more in the 
future.12 A final area of possible transportation cuts 
is individual projects. The following chart contains 
transportation programs and a sampling of projects 
that should be eliminated to save taxpayers billions.

11 “terminations, reductions, and Savings” in Budget of the u.S. 
Government: Fiscal Year 2011. Page 51. 

12 http://feingold.senate.gov/record.cfm?id=322763 and 
http://betsymarkey.house.gov/news/documentSingle.
aspx?documentid=197995

Selected Highway Projects Potential Cuts ($)
I-710 Tunnel Project 11,800,000,000
Knik Arm Crossing 1,500,000,000
Surface Transportation Priorities (over 5 years) 1,465,000,000
Rescind unused transportation earmarks 713,000,000
St. Croix River Crossing Project/Stillwater Bridge 668,000,000
Juneau Access Road 500,000,000
Outer bridge portion of Ohio River Bridges Project 378,000,000
Gravina Island Access 304,000,000
TOTAL 17,328,000,000

i n F r A S t r u c t u r e

subway
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Uncle Sam collects the federal gas tax and depos-

its the proceeds into an account called the High-

way Trust Fund (HTF). This revenue pays for the 

construction and upkeep of the nation’s transpor-

tation systems. Over-spending by Congress and 

the current structure of the fund have created a 

perfect storm that has the HTF on life-support.

When it became clear last year that the trans-

portation program was in serious trouble, Con-

gress responded by throwing billions of tax dollars 

at it to prop it up. In less than two years, Congress 

has approved the transfer of some $34 billion in 

general tax revenues to the HTF to keep it solvent 

and reversed an $8.7 billion rescission mandated 

at the expiration of the last highway bill. Yet all that 

spending does nothing to fix the fund’s underlying 

problems. Without a massive increase, the gas tax 

alone will still not be sufficient in the years ahead 

to maintain our transportation infrastructure at a 

safe and efficient level and feed the seemingly 

endless congressional appetite for highway pork. 

General fund transfers to the HTF must stop. 

Congress should balance the amount coming into 

the fund with what is spent from the fund. This 

will require increasing revenues (options include 

allowing additional tolling, increasing the federal 

gasoline tax, or converting to an alternative taxing 

mechanism such as a vehicle miles traveled tax), 

decreasing spending (options include reducing 

funding for unneeded transportation projects, get-

ting rid of the billions in transportation earmarks, 

changing the federal match for new construction 

projects) or some combination of both.

i n F r A S t r u c t u r e

h i g h Way T r u s T  f u n d
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For Immediate Release
December 16,1997

Contact: Stanley Hart
(626) 791-9348

The Sierra Club Position on the 710 Freeway

Urban ûeeways are a costly, tragic failure

Under construction for frfty years, Los Angeles freeways rcpresent a public investment of giZS

billion -- $250 million per mile, in today's dollars. In addition, the traveller must purchase

and operate his own vehicle; parking must be provided. Despite this huge outlay, f¡egways

are notorious for fostering congestion, air pollution, death and injury.

Not only have freeways failed to provide s they

have g'enerated sprawl which hæ givên Lo ciency.

By deitroying our rail transit networks, the fret and

minorities, uñable to purchase cârs, are denied

The electorate has voted twice to tax itself to build essential mass transit infrastructure; it has

never voted approval of ûeeway expenditures. Yet, the transit budget has been suspended and

plans to buildyet another freeway movè forward. The establishment has turned the world on
its head. The absurdity of the freeway system is perpetuated.

'We have long known that increasing.freeway capacity simply generates more trips by more '

drivers. Nerv fteervays do not reduce congestion; they increase congestion. They do not
reduee a.ir pollution; they add to it. We now have resea¡ch and hard data which confirms
these observations. Highway bureaucrats, howeveq have chosen to ignore this truttr. Highway
advocacy has, thus, been tran The bu¡eaucrats, and th9 special

interestswhich profi.t from th on the old myths. Denial
permits continuation of ca¡eers. But bureaucratic denial is rema¡kably costly for Los Angeles.

Freeway commuting absorbs 25Vo of Los Angeles incomes. It is costly in many other ways:

' 2,000 fatalitìes annually; hundreds of thousa¡ds of injq¡ed-

. air pollution, ozone depletion and generation of greenhouse gases.

. personal savings rates a¡€ inadequate to accumulate essential investment capital.

. 4}Voof land surface devoted to parking and operation of cars and trucks.'

The Sierra Club opposes new expenditure of public funds for a.dditional feeway capacity,
including the 710 extension and all HOV lane projects, because they are not c\ost€ffective and

a¡e detrimental to the community as well.
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June 16, 2010 

Via U.S. Mail 

Board of Directors 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 

NATURAL RESOURCES DEfENSE COUNCIL 

Re: Huizar and Katz Motions Regarding SR-710 North Environmental Review 
Process 

Dear Chair Najarian and Metro Board Members: 

On behalf of the Natural Resources Defense Council ("NRDC") and its tens of thousands 
of members who live and work in Southern California, we are writing to express our 
support for Director Huizar's motion, and our conditional support for Director Katz's 
motion, pertaining to the SR-710 North environmental review process. 

A surface route for the SR-71 0 North would have significant adverse environmental 
impacts and would be extremely disruptive to the community. In 1999, a federal District 
Court found the environmental review of the surface route to be deficient for its failure to 
identify all adverse environmental impacts under NEP A. Relying on that decision, both 
the Federal Highway Administration and Caltrans withdrew their environmental 
approvals of a surface route. Because CEQA only requires an analysis of alternatives 
that reduce adverse impacts, the EIR process need not include a surface route alternative. 

We understand that the Board's legal counsel is advising the Board that it will be legally 
vulnerable if the surface route is deleted at this time, but we are confident that is not the 
case. The existence of the prior environmental review shows that the surface route would 
increase, not decrease, impacts, and thus review of it would not further CEQA's purpose 
of reducing adverse impacts. We therefore support the Huizar motion, which would 
eliminate the surface route from the EIR process. 

In addition, we believe that the provisions in the Katz motion would enhance the 
environmental review process and ensure a better overall outcome. The proposal would 
include affected com~unities and other stakeholders in studying a broad range of non
tunnel alternatives, while ensuring that the costs of each alternative are weighed against 
its benefits. However, the motion's focus on addressing the so-called "SR-710 north gap 

1314 Sewnd Street 
Santa Monica. CA 90401 

TEl 310 434-2300 

FAX 310 434 -2399 

NEW YORK • WASHINGTON, DC • SAN F'RANCI!>CO • Bl'IJINC • CHICAGO 



Board of Directors, Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
June 16,2010 
Page 2 of2 

closure" is too narrow. The alternatives analysis should focus more broadly on 
improving mobility across the entire San Gabriel Valley, rather than just the area around 
the SR-71 0 North connection. We recommend modifying the purpose and need 
description in Paragraph A of the Katz motion accordingly. 

Finally, on a related note, we are disappointed that the CEQ A lawsuit involving this 
project (South Pasadena v. Metro) has not yet settled. If settlement discussions 
ultimately fail, we may become involved in that litigation on appeal, either through 
intervention or as an amicus. 

Thank you for your consideration of our views. 

Very truly yours, 

.-' 

Joel Reynolds 
Director, Urban Program 

/J~- /.( JlAA~ 
. (j 

Damon Nagami 
Staff Attorney 
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Þcar Scn*or Schlñì

Tha¡¡k you for yoUr lslter conceming tle proposed 710 fteeway uxtansion, You
raise irnponant guenions ¡bout thc projcct ¡nd sr¡æ¡næts behg made ¿boui it, lVs will
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Itc màiu qucstioo ia whaùsr aot buildingtle ?10 huns Sosther¡ Callfornic
Associ¡don of Govuamcnu' (SCAG) abilþ to dqmongttrÊ tbEt the Regïon's
Traneportation lmprovement Fl¡¡ co¡for¡ns with the Sourh Cout Air Qualiry PIur (i,e,
confonnity), Our view is tb¿r it does ¡or affscr conformity. The confonuity reguletionl
req,rire tbat the sroi$rions uralysis for r region i¡clude dl üe projeots and polioies boing
proposod (sce, e. g, 40 CFR 93 ,172(a)), Only by arnslyzing rhe Enrire sot of proposed
projecrs and policiel in ¡be conre¡d of thc ovcr¿ll tranapo4atiÇr Êy$ern can regional air
qu¡lity impactr be dotuøiued. kr SCAO's oesc, there arè buge numberg of projacu nnd a
vast Eutportatio¡ syeten to oonsider' The¡efore, a siagle project is very unlikeþ to holp
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THE SOUTH I-710 EXPANSION & THE
NORTH SR-710 EXTENSION ARE ONE PROJECT

Caltrans and Metro continue to deny that the Expansion of the I-710 South is unrelated
to the Extension of the SR-710 North.  The segmenting of the two projects is a method
by which the agencies will avoid studying the environmental impacts of the whole
region and the detrimental increase of port truck traffic throughout.  Also a
consideration, is the necessity for the High Desert Corridor, a proposed highway
project whereby trucks will be able to cut across the Antelope Valley more directly.
This project re-confirms that Caltrans and Metro’s preferred method of moving goods in
the future, will continue to be truck container transport.  It is also curious how the trucks
are intended to get to this location.

Therefore, the No 710 Action Committee insists that Metro and Caltrans:

Admit that both the I-710 South Expansion and the SR-710 North Extension projects
are connected and that the sole purpose for new construction is to create a truck route
from the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach to regions north and east

Acknowledge that the push for the 710 Freeway completion is for regional goods
movement as stated by leaders in transportation

Confess that Zone 3, the original Meridian Route, has already been chosen as the
preferred route for completion of “the gap”, as stated by Gloria Molina at the December
9, 2009 Metro Board meeting

PORT GROWTH
The I-710 freeway was originally designed as a route for the ports, beginning at the Long Beach/San Pedro
complex and ending at the SR-134 and I-210 interchange. This route was intended to be a bypass for the
downtown Los Angeles area.1  Over time, the addition of other freeways surrounding Downtown, soon fulfilled
this role, and the completed portion of I-710 was used as a connector to those freeways.  The unfinished “gap”,
became no longer necessary.

Today, the motivation behind the expansion and extension of the 710 freeway comes directly from the Ports of
Los Angeles and Long Beach.  These two ports have grown significantly since the 1940s and are now
responsible for 40% of all import shipments to the United States.  The rest of the containers come through
other ports on the east and west coasts but this will likely change in the future.  However, it is estimated that
70% of the shipments that do arrive in Los Angeles are primarily transported by truck to destinations outside of
the city.2  These trucks are crowding our freeways and clogging our surface streets, and it will only get worse.

By the year 2030, the Ports are expected to increase their daily cargo container shipments to over 92,000, a
triple increase from 2005 figures.3  As a result, shipping interests have applied enormous pressure4 to widen
the southern end of the I-710 and to extend the freeway northward to serve their needs as a major goods-
movement corridor.  In 2007, a Financial Planning Charrette by the USC Keston Institute reported, “Traffic
estimates indicate that the tunnel would immediately attract significant traffic between the port area and Los
Angeles heading toward major national distribution centers in San Bernardino County.” 5

4



In 2004, Governor Schwarzenegger was “criticized by government and business leaders in Asia for allowing
congestion at the San Pedro Bay Ports to impede the flow of goods from Asia to U.S. markets.  On his return
he tasked BT&H Secretary, Sunne Wright McPeak with developing a strategy on this issue.” 6

The plans put forth by the Metropolitan Transit Authority (Metro) and California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) to handle the expected port growth in the next few decades, still relies on goods movement by truck
and diesel trains.  The first stage involves widening the southern portion of the 710 to fourteen lanes.  The
second step is to add the five-mile tunnel, likely along the Meridian route, and narrow the lanes down to six.
Both of these plans are in the environmental stages and are fully supported by the Ports themselves and by
some city jurisdictions not directly impacted by the increased traffic the 710 will carry.  The growing concern by
area residents has now turned to outrage as Metro and Caltrans continue to move toward a solution that is
irresponsible and cruel.  The high level of air pollution that is currently being produced by diesel fuels, tires on
pavement and brake systems7 will only worsen through increased truck traffic in the area.  Per a government
report, cargo trucks cause more road damage than cars.  “Road damage from one 18-wheeler is equivalent to
9,600 cars.”8

There is a direct connection between the health of people in the surrounding communities and port operation
pollution.  In 2007, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) released a Health Risk Assessment9 that
showed that “the residents of the Ayers-Leonis and nearby Bandini neighborhoods (near the BNSF Hobart rail
yard in the city of Commerce) face a cancer risk that is 70 percent to 140 percent greater than normal.”  This
was tied directly to the statement that “trucks going into the yards, locomotives, and cargo-handling equipment
are the major sources.” 10

In addition, the Los Angeles Times recently reported that 40 Wilmington schools will be outfitted with air filters
due to a 2008 settlement negotiated by the National Resources Defense Council and the City of Los Angeles.
The action was a result of state and federal studies, linking port pollution to an increase in asthma rates in
children.  “In five communities around the ports, 21.9% of children suffer from asthma, compared with 15.6% in
the Los Angeles region and 14.2% nationally.”11  Environmental groups supported the installation of the filters
but noted that the move did not protect children on the playground or when they are not at school.  It is critical
that pollution be addressed at its source.
Pressure on our freeway systems needs to be relieved, not intensified.  To paraphrase Albert Einstein: “The
significant problems we face cannot be solved at the same level of thinking we were at when we created
them.”12  More polluting cargo trucks are not the answer.  We need to design an intelligent infrastructure
comprised of multiple solutions that as a whole speeds up not only cargo movement but also frees up the
existing freeway systems for cars.

One aspect of a Multi-Mode solution that addresses the cargo movement problem includes a better sorting
system located directly at the ports and a zero emission grade separated transportation system to get the
cargo out to an “inland” port, also known as an intermodal logistics complex.  An example of such an intelligent
system to sort and store containers has been proposed by SkyStorage Systems, a company who also has
plans for a grade separated electric rail as well as concepts to green the entire urban landscape.  Another
company, CargoWay, has an efficient and pollution-free grade separated cargo moving tram system that can
move freely around the ports on compressed natural gas (CNG) and then speed out to the inland port on a
raised guideway.  Both of these systems can make use of the already existing Alameda Corridor and improve
its ability to handle the flow of cargo from the ports.
The ultimate goal to streamline transportation and reduce pollution will be to remove sorting yards located in
the inner city and make use of intermodal facilities located elsewhere, possibly in the Antelope Valley,
Victorville or San Bernardino/Devore areas.  There the cargo can be transferred to its final destination by other
modes of transportation.  Combining the use of better sorting and moving technology will not only go a long
way to solve the ports problems but will also lessen the impacts that cargo transportation currently inflicts on
the communities it travels through.

See Appendix B – One Project & Port Growth
5



Appendix B
One Project & Port Growth

References for Narrative
1 Wikipedia, Freeway and expressway revolts http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Freeway_and_expressway_revolts  (Retrieved
January 8, 2011 4:10 PM)

2 Annie Nam, Manager of Transportation Finance & Goods Movement SCAG, Freight Planning and Investment Strategies
in Southern California, 2008, Chart pg 4

3 Annie Nam, Manager of Transportation Finance & Goods Movement SCAG, Freight Planning and Investment Strategies
in Southern California, 2008, Chart pg 8, source: Gill V. Hicks Associates

4 Nancy Pfeffer, Senior Regional Planner, author of SCAG Memo to: Plans and Programs Technical Advisory Committee,
February 17, 2005, Re: Goods Movement White Paper for Secretary of Business, Transportation and Housing

5 Financial Planning Charrette 710/210 Tunnel Connection: Moving Forward with a Critical Connection, pg 4, source:
Robert Huddy SCAG http://www.usc.edu/schools/sppd/keston/research/documents/710FinancingCharretteFinalReport_1-
28-07_.pdf

6 SCAG memo February 17, 2005 To: Plans & Programs Technical Advisory Commitiee, From: Nancy Pfeffer, Senior
Regional Planner, RE: Goods Movement Wh~e Paper for Secretary of Business, Transportation & Housing

7 Wolfgang F. Rogge, Lynn M. Hildemann, Monica A. Mazurek, Glen R. Cass, Bernd R. T. Simoneit, Sources of fine
organic aerosol. 3. Road dust, tire debris, and organometallic brake lining dust: roads as sources and sinks, Environ. Sci.
Technol., 1993, 27 (9), pp 1892–1904 DOI: 10.1021/es00046a019 Publication Date: September 1993
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es00046a019
AND
Allen L. Robinson*, Eric M. Lipsky, Natalie Pekney, Leonard Lucas, David Wynne Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh,
PA, Wolfgang F. Rogge, Anna Bernado-Bricker, Orhan Sevimoglu Florida International University, Miami, FL, Fine
Particle Emission Profile For Road Dust In Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, Presented at AAAR Specialty Conference:Particulate
Matter, Supersites Program & Related Studies February 7-11, 2005, Atlanta GA.
http://www.netl.doe.gov/technologies/coalpower/ewr/pubs/AAAR/robinson.road.dust.aaar.ss.poster.pdf

8 Comptroller General's (U.S. GAO) report to the congress, Excessive Truck Weight: An Expensive Burden We Can No
Longer Afford, (p.23 of study, p.36 of PDF) http://archive.gao.gov/f0302/109884.pdf

9 Principal Authors Ambreen Mahmood and Chan Pham, Health Risk Assessment For the Four Commerce Railyards,
California Environmental Protection Agency Air Resources Board (CARB), Stationary Source Division, November 30,
2007, http://www.arb.ca.gov/railyard/hra/4com_hra.pdf

10 John Guenther, The Battle for "Greener" Railyards, The Port Report: The State of L.A.'s Ports,
http://johnguenther.com/stories/railyards.html (Retrieved January 16, 2011)

11 Margot Roosevelt, Wilmington-area schools to get air filters in bid to cut asthma, Los Angeles Times, January 12, 2011

12 Wikiquote, Albert Einstein http://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Albert_Einstein (Retrieved January 16, 2011)

Support Documents for Declarative Statements  (Printed)

La Canada Mayor Laura Olhasso to SCAG, I-710 Missing Link Truck Study, 2009
La Canada SR-710 Tunnel Performance Information, 2009
USC Keston Institute, Financial Planning Charrette, 710/210 Tunnel Connection, 2007
MegaRail Letter to Caltrans, 4-14-11
Coalition For A Safe Environment Letter, I-710 South, 2-25-09
Natural Resources Defense Council, et al, I-710 South, 2-25-09
South Coast Air Quality Management District, I-710 South, 2-17-09
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Mr. Mike Jones 

Regional Planner 

Southern California Association of Governments 

818 W. 7
th

 Street, 12
th

 Floor 

Los Angeles, CA  90017-3435 

 

SUBJECT: “I-710 Missing Link Truck Study” Comments 

 

Dear Mr. Jones: 

 

Background: 

The City of La Cañada Flintridge has reviewed the Draft Final Report for the I-710 Missing Link 

Truck Study prepared by Iteris dated May 2009.  In addition, City staff has participated in several 

meetings hosted by the Arroyo-Verdugo Subregion regarding this Study.  This Study was 

commissioned by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) to further examine 

the potential vehicle and truck impacts on the surrounding freeway and roadway network if a tunnel 

was constructed between the existing northerly terminus of the SR-710 Freeway in Alhambra and the 

I-210/SR-134 freeway interchange in Pasadena.  SCAG has emphasized that this study is technical 

and comparative in nature and is not meant as a recommendation either for or against a freeway 

tunnel.  

 

City Comments: 

The City’s primary objections are the assumptions made in the preparation of the Study and 

unilateral recommendations of its conclusion.  We question the usefulness and intent of the Study’s 

findings, and are concerned about the myopic analysis made without consideration of the larger 

context of the alternatives and effects on regional traffic.  But, most importantly, the City also 

questions the usefulness of constructing the tunnel, since, based on the study’s findings, if the 

tunnel is built, motorists would be driving farther and spending more time on the road. 

 

In response to SCAG’s request for comments on the draft Final Report, the following detailed 

comments have been prepared after a review of the Study and listening to the technical consultant 

presentations.   

 

1. The Study should explain its origin in more detail, and the reason why it was commissioned. 

 The Study should clarify the purpose for this Study and under what guidelines it should or 

should not be used.  The explanation should identify: 

a. the responsible agencies involved in the prior studies;  

b. the process used to define the scope of work;  

c. why this Study was deemed necessary;  

d. the exact scope as approved by SCAG; and  

® 
 

CITY COUNCIL 

 
Laura Olhasso, Mayor 

Donald R. Voss, Mayor Pro Tem 
Gregory C. Brown  
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e. what the anticipated uses are for this document. 

 

2. The Study should clarify that the Study was not prepared for the Arroyo Verdugo Subregion 

as stated in the title. 

 

3. The Study should NOT assume that the “Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment 

Report,” conducted by Metro, conclusively demonstrated the environmental feasibility of the 

project, including the potential traffic impacts (Page 1).  The Study even admits that the 

feasibility study did not extensively review the traffic effects on the roadway system. 

 

4. The Study scope is very limited and uses outdated information and assumptions.  Without 

updated and expanded analysis, this Study has NO validity.  As such, it should not and can 

not form the basis for informed public participation and informed decision making.  In 

Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay Committee v. Board of Port Com’rs (2001) 91 Cal.App.4th 

1344, the Court concluded that an EIR that used “outdated information … was not a reasoned 

and good faith effort to inform decision makers and the public.”  Id. at 1367.  At a minimum, 

the Study should be updated with SCAG 2009 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 

assumptions and modeling, and its scope should be expanded to answer the comments raised 

by the Arroyo-Verdugo participating cities and detailed below.  

 

5. The Study confirms that in every comparison, the tunnel project would cause SIGNIFICANT 

detrimental traffic and truck impacts on the segment of the I-210 Freeway through the cities 

of La Cañada Flintridge, Glendale, Pasadena, and the community of La Crescenta.  

 

6. A comparison of 2030 values with and without the tunnel project concludes: 

a. More than 25% increase in daily volume on I-210 

b. Additional 30,000 vehicles per day on I-210  

c. Additional 2,500 trucks per day on I-210 

d. 850 additional trucks per PM PEAK HOUR on I-210 

e. Truck percentages on I-210 increase from 11% to over 20% 

f. Higher truck volumes on Foothill Boulevard (almost no current truck volumes) 

g. Before-no freeway segments through City over capacity, after-most northbound 

segments over capacity  

h. I-210 freeway segments through city will operate over capacity (Level-of-Service F) 

and consequently force traffic onto local streets  

i. Foothill Boulevard will operate over capacity near Angeles Crest Highway  

 

7. The Study repeatedly incorrectly identifies the tunnel segment as the “missing link” or “gap 

closure” when there is no mandate that it must be connected.  The Study should explain the 

background and history of the 710 freeway connection, and that it is not universally assumed 

to be a “link” or “gap closure”, as well as more detail on the origins of the tunnel alternative. 

   

8. The Study should have given the results of the AM peak hour analysis in addition to the PM 

peak hour.  Different traffic patterns are prevalent in the AM commuting hours and the 

associated potential AM impacts should have been identified and examined for the decision 

makers’ review. 
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9. The Study should analyze the freeway interchange connections, transition lane capacities and 

arterial street intersections in determining Levels-of-Service and potential adverse impacts.  

It is universally recognized (see Highway Capacity Manual) that the “nodes” or intersections 

of roadways are the constraining features of a road network, not the segments in between.   

 

10. The Study was made using outdated SCAG 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 

regional traffic modeling for 2030 future traffic conditions with and without the freeway 

extension.  After this study was initiated, the 2009 RTP with 2035 future traffic volumes and 

regional modeling was completed which included numerous updates to the RTP list of 

programmed projects.  This Study should be expanded to compare traffic volumes on the 

roadway system using the updated 2035 forecasting.   

 

11. If the Study does not use updated 2009 RTP forecasting model, then it is based on old, 

invalid data and must not be used in any subsequent study or analysis, particularly related to 

an EIR.  At the very least, the Study shall include a disclaimer that it is based on outdated 

information and an updated analysis would be necessary for any future comparisons 

referencing this Study. 

 

12. The Study should describe the assumptions made on the physical and operational 

characteristics of the tunnel, such as alignment, number of lanes, Level-of-Service, vertical 

grade, toll booths, access control, etc.  

 

13. The Study only considered a connection between the SR-710 terminus and the I-210 

Freeway.  The Study should compare traffic and truck conditions for the different tunnel 

alignments as a way to determine if fewer adverse traffic impacts could be expected with a 

different scenario.  This comparison would be consistent with the geological studies currently 

being conducted on a route-neutral basis with five possible alignments.  For example, a 

tunnel alignment option that connects to the SR-2 freeway would mitigate the expected 

capacity deficiencies (and significant adverse impacts) along the I-210 freeway.   

 

14. The Study was constrained to making findings about how truck and vehicle traffic would be 

redistributed with and without the tunnel.  It should have compared alternate system-wide 

solutions to a tunnel scenario to help determine if there would be greater benefit or the cost 

would be better spent by making improvements to the existing roadway system with fewer 

environmental impacts than a tunnel.  

 

15. The Study only analyzes a 4-lane tunnel scenario.  The Study should compare the traffic 

conditions for a 3-lane tunnel as well, which was contemplated in the initial feasibility study. 

  

 

16. The Study should also compare the future traffic conditions for a tunnel with NO trucks 

allowed, as discussed in the initial tunnel feasibility study. 

 

17. The toll issue was not considered: full-access, free-flowing conditions were assumed.  Any 

congestion from a toll booth would be handled by adding more toll booths and/or fastrak 

services.  Toll booth congestion was not factored into drive time analyses.  In addition, the 
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question of whether existing surface street congestion would be mitigated to any large extent 

because of traffic not using a tolled tunnel is not studied. 

 

18. The study does not consider the vertical grade and its impacts on truck routing through or 

around the tunnel.    

 

19. The Study identifies several freeway and arterial road segment impacts with expected adverse 

impacts and makes certain recommendations, but does not determine if these capacity 

enhancements would actually work or even mitigate the impact.  The Study should be 

expanded to include a comparative analysis of the future roadway conditions if the 

recommendations/strategies were implemented.   

 

20. The Study recommends adding a 5
th

 travel lane to the segment of I-210 through the City 

(Section 5.1) as a way to address expected capacity deficiencies and increase in truck traffic.  

However, the Study does not identify the other related adverse impacts related to widening 

the freeway, nor does it consider other alternatives to widening.  Therefore, the 

recommendations are premature and not thought out.  The recommendations should be 

removed completely and replaced with a statement that these key issues would need to be 

addressed and/or mitigated. 

 

21. If recommendations are to be included in the study, other capacity enhancing alternatives 

need to be considered, such as Demand Management, ITS, expanded rail freight 

transportation and exclusive truck corridors.   If only freeway capacity enhancements are 

being considered, it should be clearly stated that there are numerous possible mitigation 

alternatives that have not been presented or analyzed, and the feasibility of any capacity 

enhancement has not been determined.     

 

22. The recommendation to address expected impacts to Foothill Boulevard (Section 5.2) is 

incoherent and not understood.  This recommendation needs to be clarified, and address all 

traffic, not just truck connections.  It should be understood that SR-2 north of the I-210 

Freeway is NOT a truck route and has truck restrictions.  In addition, Foothill Boulevard is 

NOT a truck route, so non-local trucks are not allowed. Any reference to a truck route on 

Foothill Boulevard within the City should be removed.  

 

23. While the Study graphically compares conditions with and without the tunnel, it is important 

that it quantify the magnitude of the operational improvement to the roadway system (or 

users) versus capacity degradations and overall delays to determine if the existing condition 

would be better to the road users than the proposed tunnel connection.  A comparison 

parameter could be the miles of roadway that would decrease to LOS-F vs. the miles that 

would improve to LOS-E or better.  Another comparison parameter would be vehicle hours 

of delay.  This type of analysis would be limited to traffic benefits at this time, but should 

ultimately be evaluated on other environmental conditions as well.    

 

It should be noted in the Study that a formal traffic impact study that is part of an EIR would have to 

address the same and more extensive traffic issues independently of this study and evaluate a full 

range of potential alternatives and mitigation measures. 
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The tunnel connection creates some new LOS-F conditions, particularly at the gap-closure 

connection points and along the I-210 freeway north of SR-134.  The project should not create new 

problems where there were none before.   

 

The Study does not identify the magnitude of impacts on roadways adjacent to sensitive land uses  

i.e. residences, schools, etc. as opposed to those roadways adjacent to sensitive uses that would 

experience improvements. Any further study of the I-710 freeway connection should evaluate the 

overall benefit versus the adverse environmental impacts on the roadway network.  This includes the 

impacts on multiple schools and thousands of school children within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway 

through the City.   

  

Amazingly, the Study’s summary findings conclude that the tunnel connection would make overall 

driving conditions worse.  The number of vehicle miles traveled would INCREASE in the peak hour 

with an I-710 connection, which would bring a host of unintended environmental impacts.  Even 

more astounding is that the number of vehicle hours would INCREASE as well, which translates to 

more hours of delay, gas consumption and air pollution.  The system-wide benefit would be a small 

increase in overall average speed of 0.6 miles per hour.  Regionally, the substandard traffic 

conditions that exist would not be improved if the tunnel was built and additionally, those 

substandard conditions would be introduced into areas that would otherwise, without the tunnel, 

have standard or better conditions.  So, simply stated, if the tunnel is built, motorists would be 

driving farther and spending more time on the road.  This is exactly the OPPOSITE of the intended 

regional objective of the tunnel connection.  Isn’t this enough reason to stop pursuing this project? 

 

In conclusion, the City of La Cañada Flintridge urges that SCAG deem this study incomplete, and 

table any further discussion on this Study until: (1) an updated Study is prepared where current data, 

information and assumptions are presented; and/or (2) the CEQA challenges of the I-710 Tunnel to 

Measure R have been fully and finally adjudicated.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Laura Olhasso 

Mayor 
 

c: City Council 

 Mark R. Alexander, City Manager 

 Honorable Assembly Member Anthony Portantino 

 Honorable Senator Carol Liu 

 Honorable Supervisor Michael Antonovich 

Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director, SCAG 

Douglas Failing, Director, Caltrans District 7 

Arthur Leahy, Chief Executive Officer, Metro 

 Honorable City Council Members and City Manager, City of Glendale 

 Honorable City Council Members and City Manager, City of Pasadena 

 Honorable City Council and City Manager, City of South Pasadena 

 Erik Zandvliet, City Traffic Engineer 

Ann Wilson, Senior Management Analyst 
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Appendix A 

 

City of La Cañada Flintridge 

I-710 Missing Link Truck Study Review 

 

TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS 

 

1. Section 1 – The I-210 Freeway description is inaccurate and should be modified to include 

the connection east of the SR-57 freeway.   

2. Section 2.3 – Please describe that no collision data was collected from certain cities, 

including the City of La Canada Flintridge 

3. Section 2.5 and Figure 11 – Remove truck route from Foothill Boulevard in the City of La 

Canada Flintridge. Explain there are no truck routes in the City. 

4. Change references to Gap Closure to “Tunnel” or “Connection”. 

5. Table 11- Provide legend for color-coding of issues and color code all Plan + Gap Closure 

scenarios stating “Same as Baseline Conditions).    

 

 

 

 
 

 



 

           1327 Foothill Boulevard  •  La Cañada Flintridge  •  California  91011-2137  •  (818) 790-8880  •  FAX:  (818) 790-7536 

 

 
 
 
 
 

SR-710 TUNNEL PERFORMANCE INFORMATION 
SCAG, Metro and USC Studies - Analysis 

 

IF THE TUNNEL IS COMPLETED, 75% OF LOCAL SURFACE STREETS WOULD STILL BE GRIDLOCKED. 
1. Of the 80+ study segments that are currently operating over capacity (Level of Service (LOS) “F” – the lowest rating 

Caltrans can give and the point at which gridlock occurs, over 60 (75%) of these segments will remain over capacity 
after a tunnel is built. 

a. Many believe that streets such as Fair Oaks Blvd., Fremont Avenue, Los Robles Avenue and Atlantic 
Boulevard would begin to improve once a tunnel was built.  However, these streets will still operate over 
capacity with severe congestion. 

b. At least 12 arterial streets…will experience higher traffic volumes solely due to the tunnel. 
 
THE TUNNEL WOULD CAUSE SIGNIFICANT DETRIMENTAL TRAFFIC AND TRUCK IMPACTS ON THE I-210 
FREEWAY THROUGH THE CITIES OF GLENDALE, PASADENA, LA CAÑADA FLINTRIDGE AND THE 
COMMUNITY OF LA CRESCENTA. 

1. If the tunnel is completed by 2030, the following is projected to occur: 
a. More than a 25% increase in daily traffic volumes on I-210; 
b. An additional 30,000 vehicles per day on I-210; 
c. An additional 2,500 trucks per day on I-210; 
d. 850 additional trucks in the PM peak hour on I-210; 
e. Truck percentage on I-210 will increase from 11% to over 20%; and 
f. Since portions of the I-210 will operate at Level of Service (LOS) “F,” traffic will be forced onto local 

streets.. 
 
THE TUNNEL CONNECTION WOULD MAKE OVERALL DRIVING CONDITIONS WORSE REGIONALLY. 

1. The overall number of vehicle miles traveled would increase in the peak hour, bringing many environmental impacts; 
2. The overall number of vehicle hours would increase (more delay, gas consumption and air pollution); 
3. The system-wide, regional benefit would only be an increase in overall speed of .6 miles per hour; and 
4. Motorists would be driving farther and spending more time on the road if the tunnel is built. 

The previous information is an analysis by of the City of La Cañada Flintridge’s Traffic Engineer of the SCAG (So. Ca. Assn. Of 
Gov’ts.)“SR-710 Missing Link Truck Study (Preliminary Draft Final Report),”conducted by Iteris, Inc., a consulting firm.  This 
report studied traffic as it would be if the original tunnel route proposed by Caltrans/Metro was built (Route “3”). 
 
THE TUNNEL ITSELF WOULD BE GRIDLOCKED SOON AFTER COMPLETION. 

1. “In the peak (northbound) direction, the gap closure is projected to operate at LOS F…” 
The previous information is from the Metro “Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment Report” (2006), p. 5-55 (this 
report also studied “Route 3”). 
 

DUE TO A LACK OF SUBSTANTIVE REDUCTION OF GRIDLOCK (SEE ABOVE), MOST OF THE RESIDENTS 
SOUTH OF THE TUNNEL WOULD CONTINUE TO BE IMPACTED BY RESPIRATORY PROBLEMS 
ASSOCIATED WITH POLLUTION, AND THE RESIDENTS ALONG THE I-210 FREEWAY WOULD HAVE 
INCREASED GRIDLOCK.  THOSE RESIDENTS WOULD THEREFORE SEE AN INCREASE IN RESPIRATORY 
PROBLEMS, PARTICULARLY AFFECTING CHILDREN AND OTHER RESIDENTS ALONG THE FREEWAY. 

1. “The increase in truck and automobile traffic on the I-210 freeway resulting from the proposed SR-710 extension would 
increase the exposure of surrounding communities to vehicular pollutants that may cause asthma and other respiratory 
disease.” Dr. Rob McConnell, USC Keck School of Medicine, Division of Environmental Health 

2. There is “emerging scientific consensus that residential or school proximity to major traffic corridors is associated with 
respiratory impairment in children and in adults.”  USC California Children’s Health Study 

3. Residential proximity to freeways is associated with increased rates of asthma.  A group of pollutants is associated with 
slower growth in lung function, which is a strong predictor of “debilitating lung disease and mortality in later life.”  
USC California Children’s Health Study 
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710/210 Tunnel Connection:  
Moving Forward with a Critical Connection 

 
 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
The future economic and environmental health of the Los Angeles metropolitan 
area  is  inextricably  linked  to  efficacy  and  adequacy  of  its  transportation 
infrastructure.    The  efficient movement  of  goods  and  people  throughout  the 
region  is  critical  to maintaining  its  vitality  and  to  securing  a  prosperous  and 
healthy  future  for  its  residents.   No  transportation  facility,  structure,  or mode 
functions  independently—they  are  all  part  of  integrated  systems  of 
complementary, interdependent elements.  The complexity of the transportation 
system of Los Angeles is compounded by the extent and size of the metropolitan 
region  that  it  serves.    In particular,  the  region hosts  large, global port  facilities 
that generate major goods movement challenges‐‐and that directly impact traffic 
patterns  throughout  Southern  California.    Though  Los  Angeles  leaders  have 
spearheaded initiatives to develop multi‐modal solutions to mobility issues such 
as  the  construction  of  the  Alameda  corridor  and major  recent  expansions  in 
regional rapid transit, the highway system remains the mode around which all of 
the  other  elements  are  organized.   Historically  and  for  the  foreseeable  future, 
ensuring  the  efficient  function  of  highways  and maximizing  their  capacity  is 
crucial  to  ensuring mobility  in Los Angeles  and minimizing problems  such  as 
congestion and air pollution and the costs associated with them.  
 
The  importance of  the 710/210  tunnel connector  is   recognized by  federal, state 
and  regional  transportation  traffic  engineers  and planners,  and  it  is  a priority 
project for the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the Southern 
California Association  of Governments  (SCAG)    and  the  Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan  Transportation  Authority  (MTA).    The  tunnel  would  serve  to 
connect  two  major  interstate  freeways,  closing  a  critical  4.5  mile  gap  in  the 
regional highway system.  Interstate 710 or the “Long Beach Freeway” is a major 
goods‐movement  corridor  and  an  important north‐south  route  extending  from 
the City of Long Beach area in the South, through Los Angeles, and ending  just 
north  of  Interstate  10  in Alhambra.    The  tunnel would  continue  the  route  as 
originally  provided  for  in  California  Freeway  and  Expressway  System  plans 
dating back to the 1950s.  It would descend in Alhambra, continue underground 
beneath  the  city  of  South  Pasadena,  and  emerge  in  Pasadena  to  connect  to 
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Interstate 210, where already there is a significant stretch of freeway that merges 
with that route near the terminus of State Route 134. Both in terms of optimizing 
the highway and transportation system of greater Los Angeles as a whole, and in 
terms of getting  the maximum benefit  from public expenditures and  resources 
without compromising other needed projects,  the 710  tunnel project presents a 
major opportunity. 
 

PURPOSE 
 
 
The Keston Institute for Public Finance and Infrastructure Policy was established 
at  the University  of  Southern California  in  2002  to  leverage USC’s  intellectual 
resources to help California and the nation address critical infrastructure issues.  
The  Keston  Institute  supports  the  formulation  of  infrastructure  policies  and 
practices  that will  improve  the  livability of California  communities, ensure  the 
economic well‐being  of  its  citizens,  and promote  environmental  sustainability.  
The goal of the Institute is to raise the awareness of the value of infrastructure so 
that it can take its place with other vital issues on the public agenda such as jobs, 
education,  and  housing.    To  realize  this  goal, we  can  take  steps  to  facilitate 
communication  between  state,  regional  and  local  leaders,  financiers,  and 
planners.  We can provide a forum for collaboration and for the development of 
strategic  programs  that  engage  a  broad  range  of  stakeholders,  including 
practitioners, policy‐makers,  and  researchers, with  the  end  goal  of developing 
legislative  and  outreach  programs  that  serve  the  public  interest.    The Keston 
Institute convened this one‐day intensive meeting, “Financial Planning Charrette 
for  the 710/210 Tunnel Connection” on December 5, 2007  to discuss  the current 
status  of  a  critical  missing  link  of  Southern  California  transportation 
infrastructure,  to  identify  the  remaining  obstacles  to  its  construction,  to 
determine  the  possibilities  for  its  financing,  and  to  develop  a  plan  of  action 
towards realizing its completion.   
 
The current proposed tunnel plan as it exists today represents major advances in 
technology and financing from previous plans. In the past,  local opposition has 
halted  the  construction  of  proposed  surface  routes,  despite  the  critical 
importance  of  this  segment  to  the  region  in  terms  of  air  quality  benefits, 
congestion relief, and safety.  Local opposition to the construction of this segment 
of freeway delayed the project for approximately four decades, with protests and 
lawsuits by community groups and property owners  in Alhambra, San Marino, 
Pasadena  and  La  Canada/Flintridge,  but  the  most  vocal  and  aggressive 
opposition  from  activists  and  officials  located  in  the  City  of  South  Pasadena.  
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Tunneling  technology  has  dramatically  reduced  the  costs  of  construction  in 
recent years, and current proposals  to  route  the  tunnel hundreds of  feet below 
the  surface  ameliorate  local  concerns  about  air  quality  effects,  noise,  and 
community  disruption.    Cutting‐edge  subterranean  technology  employing 
tunnel boring machines (TBM) can be used, rather than more intrusive cut‐and‐
cover  techniques  that have been  standard  in  the past.    In addition,  this  critical 
segment of highway would dramatically  reduce  travel  times and distances  for 
one of the most important regional goods‐movement corridors, and the value of 
its added efficiency means that it would generate reliable traffic and toll revenue.  
This  presents  a  valuable  opportunity  for  financing  a  critical  piece  of 
infrastructure  without  diverting  scarce  transportation  funds  from  other  vital 
Southern California projects. 
 
The most  recent  report  on  the  project  provides  the  context  for  discussion  of 
appropriate next steps.  A major collaborative effort to move the project forward 
was  spearheaded  and  funded  by  the MTA.    A working  group  composed  of 
technical  staff  from  Caltrans,  SCAG,  and  the  Cities  of Alhambra,  La  Canada 
Flintridge, Los Angeles, Pasadena, San Marino and South Pasadena advised and 
provided technical input for the study.  The results were published in a report by 
engineering firm Parsons Brinkerhoff, Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Report 
which was submitted on June 7, 2006.   Since then, the California Department of 
Transportation has been taking the lead in developing specific engineering plans 
and negotiating an appropriate arrangement for its completion.   
 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSIONS 
 
The  planning  charrette  opened  with  overviews  from  public  officials  of  the 
history of  the project and  the status of engineering plans and cost estimates.   It 
also  featured  the  assessments  and  estimates  of  several  leading  legal  firms, 
contractors,  and  financiers  that  have  direct  experience  with  similar  projects 
around the world.   The afternoon featured a  lengthy  informal discussion of the 
pragmatic steps still required to bring this project to fruition,  including the role 
of  private  sector  parties,  the  projected  costs  and  variations  on  financial 
agreements, the relevant political circumstances in California, and the legislative 
and legal steps that are necessary to getting construction underway.  
 
The meeting opened with  introductions, and a  statement  from California State 
Assemblyman Mike  Eng,  representing  district  49  including much  of  the  San 
Gabriel Valley including Alhambra and San Marino.  Assemblyman Eng offered 
his support for legislative action.  Tracy Arnold, Director for Jobs and Economic 
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Growth  of  the Office  of  the Governor,  expressed  support  for  the  project  and 
stressed Governor  Schwarzenegger’s  commitment  to  leveraging  public money 
through private  sector partnerships.   Dan Farkas,  representing California State 
Senator Gil Cedillo,  confirmed  their  interest  in  seeing  construction underway, 
and Senator Cedillo’s willingness to sponsor needed legislation.  Senator Cedillo 
represents Senate District  22,  including much of Los Angeles  as well  as South 
Pasadena, Alhambra, and San Marino. 
 
Robert Huddy  of  the  Southern  California  Association  of  Governments  began 
discussion with an overview of the history of the project.  Mr. Huddy is a senior 
transportation manager who has been involved with the 710 connector project as 
a representative of SCAG  for nearly  two decades.   Mr. Huddy emphasized  the 
on‐going  local opposition  to  the project.   He described how  the environmental 
review process has been a critical obstacle to progress, as legal challenges create 
long delays and result in significant cost increases.  He expressed optimism that 
the  new  proposals  for  tunneling  combined  with  greater  awareness  of  the 
regional  importance of  the project,  including  for environmental quality and  for 
congestion relief, would continue to alleviate concerns.  He noted that the South 
Pasadena city council, in particular, has moderated their stance on the facility.   
 
The  historical  overview  presented  by Mr. Huddy was  followed with  data  on 
current  traffic  estimates  and  cost  estimates.   Traffic  estimates  indicate  that  the 
tunnel would  immediately  attract  significant  traffic between  the port  area  and 
Los  Angeles  heading  toward  major  national  distribution  centers  in  San 
Bernardino  County.    It would  alleviate  traffic  congestion  for  commuters  and 
trucks  on  surrounding  freeways,  in  particular  Interstate  5,  Interstate  10,  and 
Highway  101  and  also  eliminate  the  current  bottleneck  whereI‐710  currently 
ends  in  South Pasadena.   The MTA was  represented  at  the meeting  by Linda 
Hui, Transportation Planning Manager of the San Gabriel Valley Area Team, and 
Caltrans District 7 was  represented by  senior engineer Abdi Saghafi,  route 710 
corridor manager,  both  of whom  contributed  informal  assessments  of  current 
prospects and progress.  
 
Michael  Liikala,  representing  ACS‐Dragados,  followed  with  a  detailed 
presentation on major engineering aspects of the tunnel project.  He emphasized 
the  savings  in  costs  and  time  that  have  been  made  possible  by  recent 
advancements  in  tunneling  technology utilizing TBMs.   He mentioned  several 
construction  projects  currently  underway  in  Europe,  including  subway 
expansion  projects  as  well  as  the  A‐86  tunnel  in  Paris,  France  and  the M30 
motorway  in Madrid,  Spain.   He  also  discussed  the  Port  of Miami  Tunnel  at 
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length, which has some significant similarities with the proposed 710 tunnel.  In 
particular,  the  Miami  tunnel,  which  extends  under  some  densely  populated 
areas, demonstrates how unobtrusive and efficient new tunneling technology can 
make  such  a  project.    He  also  emphasized  the  importance  of  quick  action, 
stressing the rapid escalation of costs as delays in construction continue. 
  
James  Martling  of  Sperry  Capital  then  discussed  his  firm’s  experience  with 
public/private partnerships and emphasized the need for quick action to ensure 
financial  feasibility.    He  also  recommended  that  government  agencies  take 
responsibility  for  the  environmental  review  process, which  is  considered  too 
unpredictable for the private sector to take on that risk.   
 
The final presentation of the day was made by Paul J. Ryan and Nick Moller of 
the  Infrastructure Advisory Group of  JP Morgan Securities.   They presented  a 
detailed spread sheet with financial data and assumptions for the tunnel project.  
They were able to adjust variables  including the potential overall budget of the 
project  (currently  estimated  at  approximately  $6  billion),  traffic  diversion,  toll 
rates, the amount of government contributions, and the timeframe of concession 
agreements  as well  as  other  significant  elements.   Overall,  it was  clear  at  this 
stage that currently available data would support a financially feasible project in 
which  the private  sector  could  augment public  appropriations with  significant 
capital  investments  through  a  public/private  partnership  (PPP).  Such  an 
arrangement would  shift  considerable  risk  to  the private  sector,  facilitate more 
rapid construction, and reduce operational costs in the long‐term.    
 
Mark  Pisano,  executive  director  of  the  Southern  California  Association  of 
Governments,  led a general discussion  following  the presentation.   Mr. Pisano 
emphasized  the  importance  of  pragmatic  action  and  the  development  of  a 
workable  legislative  strategy.    He  also  emphasized  the  need  to  give  local 
community groups and city officials a voice in the decision‐making process.  
 
Discussants agreed that the project appeared feasible as a PPP, and that because 
of  its  importance  to  improved air quality and mobility and  the economy of  the 
entire region,  it should be prioritized and considered as a discrete project apart 
from more general efforts to authorize public/private partnerships and local toll 
facilities. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

 
1. Though  further  geological  studies  are  needed,  improvements  in 

tunneling  technologies have made  the 710/210 connector  feasible and 
cost‐efficient 

2. Historically,  local  opposition  to  the  connector  has  been  a  major 
obstacle  to  its  completion,  but  the  proposal  to  construct  the  facility 
deep  underground  addresses  most  of  the  identified  concerns.  
Integrating  local  governments  and  community  groups  into  the 
decision‐making will facilitate progress.  

3. Current traffic patterns suggest that there would be ample demand for 
a fairly significant toll ($5‐10). 

4. The environmental review process is a major and expensive element of 
the  project,  and will  have  to  be  undertaken  by  a  public  entity with 
significant financial and legal resources. 

5. Investors should be willing to take on significant risk in exchange for a 
long‐term  toll concession, with only  limited  financial participation by 
the  public  sector,  but will  not  take  responsibility  for  environmental 
permitting or related legal costs 

6. Politically, state  leaders can be expected to approve the project  if  it  is 
framed  appropriately  and  its  benefits  are  publicized  with  their 
constituents.  Public education about the environmental and economic 
benefits of the project should be part of the effort to get it underway.  

 

NEXT STEPS 
 
While  this  project  is  a  good  candidate  for  a  public  private  partnership,  the 
specific  administrative  and  political  form  that  it  will  take  is  not  yet  clear.  
Legislation is needed both to authorize a revenue‐supported project and permit 
private  participation  in  its  financing  and  operation.    This  is  the  first  step  in 
allowing  the  project  to move  forward.  Although  there  is  solid  financial  and 
engineering data available, the environmental aspects of the project remain to be 
examined.   Funds must be appropriated to support the combined CEQA/NEPA 
process.  In addition,  the  specific  institutional mechanism  for administering  the 
project  must  be  decided.  For  example,  will  the  project  be  administered  by 
Caltrans, a project‐specific JPA, or through some other mechanism? 
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Overall, the 710/210 tunnel connection should offer environmental and mobility 
improvements  and  is  an  excellent  candidate  for California  to  leverage  private 
capital.   The estimated construction and operating costs can be supported by a 
toll  structure  that  is  in  line with other  revenue‐supported  facilities  around  the 
U.S.   There  is  little  likelihood that this much‐needed project will be constructed 
solely with public funds.  
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APPENDIX A 
 

Agenda 
 

Financial Planning Charrette 
 

710/210 Tunnel Connection 
 

Welcome 
 
Self‐Introduction of Attendees 
 
Overview and History of the Project 
 
Current Status of Estimates (age and source) 
 
  Traffic (by type and time) 
  Cost (construction, O&M, etc.) 
 
Project Revenue Sources 
 
  ROW, federal, state, and local funds 
  Toll structure to provide capital shortfall and on‐going O&M and reserves 
 
Alternative Financing Structures and Sensitivity Analysis 
 
Existing Legislative Barriers and Needed Enabling Legislation 
 
Preliminary Feasibility Determination 
 
Next Steps     
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APPENDIX B 
 

Attendees 
 
 
Tracy Arnold 
Director, Jobs and Economic Growth, Office 
of the Governor 
Phone: (916) 552‐8606 
Tracy.Arnold@gov.ca.gov 
 
Brandon Davis, attorney 
Nossaman, Gunther, Knox, Elliott, LLP   
445 South Figueroa Street, 31st Floor 
Los Angeles, CA   90071‐1602  
(213) 612‐7894 Tel 
(213) 612‐7801 Fax 
BDavis@Nossaman.com 
 
Jeff Dunn 
Government Affairs Analyst 
SCAG 
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
(213) 236‐1880 
dunn@scag.ca.gov 
 
Louise Nelson Dyble 
Associate Director for Research 
Keston Institute for Infrastructure 
University of Southern California 
Los Angeles CA 90089 
(213)740‐3489   
dyble@usc.edu 
 
Mike Eng   
California State Assembly 
Sacramento, CA 94249‐0049 
Tel: (916) 319‐2049 
Fax: (916) 319‐2149 
assemblymember.eng@assembly.ca.gov 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Dan Farkas   
Staff, Senator Gil Cedillo   
Capitol Office 
State Capitol, Room 5100 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
phone: 213‐612‐9566 
fax: 213‐612‐9591 
daniel.farkas@sen.ca.gov 
 
Robert Huddy 
Transportation Program Manager 
Regional Transit and ITS Planning 
Southern California Association of 
Governments   
213‐236‐1972 
huddy@scag.ca.gov 
 
Linda Hui   
Transportation Planning Manager 
San Gabriel Valley Area Team 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
(213) 922‐3019   
huil@metro.net 
 
Michael Liikala   
ACS‐Dragados   
michaelliikala@hotmail.com 
 
Richard Little, AICP 
Director   
Keston Institute for Infrastructure 
University of Southern California 
Los Angeles CA 90089 
(213)740‐4120 
(213)740‐6170 ‐ fax 
rglittle@usc.edu 
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James Martling   
Sperry Capital   
JMartling@SperryCapital.com 
 
Nick Moller   
Infrastructure Advisory Group 
JP Morgan Securities Inc.   
270 Park Avenue ‐ 20th Floor 
New York, NY 10172 
W: +1‐212‐270‐3415 (Ext. 63415) 
M: +1‐646‐248‐9789 
F: +1‐917‐456‐3515 
nicholas.a.moller@jpmorgan.com 
 
Mark Pisano 
Executive Director (since retired), SCAG 
Currently: Disinguished Fellow  
Bedrosian Center, SPPD 
University of Southern California   
mpisano@usc.edu 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Paul J. Ryan   
Managing Director 
Infrastructure Advisory Group 
JP Morgan Securities Inc.   
270 Park Avenue ‐ 20th Floor 
New York, NY 10172 
Ph: 212 270 5619 
M: 917 698 7248 
Paul.J.Ryan@jpmorgan.com 
 
Denise Raytis    
OʹMelveny & Myers LLP   
400 South Hope Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90071‐2899  
T: (213) 430‐7450   
F: (213) 430‐6407  
draytis@OMM.com 
 
Abdi Saghafi  P.E., P.M.P 
Corridor Manager ‐ ROUTE 710  
Caltrans   
(213) 897‐9810 
abdi.saghafi@dot.ca.gov  
Abdi_Saghafi@dot.ca.gov 
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APPENDIX C 
 

 
Fact Sheet, provided by Abdi Saghafi  P.E., P.M.P, Corridor Manager ‐ ROUTE 710 

California Department of Transportation. 
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401 West Jim Wright Freeway, Suite 113, 76108  -  Mail to  PO Box 121728,   Fort Worth, Texas   76121

 (817) 738-9507      contact@megarail.com             www.megarail.com             FAX (817) 367-2373

21st CenturyTransport      MEGARAIL      
®      

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS, Inc.

14 April 2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012.

Subject:  Demand Letter for Inclusion in EIR for I-710 Extension Project

This letter is to demand inclusion of our combination CargoWay™ and
CargoTram™ systems for consideration for the I-710 EIR.extension project.

This demand is made in view of previous incomplete and accurate reviews of this
system by the LA METRO and ports that resulted in excluding this system upon the
incorrect basis that it was a "fixed guideway" system and thus would not be acceptable
because "fixed guideways" would be unacceptable inside ports and rail facilities.  The
reviewers obviously missed the fact that the CargoTrams are dual-mode, meaning that
they can operate in exactly the same manner as tandem trucks within the ports and within
the rail yards, but operate for most of their trips on the elevated, electrified CargoWays.
CargoTram entry and exit ramps are provided at the port and rail yard boundaries. (The
elevated CargoWay guideways DO NOT run over ports and railroad yards.  CargoTrams
operate from grid electric power supplied by the CargoWays during CargoWay transit.
The lead car of each CargoTram supplies electric power to the entire tram from a
combination of battery power and power generated by use of clean-burning CNG-driven
generators.

The low cost CargoWays can easily be elevated over the Alameda Corridor railways
as described in the enclosed document or over the space at the sides of any freeway,
including I-710 or other freeways running into the central LA area.  CargoWays can also
be installed above existent railways.

The important bottom lines are that use of this system can (1) eliminate most of the
air pollution now caused from cargo movement, (2) avoid the high cost and disruption of
freeway expansion, provide non-stop transfer of cargo between ports, the LA rail yards,
or the Inland Empire, or other destinations and accomplish this at far lower cost than any
other approach.

We would appreciate your careful consideration of the systems described in the
enclosed CagroTram Alameda Corridor Zero Emission Cargo Transport document.  We
would be pleased to provide additional information that you might find helpful.

J. K. Henderson, President



Coalition For A Safe Environment 
P.O. Box 1918,  Wilmington, California 90748 

wilmingtoncoalition @ prodigy.net   310-834-1128 
 

February 25, 2009 
Sam A. Joumblat 
Executive Director 
Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 
Joint Power Authority 
P. O. Box 570 
Long Beach, CA 90801-0570 
info @ ictf-jpa.org 
 

Re: ICTF Joint Powers Authority 
 CEQA Notice of Preparation & Initial Study 
 Intermodal Container Transfer Facility 
 Modernization Project 
 

Su: Submission of Public Comments 
 
 
Mr. Joumblat: 
 
The Coalition For A Safe Environment is an Environmental Justice Community based non-profit 
organization with members in Wilmington, Long Beach, Carson and over 20 other cities in 
California. 

Coalition For A Safe Environment (CFASE) Mission Statement is - To protect, promote, 
preserve and restore our Mother Earth’s delicate ecology, environment, natural resources and 
wildlife.   To attain Environmental Justice in international trade marine ports, goods movement 
transportation corridors, petroleum and energy industry communities.     

On behalf of our members we submit the following public comments: 
 

1.  Proposed Project Goals 
 

A. Reduce emissions at the ICTF by replacing diesel-powered equipment with 
electric-powered equipment. 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 

 
a. Not limit reduction of emissions to only replacing diesel-powered equipment with 

electric-powered equipment. 
 

b. Replace all Harbor Line, Union Pacific and BNSF railroad diesel fuel and alternative 
petroleum fuel switching and line-long haul locomotive engine trains from the Ports to 
the ICTF with an all Electric Train or MagLev Train Technology System which 
eliminates all diesel fuel emissions.  



c. Up-grade the Alameda Corridor to be an Electric Train or MagLev Train Technology 
which eliminates all diesel fuel emissions.  

 
B. Provide additional near-dock rail capacity and container throughput by increasing 

operation efficiencies consistent with the Ports’ Rail Master Plan Study and 
minimize surface transportation congestion and/or delays. 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 

 
a. Conduct an assessment of a 21st century MagLev Train Technology System that can 

be used by Ports to the ICTF facility and the Alameda Corridor which would eliminate 
the need for expanding the ICTF facility since a MagLev Train Technology System 
would be more cost effective, efficient, increases velocity and capacity by 3X to 5X. 

 
We recommend the American Maglev Technology, Inc. - MagLev EMMI Cargo 
System.   American Maglev Technology, Inc. has offered to build the demonstration 
project at no cost to the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific. 

 

The EMMI Cargo System uses a proven magnetic levitation technology to transport 
containers and bulk cargo.    Maglev technology passenger transportation systems 
are currently in use throughout the world.   The EMMI MagLev System produces no 
air pollution, minimum noise, minimizes ground vibration, operates on a track and only 
requires a maximum of a twenty foot wide easement.   The system can transport 
4,000+ container loads per day.   The MagLev train travels from “O” mph to 60mph at 
a cost of about $10 per hour per 80kw. 

 
b. Conduct an assessment of an Electric Train or MagLev Train Technology System for 

use by Ports to the Alameda Corridor that can be used which would eliminate the 
need for expanding the ICTF facility since an Electric Train Technology System would 
be more cost effective, efficient, increases velocity and capacity by 2X to 3X. 

 
c. Prepare a new Rail Master Plan that would allow new terminals and the expansion of 

existing terminals to be integrated into a new modern 21st century Maglev Train 
Technology System or Electric Train Technology System vs the current 20th century 
Diesel fuel Locomotive Engine Transportation Technology. 

   
d. The existing Rail Master Plan Study is out dated 20th century technology and does not 

meet 21st and 22nd century environmentally green, public health safety and efficiency 
needs. 

 
C. Provide enhanced cargo security through new technologies, including biometrics. 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 

 
a. Require all enhanced cargo security equipment and biometrics be contained and 

performed on port property thereby eliminating increased equipment costs, personnel 
costs, inspection time and waste of public funds on off-port property duplicative cargo 
security equipment and inspection costs. 
 



b. Require all containers be inspected on port property prior to being transported off-port 
property thereby eliminating potential public impacts. 

 

c. Require all non-container cargo be inspected on port property prior to being 
transported off-port property thereby eliminating potential public impacts. 

 

d. Require all drayage trucks be inspected on port property prior to being transported off-
port property thereby eliminating potential public impacts. 

 
D. Continue to promote the direct transfer of cargo from port to rail with minimal 

surface transportation congestion and/or delays. 
 

Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 

a. Ports build on-dock shipside rail lines to allow direct drop down from cranes unloading 
containers to awaiting rail cars to eliminate duplicative and increased trans-loading 
costs and the need for off-port property intermodal facilities such as the ICTF.   On-
dock shipside rail increases efficiency, velocity, capacity and decreased shipment 
time. 

 

b. Ports build on-dock shipside rail lines to allow direct drop down from cranes unloading 
cargo and bulk cargo to awaiting rail cars to eliminate duplicative and increased trans-
loading costs and the need for of-port property intermodal facilities such as ICTF.    
On-dock shipside rail increases efficiency, velocity, capacity and decreased shipment 
time. 

 

c. Ports prepare a new Rail Master Plan that would allow new terminals and the 
expansion of existing terminals to be integrated into a new modern 21st century 
Maglev Train Technology System or Electric Train Technology System vs the current 
20th century Diesel Fuel Locomotive Engine Transportation Technology System. 

 

d. Ports and tenants utilize real-time IT logistics software to identify containers and cargo 
for strategic placement on ships and for first-in, first-out efficient unloading for direct 
non-stop destination transportation. 

 
E. Project goals will be further defined in the Draft EIR. 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 
a. Require the ICTF NOP/IS identify all project goals for addressing the ICTF 

construction and operation so that the public is able to provide advance scrutiny, 
assessment, alternatives recommendations and public comment.  This saves 
substantial project personnel time costs, government agency personnel time costs, 
public time and unnecessary waste of public funds held in trust. 

 

b. Require the ICTF NOP/IS identify all project goals for addressing the ICTF 
environmental impacts and mitigation during construction and operation so that the 



public is able to provide advance scrutiny, assessment, alternatives recommendations 
and public comment.    This saves substantial project personnel time costs, 
government agency personnel time costs, public time and unnecessary waste of 
public funds held in trust. 

 

c. Require the ICTF NOP/IS identify all project goals for addressing the ICTF public 
health impacts and environmental mitigation during construction and operation so that 
the public is able to provide advance scrutiny, assessment, alternatives 
recommendations and public comment.    This saves substantial project personnel 
time costs, government agency personnel time costs, public time and unnecessary 
waste of public funds held in trust. 

 
2. Increased Alameda Corridor Usage Alternative 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 
Require a mandatory increased usage of the Alameda Corridor by all Port tenants. The 
Alameda Corridor’s current available capacity is 65%-70% for new container and cargo 
shipments.    The increased usage of the Alameda Corridor would decrease the need to 
expand the ICTF facility. 
 

3. Intermodal Rail Facility Location Alternatives 
 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 

 
a. Require that the Port of Long Beach Toyota Logistics import car terminal be assessed 

as a potential near-dock intermodal rail facility.    There is no reason that two or more 
multi-story car parking lot structures cannot be built that can free up to 80% of the 
parking lot area.     The Toyota lease can be re-negotiated with new incentive offered 
and/or the lease re-negotiated when it expires.   New import cars sales decreased last  
year 2008, will continue to decrease this year 2009 and are projected to decrease 
next year 2010.     There is a higher priority need for a new intermodal facility. 

 

b. Require that the new Port of Long Beach Middle Harbor Redevelopment Project 
Terminal be assessed as a potential on-dock intermodal rail facility.    Port of Long 
Beach container business decreased in 2008, will decrease in 2009 and projected to 
decrease in 2010.     An on-dock intermodal facility is a higher priority need vs a near 
dock facility. 

 
4. Drayage Trucks Alternatives. 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 
a. Require that all diesel fuel and alternative petroleum fuel drayage trucks servicing the 

ICTF facility be replaced with short haul Balqon Corproation. or equivalent Electric 
Drayage Trucks. 



 
The Balqon Electric Truck is designed to be a short haul distance drayage truck. 
It is zero air polluting, has a maximum speed of 40mph, has a maximum range of 
60 miles when empty unloaded and a maximum range of 30 miles fully loaded.  It 
It can transport a standard 65,000 lb. loaded container.   It can be 60% charged in 
1 hr and 100% charged in 3-4 hrs.  

 
b. Require that all diesel fuel drayage trucks that are 2005 and older servicing the ICTF 

facility that have a crankcase blow-by pipe be retrofitted with the Miracle Mile 
Solution, Inc. Vehicle Additive Technology Solution System and HAD Crankcase 
Recirculation System Technology.   

 

The Vehicle Additive Technology Solution System (VATSS) is an innovative hybrid 
sequential fuel management system, which lowers fuel consumption and increases 
combustion efficiency.  Exhaust stack pollution is significantly reduced as a result of 
improved combustion efficiency and lower fuel consumption.  

 

The major benefits of VATSS are:  Increased Miles per Gallon (MPG), Lower Fuel 
Expenses, Tail-Pipe Emissions that meet or exceed the 2007 EPA Emissions 
Standards and Reduced Greenhouse Gas pollutants from engines after its 
installation.  This will not negatively affect the Factory OEM Horse Power Ratings. 

 

The HAD Crankcase Recirculation System has a C.A.R.B. EO # D-650.  This system 
eliminates all crankcase emissions known as blow-by and returns combustion VOC 
vapors from the crankcase into the air intake induction system as a reusable fuel 
source.  In addition this technology system recycles residual oil and returns it to the 
crankcase.   

 

This system also eliminates all the by-product VOC vapor gases and toxic PM fumes 
from the crankcase traditionally expelled from the blow-by tube, thus removing all the 
crankcase air pollutants from the atmosphere and the traditional oil leakage unto the 
ground, which occurs during idle and normal engine operating conditions that are 
toxic and contains carcinogens.  This system does not have filters to change and also 
decreases oil consumption. 

 
5. Intermodal Rail Yard Emissions Control Alternatives 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 

 
a. Require the ICTF facility to use the Advanced Cleanup Technologies, Inc. - Advanced 

Locomotive Emissions Control Systems ( ALECS ) to capture locomotive engine 
emissions.    The system reduces Sulfur Dioxide (SOX) by 97%, Particulate Matter 
(PM) by 92% and Oxides of Nitrogen (NOX) by 97%. 

 

Advanced Cleanup Technologies, Inc. -  Advanced Locomotive Emissions Control 
System ( ALECS ).     A train locomotive idling engines exhaust is captured by an 
emissions capture system which consists of a bonnet that is placed over a smoke 



stack to suck in the exhaust which is then transferred through a hose-like duct to an 
emissions treatment subsystem.    The ALECS System can be configured to have 
multiple bonnets to connect a series of locomotive engines and can be mounted on an 
overhead rail system which can traverse back and forth over one or more idling 
locomotive engines.      ALECS would typically be built on one side of the rail tracks. 

 

b. Require all fuel storage tanks to be built or retrofitted with a 100% closed-loop vapor 
recovery system that does not vent out VOC’s into the ambient atmosphere. 
 

6. Electric Utility Power Alternatives 
 

Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 
a. Require that a 30 MW Solar Power System be built at the ICTF facility.   The 

proposed project will have significant impact upon public LADWP electrical power 
utility to provide electrical power.   The JPA, Ports and Union Pacific do not 
significantly financially contribute to the building of new electrical power facilities, their 
maintenance, repair or replacement.   There is sufficient overhead space above 
buildings, rail yard area, railroad tracks, facility grounds and containers that is 
available. 

 

We recommend the Pyron Solar, Inc. - Solar Energy Power Plant  
 

Pyron Solar has developed a concentrating solar technology that is a revolutionary 
low-profile floating system with short-focal-length lenses which concentrate direct 
sunlight by 400% onto photovoltaic cells.    These advanced multi-junction cell and 
arrays generate 800 times more electricity than conventional non-concentrating cells 
the same size.    The National Renewable Energy Laboratory of the U.S. Department 
of Energy has confirmed a 37.3% efficiency of the cells.    The system does require 
cooling potable water from any source.     Using the same land surface area a Pyron 
Solar Power Plant generates 14.5 times more electricity that the world’s largest solar 
power plant, SOLAR II, 8.6 times more electricity than the LUZ-solar power plant in 
Kramer Junction, CA and 190 times more electricity that the solar chimney plant in 
Manzanares, Spain. 

 

b. Require that a 60 MW Wind Energy Power System be built at the ICTF facility and 
along the railroad tracks.   The proposed project will have significant impact upon 
public LADWP electrical power utility to provide electrical power.   The JPA, Ports and 
Union Pacific do not significantly financially contribute to the building of new electrical 
power facilities, their maintenance, repair or replacement.   There is sufficient 
overhead space above buildings, rail yard area, railroad tracks, facility grounds and 
containers that is available. 

 

We recommend  the Mariah Power Windspire and Quiet Revolution, LTD. Vertical 
Wind Turbine designs. 

 
7. Health Impact Assessment (HIA) & Public Health Survey Study Alternatives 



 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 
a. Conduct a Health Impact Assessment Study as part of the Environmental Impact 

Report and Health Risk Assessment (HRA).   An HIA provides a more comprehensive 
assessment of the public health and economic impacts of a project.   The Los Angeles 
County Health Department and the US EPA Region 9 both support the use of a HIA 
for Ports and goods movement construction and operation projects. 

 

b. Conduct a Public Health Survey (PHS’s) in the identified public impacted sensitive 
receptor areas, which can be used to establish a Public Health Baseline (PHB).    
Health Risk Assessments are significantly inaccurate because they are based on a 
computer model and not an actual Public Health Baseline. 

 

c. Require the establishment of a Public Health Care Mitigation Fund that can mitigate 
public health impacts, support necessary HIA, PHB, PHS’s research studies and 
provide financial assistance for immediate, short term and long term care such as: 

Public health care & treatment, assistance to pay for health care at local clinics & 
county hospitals, assistance to pay for health insurance, assistance to pay for medical 
equipment, assistance to pay for medical supplies, assistance to pay for medical 
prescriptions, assistance for funeral expenses, assistance for short & long term 
convalescent care, assistance for rehabilitation, assistance for job retraining, 
assistance for lost income and assistance for special learning disability assistance. 

 
8. Noise Mitigation Alternatives 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 
a. Require the installation of Sound Proof Glass in all residential homes, public schools, 

senior care facilities etc. and sensitive receptors within 3 miles of the ICTF facility.    
Request that the Sound Proof Glass have a minimum STC Rating (Sound 
Transmission Class) of 56. 

 

b. Require the installation of Sound Proof Doors in all residential homes, public schools, 
senior care facilities etc. and sensitive receptors within 3 miles of the ICTF facility.    
Request that the Sound Proof Glass have a minimum STC Rating (Sound 
Transmission Class) of 60. 

 

c. Require the installation of Sound Proof Curtains in all residential home, public 
schools, senior care facilities etc. and sensitive receptors within 3 miles of the ICTF 
facility.    Sound Proof Curtains can also be temporarily installed during any 
construction.    Request that the Sound Proof Curtains have a minimum STC Rating 
(Sound Transmission Class) of 50. 

 

d. Require that no track be within 1500’ of residential homes, public schools, senior care 
facilities etc. and sensitive receptors. 



 
e. Require that ICTF establish a plan to minimize usage of rail tracks near residential 

homes, public schools, senior care facilities etc. and sensitive receptors when not 
necessary. 

 
9. Light Mitigation Alternatives 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 

 
a. Require the installation of electrical energy saving LED lighting fixtures in lieu of its 

planned lighting fixtures. 
 

b. Require that the maximum height of a lighting fixture be 40’ in height. 
 

c. Require that ICTF establish a plan to minimize light usage when parts of the facility 
are not being used. 

 

d. Require the installation of electrical energy saving LED lighting fixtures in lieu of its 
planned lighting fixtures. 
 

10. Air Quality Mitigation Alternatives 
 

Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 
a. Require that the ICTF stop locomotive engine and drayage truck operations on 

SCAQMD smog alert days. 
 

b. Require that the ICTF stop locomotive engine and drayage truck operations when 
a federal National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) is exceeded. 

 
11. Cumulative Impact Assessment 

 
Request the JPA, Ports and Union Pacific: 
 

a. Require that the cumulative impact assessment study include all impacted 
Environmental Justice Communities regionally beginning with Port Communities, 
Transportation Corridor Communities, Rail Yard Communities and Distribution 
Center Communities to their final destinations in California and leaving California. 

 

b. Require that the locomotive train traffic and environmental impact assessment 
study include all impacted Environmental Justice Communities regionally 
beginning with Port Communities, Transportation Corridor Communities, Rail Yard 
Communities and Distribution Center Communities to their final destinations in 
California and leaving California. 

 

c. Require that the drayage truck traffic and environmental impact assessment study 
include all impacted Environmental Justice Communities regionally beginning with 





 
 

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL 

AMERICAN LUNG ASSOCIATION IN CALIFORNIA 

COALITION FOR A SAFE ENVIRONMENT 

COALITION FOR CLEAN AIR 

COMMUNITIES FOR CLEAN PORTS 

EAST YARD COMMUNITIES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

HARBOR WATTS EDC 

LONG BEACH ALLIANCE FOR CHILDREN WITH ASTHMA 

SAN PEDRO AND PENINSULA HOMEOWNER'S COALITION 
 

February 25, 2009 
 
Via First Class Mail and Email 
 
Sam A. Joumblat 
Executive Director 
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Re:  Notice of Preparation / Initial Study – ICTF Project 

Dear Mr. Joumblat: 

On behalf of The Natural Resources Defense Council (“NRDC”) and the undersigned, we hereby 
submit the following comments on the Notice of Preparation and Initial Study for the Intermodal 
Container Transfer Facility (“ICTF”) Project (the “Project”).   

1. The EIR must not narrowly define project objectives.     

We are concerned that the currently stated objectives of the Project may artificially limit the range 
of alternatives considered in the EIR.  If the project objective is defined too narrowly, the 
subsequent analysis of alternatives in the EIR may be inadequate, for it is the project objective that 
guides the identification and consideration of alternatives.  See CEQA Guidelines § 15124(b).   

Here, one of the stated Project goals is to “continue to promote the direct transfer of cargo from 
port to rail with minimal surface transportation congestion and/or delays.”  NOP at 3.  However, 
the NOP appears to define “direct transfer” to exclude on-dock rail.  For example, another Project 
goal is:  “provide additional near-dock rail capacity and container throughput by increasing 
operation efficiencies consistent with the Ports’ Rail Master Plan Study and minimize surface 
transportation congestion and/or delays . . . .”  NOP at 2.   
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A limitation on “direct transfer” to near-dock rail is not consistent with CEQA.  As you know, 
CEQA requires that the EIR present reasonable alternatives “which are capable of avoiding or 
substantially lessening any significant effects of the project, even if these alternatives would 
impede to some degree attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly.”  CEQA 
Guidelines § 15126.6(b).  We therefore expect that the EIR will incorporate a more accurate set of 
Project objectives that does not limit the range of alternatives to near-dock facilities, and which 
includes a reasonable range of alternatives, including but not limited to advanced container 
movement technologies.   

2. The EIR must address a reasonable range of alternatives.   

There are a number of alternatives which the EIR needs to evaluate.  These include: 

• Advanced technology container movement.  The Port of Los Angeles is undertaking an 
RFP process for bids for advanced technology for containers, such as maglev.  The EIR 
should take this into account. 

• Electric drayage trucks.  The Ports and the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(the “District”) are working to develop electric drayage trucks.  A prototype was rolled out 
last year at the Port of Los Angeles. 

• On-dock rail.  With sufficient new on-dock rail, expansion of ICTF may not be necessary. 

• Use of the Port of Los Angeles Terminal Island Intermodal Facility and/or the Port of Long 
Beach Pier T Mole Expansion (also on Terminal Island) could adequately satisfy the ports’ 
rail infrastructure needs.   

• Zero-emission fixed-guideway alternatives.  See the February 17, 2009 letter from the 
District to the I-710 Technical Advisory Committee, a copy of which is enclosed with this 
letter for your reference.   

• Alameda Corridor electrification.  As you know, the Corridor was constructed with 
electrification in mind.  Emissions from diesel locomotives leaving the ICTF facility could 
be reduced if the Corridor is electrified. 

• SR 47 alternatives.  The SR 47 truck freeway project is now in the EIR process.  When 
considering the cumulative effects of the Project, the SR 47 projects and its alternatives 
should be considered.  There are serious heal risk issues posed by the routing and 
development of SR 47. 

• The EIR should not be constrained by outmoded Ports Rail Master Plan Study.   
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3. The EIR must address all components of the Project, plus the cumulative impacts of 

the Project. 

The EIR must provide a clear and accurate project description that addresses all of the project’s 
components.  See County of Inyo v. City of Los Angeles, 124 Cal.App.3d 1, 9 (1981) (“An 
accurate, stable, and finite project description is the sine qua non of an informative and legally 
sufficient EIR.”).  Both the method of transportation of containers and the routes to be taken to 
move containers to the Project will have an effect on the physical environment and on the health of 
residents near the Project and associated roadways.   

In addition, there will be environmental effects from the additional rail traffic contemplated in the 
NOP, and from the proposed new BNSF facility, if built (see NOP at 4).  These impacts may be 
felt, for example, in communities near the Commerce railyards and in the Inland Empire that will 
see more train traffic due to the Project.  These impacts must be analyzed in the EIR. 

4. The EIR must present an accurate environmental baseline.   

Under CEQA, the baseline conditions for determining “significant impacts” are those local and 
regional conditions that exist when the NOP is made available for review.  See CEQA Guidelines, 
§15125(a) (an EIR must describe the “physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the 
project, as they exist at the time the notice of preparation is published . . . from both a local and 
regional perspective.  This environmental setting will normally constitute the baseline physical 
conditions by which a lead agency determines whether an impact is significant.”).  Here, neither 
the local nor regional conditions in the vicinity of the Project area appear to have been adequately 
described in the NOP; see NOP at 3-4.  . 

For instance, the EIR must include a detailed analysis of the current levels of noise, air pollution, 
light pollution, vibration, as well as traffic conditions, and make a realistic comparison of the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project versus the existing conditions.  In addition, the EIR 
must contain documentation to support baseline numbers and sufficient analysis to explain and 
justify the estimated truck trips, yard activities, locomotive trips, and other activities that will be 
generated by the proposed Project.  We have found, for example in the SR 47 project, that sloppy 
work in modeling can greatly complicate and delay a project.   

In addition, the local and regional environmental conditions in the vicinity of the proposed Project 
site must be described and analyzed.  Local schools, a shelter for veterans, churches, parks, and 
residential neighborhoods must be recognized and impacts on them analyzed and discussed.   

5. The scope of analysis in the EIR must address local as well as regional effects.   

Just as the environmental baseline must address the local as well as the regional context, CEQA 
requires that the EIR analyze the local and regional environmental impacts of a proposed project.  
“The EIR must demonstrate that the significant environmental impacts of the proposed project 
were adequately investigated and discussed and it must permit the significant effects of the project 
to be considered in the full environmental context.”  CEQA Guidelines § 15125(c) (emphasis 
added).  The Project may lead to an additional 1.5 million truck trips per year though the West 
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Long Beach and surrounding neighborhoods.  There may also be effects on nearby freeways such 
as the I-405 and I-710.  In addition, a substantial increase in rail traffic is proposed; this increase 
will have effects on the physical environment in the Inland Empire as well as locally.   

Moreover, we are concerned that given the fact that the ports expect at least a tripling of cargo 
throughput over the next two to three decades, it is unrealistic to suggest that the proposed Project 
would replace truck traffic on the I-710 with rail transport.  Rather, the more realistic view—and 
the one that should be reflected in the EIR—is that this increase in throughput (if it occurs) will 
lead to additional traffic on the I-710 and I-405, as part of a significant increase in goods 
movement and thus air pollution and health impacts in the Southern California region. 

6. The EIR should address all feasible measures to mitigate the project’s environmental 
impacts.   

 
Under CEQA, all feasible mitigation measures must be considered and implemented to reduce 
environmental impacts to a level of insignificance.  See CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4.  To that end, 
the EIR for this project should adopt all applicable mitigation measures identified in the Ports’ 
Clean Air Action Plan and the Ports’ Clean Trucks Plans.  Additionally, the EIR should address 
electrification of the Alameda Corridor and Alameda Corridor East, since maximizing use of the 
Alameda Corridor is both a goal and foreseeable result of this project.   
 
One important issue to be considered and analyzed is the enforceability of proposed mitigation 
measures.  The existing ICTF facility has not been well-maintained, and so attention should be 
given to whether and why the operators of ICTF can be trusted to carry out any proposed 
mitigation measures in the future. 
 
7. The EIR must address all reasonably foreseeable future impacts.   

The EIR must address and analyze all significant direct and indirect impacts caused by the Project, 
which include all reasonably foreseeable impacts.  See CEQA Guidelines §§ 15126, 15358.  As 
noted above, there are outstanding proposals to expand the I-710, SR-47, and to build a huge new 
intermodal facility for BNSF next to the ICTF site – all with the same objective:  to increase 
throughput at the Ports.   

Under CEQA, it is improper segmentation of this Project to examine only a discrete component of 
a much larger project.  See CEQA Guidelines § 15130.  The environmental effects of a potential 
future expansion must be considered where, as here, the expansion “is a reasonably foreseeable 
consequence of the initial project; and the future expansion . . . will be significant in that it will 
likely change the scope or nature of the project or its environmental effects.”  Laurel Heights 
Improvement Ass’n of San Francisco, Inc. v. Regents of the Univ. of California, 47 Cal.3d 376, 396 
(1988).  The potential expansion of this Project and the SCIG project to create a super yard meets 
these two requirements, and must be addressed in the EIR.  Furthermore, if expansion to create a 
super yard would entail increased capacity, the effects of such increased capacity must be taken 
into account. 
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Further, as you know, CEQA requires that an EIR address growth-inducing effects of a proposed 
project.  See CEQA Guidelines § 15358(a)(2).  Here, the NOP makes clear that this Project is 
intended to enable the Ports to accommodate anticipated growth in containerized cargo.  Where a 
project will enable growth that itself implicates environmental impacts, those impacts must be 
considered in the EIR, even if such impacts will occur “later in time.”  CEQA Guidelines § 
15358(a)(2).  The proposed ICTF expansion is intended to facilitate the accommodation of growth 
up to 300 percent at the ports in the next two to three decades.  Thus, the EIR must address 
environmental impacts of growth at the ports and related increased container movement.   

8. The EIR must contain a comprehensive health risk assessment.   
 
This proposed Project will generate a tremendous amount of diesel exhaust from trucks, yard 
equipment and locomotives.  Recent health risk assessments for the existing ICTF facility and the 
SR-47 project, as well as the AQMD’s MATES III study, have shown dramatically the plight of 
people who live near the ICTF project.  Given this, a formal health risk assessment should be 
completed that evaluates the health risk not only from activities at and near the Project site, but 
also from the trucks that would deliver containers to the Project and trains that will use the Project 
site.  The HRA must also assess the cumulative risk from other sources in the region, including the 
cumulative risk posed from the growth at the Ports that this Project will enable.  

 
9. Environmental justice impacts must be considered in the EIR.   
The proposed Project Site is located near two low-income communities of color:  west Long Beach 
and Wilmington.  According to the 2000 census, Latinos, African-Americans, Asians, and other 
non-white ethnicities represent over 85% of the population in these communities.  However, the 
NOP does not make clear that the EIR will assess and mitigate environmental justice impacts.   

The California Air Resources Board recently observed that “[t]he Californians who live near ports, 
rail yards, and along high traffic corridors are subsidizing the goods movement sector with their 
health.”  See CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD, DRAFT EMISSION REDUCTION PLAN FOR PORTS 
AND INTERNATIONAL GOODS MOVEMENT IN CALIFORNIA, Chapter 5, at1, (Dec. 1, 2005).  Wilmington 
and west Long Beach are already burdened by all three of those pollution sources—including the Port 
of LA, Port of Long Beach, the 710 freeway, the Terminal Island Freeway, and the existing ICTF 
facility, addition to the nearby refineries.  Of particular concern in this area are the adverse health 
effects of diesel emissions.  The EIR must consider and implement mitigation measures to eliminate 
all environmental justice impacts implicated by the proposed Project, taking into account impacts 
introduced by the Project itself as well as cumulative impacts that arise from existing and foreseeable 
future sources of air, light, and noise pollution—including any growth at the port that this project will 
enable.   

10. The EIR must consider the effects of climate change on the Project, and the effect of the 
Project on climate change.   

As the California Attorney General and many others (including the most recent port-related 
DEIS/DEIRs from the Port of Los Angeles and the United States Army Corps of 
Engineers) have recognized, CEQA requires an analysis of the global warming impacts of a 
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project.  California has long rejected the argument that environmental analysis can be 
ignored if the contributions of a project to a large scale problem are small.  See, e.g.,   
Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford, 221 Cal.App.3d 692 (1990); LAUSD v. City 
of Los Angeles, 58 Cal.App.4th 1019, 1025 (1997); Communities for a Better Environment 
v. Cal Resources Agency, 103 Cal.App.4th 98, 120 (2002); and Massachusetts v. EPA, 127 
S.Ct. 1438, 1457 (2007).   
 
Here, with proper modeling, the additional CO2 emissions caused by the proposed increase of 
truck and train traffic associated with the Project can be estimated.  Moreover, the potential effects 
of global warming such as an increase in sea levels and an increase in temperature may have an 
effect on the Project can and should be considered.  At minimum, the EIS should analyze the effect 
of the Project on compliance with AB32, California Executive Order S-3-05 (which requires all 
State agencies to “consider and implement strategies to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions”), 
and the global warming / climate change action plan prepared by the Villaraigosa administration in 
May, 2007. 
 
11. The EIR should contain a discussion of whether the Project makes economic sense in 

view of current and projected economic conditions. 
 
Cargo throughput at the ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach has declined significantly, calling 
into question whether the proposed project is necessary.  A February 23, 2009 article in the Journal 
of Commence states:  “Los Angeles, the nation's largest container port, reported a 6 percent drop in 
volume in 2008 and neighboring Long Beach, the second-largest port, was down 11.2 percent. The 
bleeding is expected to get worse this year, with Long Beach's volume down 23 percent in January 
and Los Angeles down 10 percent for the month.”  Accordingly, the EIR should assess the need for 
a project of this magnitude in light of the current economic downturn.   
 
Moreover, the Ports’ joint Rail Study Update (December 2006) calls into question whether any 
additional rail projects are needed at this time.  The Study concluded that additional rail 
infrastructure on Terminal Island or near dock rail facilities like SCIG or the UP Expansion are 
needed because the ports’ rail infrastructure will reach capacity between 2010 and 2015.  But this 
conclusion was based on the faulty assumption of near exponential growth at the ports (the Rail 
Study Update assumed a nearly 500% increase in TEU throughput between 2000 and 2030).   
 
Further, as noted above, even if additional rail infrastructure is needed to accommodate increased 
trade after the current economic downturn, the EIR should consider whether the Port of Los 
Angeles Terminal Island Intermodal Facility or the Port of Long Beach Pier T Mole Expansion 
(also on Terminal Island) could adequately satisfy the ports’ rail infrastructure needs.  Given that 
both of these projects are located on port property and further in distance from sensitive receptors 
than the current project, either of these Terminal Island projects would likely be preferable from an 
environmental and public health standpoint to the currently proposed project.  Moreover, the Rail 
Study Update determined that one of these two rail projects could accommodate the ports’ rail 
infrastructure needs through 2020.  Given that this determination was based on faulty growth 
assumptions, either of the Terminal Island projects could very well accommodate any future 
growth at the ports well past 2020—making the proposed UP Expansion unnecessary.  And given 
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the ports’ stated commitment to increasing on-dock rail, the Terminal Island projects would be a 
preferable alternative.   
 
The EIR must reassess whether there is a pressing need for the proposed project and if so, whether 
there are other less environmentally damaging alternatives.  The ports’ own Rail Study Update 
clearly indicates that such alternatives exist. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
David Pettit 
Senior Attorney 
Natural Resources Defense Council 

 
Colleen Callahan 
Manager of Air Quality Policy and Advocacy 
American Lung Association in California 

 
Jesse N. Marquez 
Executive Director 
Coalition For A Safe Environment 

 
 
Candice Sung Kim 
Senior Campaign Associate 
Coalition for Clean Air 
 

 
Ryan Wiggins  
Campaign Associate 
Communities for Clean Ports 

 
Angelo Logan 
Executive Director 
East Yard Communities for Environmental 
Justice 

 
 
Frank O'Brien 
Executive Director 
Harbor Watts EDC 

 
Elina Green, MPH 
Consultant 
Long Beach Alliance for Children with Asthma  
 

 
Kathleen Woodfield 
Vice President 
San Pedro and Peninsula Homeowner's Coalition 
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cc: Dr. Geraldine Knatz 

Tom Russell 
Councilwoman Janice Hahn  
Richard Steinke 
Dominic Holzhaus 
Barry Wallerstein 
Susan Nakamura  
Andrea Hricko 
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February 17, 2009 
 
 
 
To: I-710 Technical Advisory Committee 
 

Re:  I-710 Project EIR Alternatives 
 
We are writing to provide comments of the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(AQMD) staff regarding project alternatives to be considered in the I-710 project EIR.  
We intend these comments to assist the lead agency in developing an EIR and achieving 
a project approval that will address the region’s serious environmental and congestion 
challenges, and receive the broad public and governmental support needed for successful 
implementation.  In brief, our comments recommend that the EIR include and evaluate 
three zero-emission transport technology alternatives.  These technologies are  
(1) electrified rail, (2) a fixed-guideway advanced technology such as maglev, and  
(3) electric trucks.  The optimal project may include a combination of these technologies 
and highway lanes.  Thoroughly evaluating all of these alternatives in the EIR will allow 
the lead agency to identify and adopt such an optimal combination.   
 
Background 
 
AQMD staff views the I-710 project as a critical element of Southern California’s efforts 
to ensure mobility and enhance public health.  The project is located in the primary 
international goods movement corridor in Southern California – a corridor near the 
marine terminus of rail and highway transport facilities that traverse the region and carry 
over 40% of the nation’s containerized imports.  The corridor is heavily impacted by 
pollution and congestion.  The choices of transportation technologies for this corridor 
will impact millions of persons, locally and regionwide.  Moreover, due to its location, 
the project presents a singular opportunity to begin deployment of beneficial 
technologies regionwide.  Properly designed, the project can reduce dangerous emissions, 
as well as achieve co-benefits in furthering state and federal goals of mobility, energy 
efficiency, reduced petroleum dependence, and greenhouse gas emissions reduction. 
 

South Coast 
Air Quality Management District 
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA  91765-4182 
(909) 396-2000 • www.aqmd.gov 
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AQMD’s primary concern is air quality impacts.  The following are key facts about the 
project’s air quality setting: 

 
• Mobile Sources Contribute to Serious Health Impacts.  Mobile sources such as 

trucks, locomotives and automobiles create the vast majority of air pollution in 
the South Coast Air Basin.  One type of pollutant, fine particulates, is estimated to 
cause 6,200 premature deaths in the Basin every year.1   The average reduction in 
life span for such persons is estimated by the California Air Resources Board and 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to be 14 years.  

 
• Health Risks Near Transportation Facilities.  The California Air Resources Board 

identified diesel particulate matter as a toxic air contaminant in 1998, due to 
carcinogenic risk.  The AQMD Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study (MATES III) 
shows that diesel particulate matter is the overwhelming contributor to regional 
cancer risks from air pollution which average 1,200 in a million.2  This is 
hundreds of times higher than risk levels allowed for stationary sources under 
AQMD rules (between and 1 and 25 in a million).  The highest risks from air 
pollution are found near highways and other transportation facilities such as the I-
710, because of heavy reliance on diesel-powered mobile sources.  Persons in 
highly polluted portions of the basin, and persons near transportation facilities 
anywhere, also suffer greater risks of reduced lung function and many other 
serious health effects.    

 
• Federally-Required Emission Reductions & “Black Box.”  To attain national air 

quality standards as required by federal law, this region must reduce nitrogen 
oxides emissions by approximately two-thirds beyond the levels that will result 
from all the stringent rules adopted to date by federal, state and local agencies.  
SCAQMD, CARB and SCAG have not been able to identify sufficient specific 
measures to meet this need, and the region’s Air Quality Management Plan thus 
includes a large “black box” federal Clean Air Act commitment of needed but 
unidentified control measures.  The black box includes over 200 tons of NOx 
reductions, an amount that exceeds the region’s entire federal ozone standard 
“carrying capacity.”3  Under federal law, the black box will need to be replaced 
by specific emission control strategies.  Emissions from trucks and locomotives 
will comprise a substantial portion of total emissions in 2024, the year federal law 
requires attainment of the ozone standard.  The region’s Air Quality Management 
Plan thus identifies non-combustion zero-emission transport technologies as a 
potential means to fill the black box.    

 
In sum, this region needs every possible emission reduction from goods movement and 
other mobile sources.  This must include zero-emission technologies wherever possible.   

                                                 
1 California Air Resources Board, 2008 (mean estimate). 
2 SCAQMD Mates III analysis, 2008 
3 I.e. the maximum level of emissions that can occur if the region is to meet the federal standard 
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Comments on Alternative Technology Alternatives  
 
For the above reasons, AQMD staff urges that the I-710 project EIR provide 
decisionmakers with thorough information regarding the feasibility and impacts of 
employing zero-emission technologies.  Our specific comments are provided below: 
 

• A sufficient variety of alternatives involving transport powered by electricity 
should be included in the EIR to maximize the potential for inclusion of such 
technologies as part of the project.  “Alternative” technology transportation 
systems powered by electricity would provide substantial air quality benefits due 
to the lack of any diesel particulate emissions (which cause significant local 
cancer risks), and the greatly reduced criteria pollutant emissions – particularly 
since emissions from electric generating plants in this region are well-controlled 
through use of selective catalytic reduction NOx controls and natural gas fuel.  
Electrification would also create substantial co-benefits in reducing carbon 
emissions, which would assist the state and region in implementing AB 32 and SB 
375.  We thus strongly urge that a sufficient variety of zero-emission alternatives 
be included in the EIR, as discussed below, to maximize the potential for 
identification of a system that could successfully be incorporated into the final 
approved project. 

 
• At least two zero-emission fixed-guideway alternatives – an advanced 

technology such as maglev and electrified rail – should be evaluated in the EIR.     
The types of fixed-guideway systems to be thoroughly evaluated as EIR 
alternatives should, at a minimum, include (1) a broadly-proven technology, 
electrified rail, and (2) an advanced technology such as maglev that may provide 
additional benefits or be more suited to regional needs.  Evaluating both types of 
fixed-guideway technologies will maximize the possibility of identifying a 
configuration that can be successfully implemented. The two types of 
technologies would likely pose differing advantages and disadvantages, e.g. cost, 
ability to incorporate into existing transport routes, and ability to implement 
through an elevated guideway if that is determined necessary.  The two types of 
technologies also may have differing potential for phased expansion to the rest of 
the region.  We strongly urge that potential for expansion be a key criterion for 
the ultimate technology decision since a regionwide zero-emission system may be 
the only way to achieve long-term pollution, energy, congestion and climate 
needs.  Consistent with these needs, the Regional Transportation Plan proposes a 
regional transport system that would be electrified.     
 
Alameda Corridor Electrification.  One configuration that should be evaluated, at 
least as a partial solution, is electrification of the Alameda Corridor.  The Corridor 
was constructed so as to accommodate electrification.  We recognize that the 
Corridor is used by trains bound to and from points outside of the region, and that 
much of the I-710 traffic serves points within the region.  But such additional use 
for the Corridor should at least be evaluated since this would be an obvious (and 
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possibly less expensive) means of electrifying a significant portion of cargo 
transport.   
 
Zero Emission Technologies Are Available Today.  Finally we wish to note that, 
while some zero emission technologies have yet to be commercialized (e.g. 
electric trucks), technological advances are occurring quickly.  In addition, some 
zero-emission technologies, notably electrified rail, have been widely deployed 
for decades.  To illustrate the point, we have attached photos of electrified freight 
transport systems in England, France, Russia, Italy, Slovakia, Russia, Australia 
and Japan (there are examples in many more countries).  These systems carry 
many types of freight, including cargo containers, and in some cases cross 
mountainous terrain.  We found examples of electrified freight rail systems that 
were constructed as long ago as 1922.  Electric locomotives have similar or lower 
cost and are easier to maintain than diesel locomotives.  We have also attached 
photos of “dual mode” locomotives in operation in U.S. passenger service that 
operate solely on electricity in New York City stations and tunnels due to 
restrictions on diesel exhaust in those facilities.  New Jersey has ordered similar 
equipment.  Such locomotives “seamlessly” transfer to diesel power when 
operated elsewhere.  This technology can be used to phase-in electrification of 
current infrastructure since electrified track can be shared by diesel locomotives.  
The attachment also includes an image of the passenger maglev system currently 
in operation in Shanghai.  Clearly, electric transport technologies are available 
today and should be thoroughly evaluated in the I-710 EIR.   

 
• Electric trucks should be one alternative evaluated in the EIR.   The AQMD 

supports development and deployment of electric trucks.  We currently are 
engaged in projects, co-funded by the ports and AQMD, to develop electric 
drayage trucks and yard hostlers.  Such technology has the potential to move 
cargo where fixed rails cannot and would avoid local and regional emissions 
impacts.  The category of heavy-duty trucks is currently the largest source of NOx 
emissions in the Basin.  Unless cleaner technologies such as electrification are 
employed, trucks will still be among the top three source categories for NOx in 
2024 (the federal ozone attainment deadline) despite years of implementation of 
stringent new-vehicle emissions standards and truck replacement/retrofit rules.  
Zero-emissions technologies thus should be deployed to the extent feasible for 
this large emissions category.  

   
While we support deployment of electric trucks, we view electric truck 
technology as a supplement to, not a replacement for, fixed-guideway systems.  
Our reasons are threefold:   
 
o First, there will always be a need to move substantial cargo from the ports to 

locations beyond the economic range of trucks.   
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o Second, the region should remove as many trucks as possible from the roads, 
both to reduce traffic congestion, and to cut energy use and associated 
emissions; this should be a key design goal of the project.   

 
o Third, maximizing transport of cargo (and, if possible, passengers) by fixed 

guideway could reduce the need to construct additional highway lanes; this, in 
turn could free up space and funds to construct zero-emissions fixed guideway 
transport systems 

 
• The EIR Should Fully and Concurrently Evaluate all Alternatives Described 

Above.  Finally, we wish to caution against any unnecessary “phasing” of the 
evaluation of zero-emission alternatives which could result in other portions of 
the I-710 project (i.e. lane expansion) proceeding to project-level analysis, 
possible approval, and construction, prior to full evaluation and  potential decision 
regarding the zero-emission alternative.  Highway lanes and alternative transport 
systems are highly interrelated.  The capacity of one could affect the usage of the 
other, and environmental impacts from expansion of the highway capacity could 
be mitigated or otherwise altered by deployment of alternative technology 
systems.      

 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  We look forward to working with 
the Committee to fashion an environmental document, and a project decision, which 
successfully meets the needs of this region.   
 
Please contact Susan Nakamura, Planning and Rules Manager, at (909) 396-3105 or Peter 
Greenwald, Sr. Policy Advisor, at (909) 396-2100 if you have any questions or 
comments. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
      Barry R. Wallerstein, D.Env. 
      Executive Officer 
 
 
BRW/PG 
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ATTACHMENT 
 

Electrified Freight Rail Examples 
 

Italy 
 

 
http://www.interportopd.it/scripts/interportopd.asp?cat=intermodalita&tipo=Ferroviario&tab=intermodalita&sezione=Traffico_Ferroviario 

 
   Channel Tunnel - Britain/France     Japan 

 

 
http://www.skyscrapercity.com/showthread.php?t=576900&page=2  http://picasaweb.google.com/lh/photo/Y_edNCkULEYQwyv3-FzyFw 

 
Germany     Switzerland 

          (constructed in 1922) 

        
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Db-152073-00.jpg   http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Biaschina_Intermodal.jpg 
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/2.5/    
http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/Commons:GNU_Free_Documentation_License 
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    Russia 

 

  
http://www.skyscrapercity.com/showthread.php?t=576900&page=2 

 
 
 
 
 
 

      Slovakia 
 

 
http://www.skyscrapercity.com/showthread.php?p=31901680 
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Austria 

(Note trucks being carried) 
 

 
  http://www.skyscrapercity.com/showthread.php?t=576900&page=2 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Britain       France 
 

  
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/British_Rail_Class_92   http://www.rail-be.net/Accessoires/Webs_Files/Alan.htm 
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Australia 

Siemens press release: 

http://w1.siemens.com/press/en/pp_ts/2006/sots200603_02_(innovationnews)_1352530.htm 

Note: Siemens states the locomotives pull five-kilometer long coal trains to the coast where 
cargo is loaded onto ships, a trip of 200 to 300 kilometers. 

 

 

Electric locomotives 

 

Feb 10, 2006 

Siemens makes the transport of coal more efficient by modernized electric locomotives. A new traction technology offers more 
power, more effort and more profitability to the fifth continent. In the past five locomotives hauled a train with a length of five 
kilometers and a weight of more than 13.000 tons. In the future three modernized locomotives will do the work of five former 
locomotives. The new locomotives which will have an economic lifetime of 20 additional years will do their work at Goonyella in 
eastern Australia where coal is conveyed by surface mining. 

Reference Number: sots200603-02 
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Dual - Mode Locomotives: Third Rail Power 
(Full-electric operation only when in New York City  

tunnels & stations due to diesel exhaust restrictions) 
 

 
 
General Electric P32AC-DM operated by Amtrak.  In New York City, where diesel emissions in 
tunnels approaching Penn Station and Grand Central Terminal are not permitted, operates on 
“third rail” electric power.  Elsewhere, operates as a diesel-electric locomotive.  Seamlessly 
transitions while underway.  Rated at 3,200 hp (2,390 kW) and can obtain a maximum speed of 
110 mph.  
 
http://tripatlas.com/GE_Genesis#P32AC-DM 
 

 
      Dual - Mode Locomotives: Overhead Catenary Power 

 
     

               
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
         http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SNCF_Class_B_82500 

Bombardier B 81500: dual-mode variant, capable of running on both diesel (by means of a 
diesel-electric engine) and 1.5 kV DC (by means of a pantograph).  It has been in operation since 
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2005 on passenger lines in France. In July 2008, New Jersey Transit approved the purchase of 26 
Bombardier dual-mode locomotives to replace its aging diesel fleet.  

 
 
 
 

           Shanghai Passenger Maglev System 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

              http://www.drives.co.uk/news/worldnews/news_worldnews208.htm 
 

 
 



Additional Support Documents for Declarative Statements  (Links)

710 tunnel is about Goods Movement, Freight Trucks

SCAG memo February 17, 2005 To: Plans & Programs Technical Advisory Committee, From: Nancy
Pfeffer, Senior Regional Planner, RE: Goods Movement White Paper for Secretary of Business,
Transportation & Housing
In 2004, Governor Schwarzenegger was “criticized by government and business leaders in Asia for
allowing congestion at the San Pedro Bay Ports to impede the flow of goods from Asia to U.S. markets. 
On his return he tasked BT&H Secretary, Sunne Wright McPeak with developing a strategy on this issue.”

http://articles.latimes.com/2007/feb/13/local/me-roads13
State's future may be paved with fees
Evan Halper, February 13, 2007, LA Times
Under pressure from Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger, who has been pushing for the state to start shifting the
cost -- and some control -- of road building to the private sector, lawmakers last May authorized
government agencies to build four demonstration projects in partnership with investment banks, shipping
companies and other businesses….The Legislature has yet to sign off on what roads would be built under
the arrangement, but has stipulated that they must serve the movement of goods…The California
Department of Transportation is already suggesting a toll road for trucks that would go from the Port of
Long Beach to the Inland Empire, and a toll road for cars and trucks at the Mexican border near San Diego
that would have its own border crossing…State and local transportation planners have joined with the
governor's office to lobby lawmakers for authority to broker more deals with private companies

http://www.scag.ca.gov/rtp2008/pdfs/finalrtp/reports/fFinance_AppF_02_SR710.pdf
SR-710 Tunnel Financial Feasibility Assessment SCAG RTP 2008
PDF pg 5 please see section 2.7, especially the second paragraph: "Due to the importance of truck traffic
on the SR-710 and to provide another east-bound connection for freight, it is critical to allow truck traffic
in the tunnel."

http://www.scag.ca.gov/rtp2004/pdfs/techappendix/appendix_E.pdf
Appendix E Goods Movement 2001 RTP Technical Appendix, Southern California Association of
Governments May 2001
Freight Issues, Implications and Options in the Moving Forward Document Starts on PDF pg 28-31 (doc E-
26 E-29)
A potential solution is to modify the Interstate 710 gap closure project with the construction of four bored
tunnels under South Pasadena… Trucks would be allowed to use the I-710 project thus modified, so that
direct 710-210 truck movements are possible, permitting trucks to bypass downtown Los Angeles… A toll
on cars and trucks would be used to pay for the additional cost of the bored tunnels above and beyond the
expenditures for the cut-and-cover underground roadway through South Pasadena… If truck lanes are
implemented on the 710 Freeway from the San Pedro Bay Ports to downtown Los Angeles, such truck
lanes would logically be extended northward to use any such bored tunnels as might be incorporated into
the gap closure project--allowing easy access from the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway.

http://www.metro.net/images/lrtp_techappendix.pdf
2001 Long Range Transportation Plan For Los Angeles County
Technical Document, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
6-6 2001 Long Range Transportation Plan For Los Angeles County
(PDF pg 132)  Of the goods coming through the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles, approximately 80%
of those goods pass through the Gateway Cities either by train or truck. Port-related truck traffic is the
leading cause of congestion on all of the major freeways within the sub-region but especially the I-5, I-
710 & I-605 corridors regardless of time of day. Currently, trucks account for 45 to 60 percent of freeway
capacity, and this traffic is expected to grow substantially due to expansion of the Ports, interstate freight
movement, weekday commute traffic and weekend recreational traffic.

http://www.scag.ca.gov/goodsmove/pdf/2008/gmtf052108fullagn.pdf
Goods Movement Task Force Of The Southern California Association Of Governments, Wednesday, May
21, 2008 9:30 a.m. – 11:30 a.m., February 20, 2008 Minutes
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Pg 9PDF (Pg 6 of the Doc)
Missing Link Truck Study
Mr. Viggen Davidian, Iteris, Inc., began by giving an update on the progress of the project, noting it was
50% complete and on-schedule to be finished by the June 30, 2008. Mr. Davidian began by describing the
I-710 gap and the potential for the construction of a tunnel to close the gap between the I-710 freeway
and the I-210 freeway based on previous study. He emphasized that the purpose of the study was to
evaluate the full effects of the connection and its various options, specifically in relation to truck impacts.

http://www.usc.edu/schools/sppd/keston/research/documents/710FinancingCharretteFinalReport_1-28-
07_.pdf
Financial Planning Charrette 710/210 Tunnel Connection
USC Keston Institute for Public Finance and Infrastructure Policy, Louise Nelson Dyble, Ph.D., December 5,
2007 The University Club University of Southern California, Meeting Summary, The Keston Institute for
Public Finance and Infrastructure Policy, University of Southern California
PG 2-5 PDF (Pg 1-4 doc) The tunnel would serve to connect two major interstate freeways, closing a
critical 4.5-mile gap in the regional highway system. Interstate 710 or the “Long Beach Freeway” is a
major goods-movement corridor and an important north-south route extending from the City of Long
Beach area in the South, through Los Angeles… The tunnel would continue the route… descend in
Alhambra, continue underground beneath the city of South Pasadena, and emerge in Pasadena to connect
to Interstate 210,… The historical overview presented by Mr. Huddy (SCAG) was followed with data on
current traffic estimates and cost estimates… Traffic estimates indicate that the tunnel would immediately
attract significant traffic between the port area and Los Angeles heading toward major national distribution
centers in San Bernardino County… and also eliminate the current bottleneck where I-710 currently ends
in South Pasadena. The MTA was represented at the meeting by Linda Hui, Transportation Planning
Manager of the San Gabriel Valley Area Team, and Caltrans District 7 was represented by senior engineer
Abdi Saghafi, route 710 corridor manager, both of whom contributed informal assessments of current
prospects and progress.

http://www.lacanadaflintridge.com/docfiles/city/cc_na_mis_090721_092848.pdf
I-710 Missing Link Truck Study Traffic Analysis for the Arroyo Verdugo Subregion With and Without the I-
710 Gap Closure Preliminary Draft Final Report
Submitted by Iteris In Association with the KOA Corporation, May 2009, Submitted to Southern California
Association of Governments
Note - Study was done to look at the effect the I-710 “gap closure” would have on the roadway system of
the communities surrounding the project.
In it, it states that the “gap closure” Truck lanes would allow trucks to bypass the downtown area for trips
“to and from the Central Valley and Northern California areas” and increase traffic to the area.

http://www.everythinglongbeach.com/metro-transportation-projects-2011/
Metro’s Freeway Projects Mean Better Transportation For Everyone
By Editor  2011-03-24
“Transportation from The Ports -…710 north gap closure between the I-10 and the I-210 would complete
the natural goods corridor that was begun several decades ago”…. ‘designed primarily to address the
demands of commerce’ “specifically goods movement from the twin ports of L.A. and Long Beach”
“While this year’s 18 projects and the I-405 are designed primarily to give people a better commute, three
other high-profile projects in various planning stages but not yet scheduled, address the demands of
commerce — specifically goods movement from the twin ports of L.A. and Long Beach, the two busiest
ports in the country…
The I-710 south from the Pomona Freeway (SR-60) to the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach will
involve a freeway widening and possibly a separate freight corridor that could be tolled.
The 710-north gap closure between the I-10 and the I-210 would complete the natural goods corridor that
was begun several decades ago. Metro has been holding a series of conversations and outreach with the
community, in an effort to collect ideas on best options.
A third, the High Desert Corridor, will be a brand new 63-mile east-west freeway between SR-14 in Los
Angeles County and SR-18 in San Bernardino County. It would create a shortcut for goods movement
from the Central Valley to the rest of the United States and trim back goods congestion through the L.A.
basin.”
Note - IN FACT here they state it is not about the "commute", which this year’s highway projects are
designed to address, but that the 710 is about "commerce"
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http://narc.org/uploads/Annie Nam_Financing.pdf
Freight Planning and Investment Strategies in Southern California
Annie Nam, Manager of Transportation Finance & Goods Movement, 2008, SCAG
Pg 4 - Over 70% of imports pass through to other markets. Ports handle one third of all container traffic in
U.S. and nearly two-thirds of containers from Asia. Pg 5 - Dramatic Increase in U.S. Maritime Trade. Pg 6
- Projected Container Growth Expected to Triple for LA/Long Beach - 42.5 In Million TEUs by 2030 -
Source: POLA, POLB.  Pg 7-8 - Goods Movement Congestion - Daily Truck Traffic to/from LA/LB Ports Will
Grow Dramatically 92,000 by year 2020 Source: Gill V. Hicks Associates. Pg 9 - Truck Travel on Southern
California Highways - 115% Increase 2000 to 2030. Pg 13 - Moving Freight Faster via East-West Corridor
and I-15 Strategic RTP. Pg 22 - Potential Funding Sources - User Fees: Tolls, TEU Fees, Railroad
Contribution. Public Funding & Financing: Existing Sources (Federal and State Contributions, County
Transportation Commissions), Financing Provisions in SAFETEA-LU (Private Activity Bonds). Pg 23 - LA/LB
(Ports) At what point would fees used to finance infrastructure divert business elsewhere?

http://www.metro.net/projects_studies/710_final_report/images/appendix_p.pdf
APPENDIX P I-710 Major Corridor Study “Hybrid” Alternative (Locally Preferred Strategy) Technical Report
Gateway Cities Council of Governments, Metro, April 2004, Final Report, March 2005
PDF Page 7 Doc pg 1 Section A Introduction, Background And History Introduction
The I-710 Freeway is a vital transportation artery, linking the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles to the
Los Angeles region and beyond.

http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/NR/rdonlyres/5A019EA4-50EF-4286-96F9-
05398B52608A/0/_DR1_WCCC_TradeandTransportationStudy_COMPLETEweb.pdf
http://www.scag.ca.gov/goodsmove/pdf/Summary_GM_Priorities.pdf
West Coast Corridor Coalition Trade and Transportation Study final report
prepared for West Coast Corridor Coalition, prepared by Cambridge Systematics, Inc, April 2008
Southern California Consensus Priority Goods Movement Projects (May 2005)
Southern California Association of Governments
Lists 5 rail projects ($2.425 Billion), 5 highway projects ($1.321 Billion) and ITS Enhancements (Cost
TBD) total cost: (w/o ITS) + $3.75 B. This one-page summary document also notes that the Multi-County
Goods Movement Action Plan will study an east-west truck way linking proposed I-710 truck lanes with
potential truck lanes on I-15.

http://www.longshoreshippingnews.com/2010/04/battle-looms-over-tunnel-to-finish-la-area-freeway/
Longshore & Shipping News Covered the article from the From the Associated Press, April 21, 2010 titled
http://www.businessweek.com/ap/financialnews/D9F8678O0.htm “Battle looms over tunnel to finish LA-
area freeway” Advocates and opponents are gearing up for battle over a plan to dig a tunnel to complete a
Southern California freeway…what we need are smart solutions and sustainable modes of transit."
Note - Article is the Longshore & Shipping News because they know it would be a shipping route

Goods Movement Facts

http://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/freight/freight_analysis/nat_freight_stats/docs/05factsfigures/pdf/fff2005.pdf
Freight Facts and Figures 2005
U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, Office of Freight Management and
Operations
Snapshot of the volume and value of freight flows in the United States, the physical network over which
freight moves, the economic conditions that generate freight movements, the industry that carries freight,
and the safety, energy, and environmental consequences of freight transportation.

Route Neutral Assessment is a Sham

Zone 3, the original Meridian Route, has already been chosen as the preferred route for completion of “the
gap”, as stated by Gloria Molina at the December 9, 2009 Metro Board meeting.  Metro tapes of the
meeting, when later requested, were reported to have been “lost” – but a recording of the comment was
made.
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http://www.710gap.com/
Well-paid pro-Freeway tunnel lobbyist Nat Read has given the visuals for the predetermined route on his
website.  Nat Read’s “Gap Map” screen shot recorded 2011-3-20 at 8.45.58 PM.png

http://www.metro.net/projects_studies/route_710/feasibility_assessment.htm
Google Cache Feb 2, 2010 12:24:35 GMT – saved PDF
Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment
Metro has completed the feasibility assessment of a tunnel alternative to extend the 710 Freeway from its
current terminus at Valley Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles to 1-210 in the City of Pasadena. (Note -
Location not neutral in this statement; they were claiming one of the Zone 2 connections would be to the
2 freeway!) Over the past year, Metro staff, In coordination with its consultant team, has been conducting
a preliminary feasibility assessment of a bored or mined tunnel to extend the Route 710…. The technical
feasibility assessment considered a myriad of tunnel alternatives with construction costs ranging from
approximately $1.3 billion to $3.6 billion (2006 dollars).

Impact of Trucks

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ogm/products_files/GGDP_Final_Report.pdf
Global Gateways Development Program State of California Business, Transportation & Housing Agency
California Department of Transportation Division of Transportation Planning Office of Goods Movement
January 2002 As requested by Resolution Chapter 158, Statutes of 2000 (SCR 96, Karnette)
PDF pg 6 (doc pg 2) Goods Movement Challenge
Port container traffic and air cargo volumes are expected to triple by 2020, while overall goods movement
volume is projected to jump 56 percent, between 1996 and 2016.
PDF pg 20 (doc pg 16)
The San Pedro Bay Ports (Los Angeles and Long Beach) rely heavily on the Long Beach Freeway
(I-710) for truck access. Half of all trucks serving the San Pedro Bay Ports use I-710 which contributes to
the 710 corridor having the highest truck accident rate in the State and second highest in truck volumes.
These two ports combined generate about 34,000 truck trips per day.
This number of daily truck trips could exceed 50,000 by 2010 and reach almost 92,000 by 2020.

http://www.sfmx.org/support/mts/webdocs/Needs%20Report.pdf
California Marine Transportation System Infrastructure Needs
March 11, 2003 Prepared By: California Marine and Intermodal Transportation System Advisory Council,
Northern California Marine Transportation System Advisory Council, Southern California Marine,
Transportation System Advisory Council
PDF pg 18 (doc pg 10) Currently, approximately 34,000 truck trips/day move to/from the Ports via the I-
710 Corridor (which includes the I-710 freeway and adjacent arterial streets and freeways). The total
number of daily truck trips is forecast to increase to about 92,000 by 2020.
PDF pg 19-20 (doc pg 11-12) 2002 Ports Lockout Impact - For ten days, beginning at the end of
September 2002 and extending through the first week of October, a waterfront labor dispute shut down
West Coast ports …Roadways around west coast ports, such as the I-710 serving the Ports of Long
Beach/Los Angeles, experienced severe congestion after the ports reopened.
Note - This is written by the Port's "Advisory" councils - it states that the ports rely on the 710 as a cargo
route.  It is a lobbying effort on behalf of the Ports to get the Federal Government to invest tax dollars
towards improving their (710) freeway cargo route.  When cargo trucks are taken off of our local freeway
systems - commuter issues become obsolete for the 710-freeway area. (See pictures I-710 Under Normal
Conditions & I-710 During Ports Shutdown)
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      I-710 Under Normal Conditions               I-710 During Ports Shutdown
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ROAD TUNNELS AROUND THE WORLD ARE PROVEN TO
HAVE INHERENT DANGER FROM FIRE, FLOOD,

EARTHQUAKE & TERRORISM

Caltrans and Metro have assured the public during the Geotechnical Study outreach
meetings that modern road tunnels are safe from hazards and that all contingencies
will be planned for.  Confidence is not high on this count as a recent release of the
Cost Estimate for the proposed tunnel does not even include escape exits.

Therefore, the No 710 Action Committee demands that Caltrans and Metro:

Conduct comparative safety studies of a minimum of 10 similarly sized road tunnels,
constructed in the same manner as the proposed SR-710 tunnel

Compile a comprehensive emergency plan outlining roles for first responders from the
private operations/maintenance company and on-site fire station plus all other affected
jurisdictional fire, police, and public works departments.  The plan must include all
actions that will be taken in emergencies due to fire, flood, earthquake, terror, or any
other tragedy.  The plan must also factor in costs for handling such emergencies and
the amount that will be reimbursed back to the cities for manpower and equipment.
Additional preventative costs include screening vehicles for flammable liquids and
monitoring suspicious activity at the tunnel portals. Systems must also be in place for
clearing vehicular traffic when the tunnel is shut down for maintenance or other issues

TUNNEL DANGERS

From 1947 through the 1990s, communities opposing the extension of the 710 freeway were focused
on preserving the character of their neighborhoods and solving their transportation issues through
other projects.  Carving up the beautiful historic homes and small town businesses to send more
vehicles through the area just doesn’t make sense.  These communities already have more than one
freeway.  Why add more?

In 2002, after years of litigation with the City of South Pasadena and others, Caltrans and Metro
shifted their plans and began to explore the feasibility of using a bored tunnel to extend the freeway.
This concept raised new concerns for the communities: huge costs, concentrated pollution emissions,
but more importantly, safety.  Los Angeles is well known for its high incidence of earthquakes and
other natural disasters.  The public now had to consider the danger of being inside a 5-mile long
tunnel during a substantial earthquake, rising flood waters, or a natural or man-made fire.

Modern tunnels are built with safety features incorporated into their design.  Some earth movement is
expected and planned for so that the passageway is able to “flex” with a shifting environment.  The
amount of “flexing” that a tunnel is able to do without damage, depends on many factors.  An
earthquake will not collapse a well-built tunnel.  The greatest risk comes from cars, trucks, and
busses filled with passengers and gasoline, shaking inside the tunnel.
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Every large tunnel has 24 hour monitoring of events inside, typically two, stationed control rooms, one
at either end of the tunnel that are responsible for systems maintenance, observation of problems,
and collection of tolls.  Emergency escape exits and phones are located at intervals along the route.
Most of these require a person to be “able bodied” to use.  Emergency response time can vary greatly
depending on the severity of the problem and level of communication and training of first responders.

Los Angeles does not currently have any long road tunnels.  There are some short tunnels
intermittently on area freeways where the freeway meets a rise in elevation, such as the SR-110
freeway near Dodgers Stadium or through long underpasses.  The closest modern road tunnel, the
Caldecott Tunnel near Oakland California, consists of three tunnels, just about 4,000 feet long.  If the
710 Extension was built underground, it would have two 60-foot diameter tunnels between 4.4 and
5.4 miles, the longest road tunnel in the United States.  Even the Central Artery Tunnel in Boston,
also known as the Big Dig, is only 3.5 miles long.  Ours will be an even Bigger Dig.

Locally, in 2007, an accident involving five big rigs in a small 550-foot long underpass tunnel on the I-
5 freeway, just north of the SR-14 connector, resulted in a fireball so hot that the vehicles burned
down to their cores and concrete exploded off the walls.  The Los Angeles Times reported, that “fire,
police and Caltrans officials spent the day trying to assess damage to the concrete but were
hampered by a continuing blaze in the tunnel's center, and heavy smoke and high concentrations of
carbon dioxide, particularly on the tunnel's north, or uphill, end.  They could not get very far past the
mouths of the tunnel.”  Sadly, 3 people lost their lives and 10 others were treated at area hospitals.  It
was estimated that 10 to 20 people were able to flee the short tunnel on foot.  This accident is a very
small example of the type of emergency that can happen in a road tunnel.  A longer tunnel with a
higher number of trucks carrying cargo, would increase the potential for fire and death exponentially.

The Mont Blanc Tunnel between France and Italy became the focus of an investigation in 1999, when
a truck carrying margarine and flour caught fire midway through the 7-mile tunnel.  Apparently the
driver did not notice the smoke coming from his vehicle for about a mile as opposing cars waved at
him.  When he finally stopped to inspect, the truck ignited, sending smoke and dangerous levels of
carbon monoxide throughout the area.  The drivers in the vehicles behind the truck became trapped,
unable to turn around, as the smoke was drawn uphill from the grade and overcame them.  The
truck’s cargo of margarine volatized and fed the fire that burned at about 1800OF for 53 hours.  A total
of 38 people died within 15 minutes of the incident, although it was believed prior to that day that food
cargo posed no transport risk; it was considered combustible but not flammable under normal
conditions.  However, investigators who examined this accident began to consider that even
innocuous food goods and road pavement materials could become flammable when heated by fuels
and other flammables, causing them to emit dangerous chemicals when burned in a contained space.

Road tunnels all around the world have inherent danger and a disturbing history of fatalities.  A tunnel
full of vehicles contains an average of 15 gallons of gas per vehicle.  Add to that, some trucks and
busses have larger 150-gallon tanks with potentially flammable cargo and plastic that becomes
flammable when heated.  One accident can cause a chain reaction of explosions to all of those tanks.
In 2001, the 10-mile St. Gotthard Tunnel in Göschenen Switzerland had a blazing inferno that killed
11 people.  The accident was a collision between a truck and an empty minibus that caused gasoline
to pour onto the floor of the tunnel.  The result was a blaze so hot that it melted the vehicles causing
them to be fused together.  It was determined that the fatalities were caused by smoke and gas
inhalation and that the ventilation system had not been working properly or was not adequate for such
conditions.  This tunnel suffered three major accidents in three years.

The Caldecott Tunnel as previously mentioned, had a fire in 1982 that caused 7 deaths.  A gasoline
tanker crashed into a stopped car and gas spilled into the gutter and ignited.  Smoke travelled uphill,
choking the victims who didn’t have a chance to get out the emergency exits.  The ventilation system
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was not even on at the time although it would have been totally inadequate under these
circumstances.  The same tunnel in 2010 had to close during an intense rainstorm due to flooding.  A
drainage pipe had filled with debris from runoff and storm water backed up in the tunnel.

This type of situation is a concern for Los Angeles area residents as flooding is common throughout
the rainy season.  At a public outreach meeting conducted by Caltrans during the Geotechnical
Study, a question was asked about how flood waters would be managed in heavy downpours in and
around the tunnel.  Earlier in the week, television news coverage showed that the southern end of the
710 was evacuated due to rising waters.  The response by Doug Failing, Executive Director of
Highway Programs at Metro, was that the 710 freeway is supposed to flood to keep water out of the
area neighborhoods.  He stated that it was designed that way.  However, one might argue that
building a tunnel at the end of a freeway that is designed to flood, could create an inescapable
hazard.  There are no exits in a tunnel.  In addition, unlike the average freeway, when an entire tunnel
section does close down for weather, maintenance or accidents, the resulting overspill of heavy cargo
trucks into the local communities is devastating.

Sometimes the danger in a tunnel comes from an unexpected cause.  The Central Artery Tunnel in
Boston, the Big Dig, was damaged when ceiling tiles cascaded to the ground below because an
inadequate glue was used to secure the 4,600-pound panels.  One woman lost her life when a tile fell
directly on her while riding as a passenger in a vehicle and also injuring the driver, her husband.  The
project manager, Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff as well as others, were accused of cutting corners
and doing shoddy work.  There was also a great deal of discussion on whether the glue manufacturer
or the glue installer were to blame for the tiles falling.  The tunnel fully reopened 11 months later.

As we look to Los Angeles in the future, we must consider that a large tunnel could become the
ultimate soft target for terrorists, as was the case in London in 2005.  In a road tunnel, since tolls are
collected electronically and there are no stops for inspection, it would be easy to trigger an explosion
with just a flare and a can of gasoline.  An act such as this would yield catastrophic loss of life and
property.  Let’s be sure that the supposed benefits of this project far surpass the tremendous risks.

See Appendix C – Tunnel Dangers
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Appendix C
Tunnel Dangers

References for Narrative  (Links)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Big_Dig
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Caldecott_Tunnel_fire
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Salang_tunnel
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2001/oct/26/jonhenley1
http://www.landroverclub.net/Club/HTML/MontBlanc.htm
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VeZjMTzqNQ8
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Tunnel Disasters
http://www.nytimes.com/1994/04/25/news/25iht-safe.html?pagewanted=1
Terrorist Attacks and Fires Present the Greatest Risks : Taking the Time To Ensure Safety
Barry James, Published: April 25, 1994
The Channel Tunnel, one of Europe's biggest construction projects, is also its biggest security headache…
Because the tunnel has a single entry and exit, Mr. Clutterbuck said, there is more incentive for terrorists
to "to grab the headlines by blocking it, by a terrorist act, by sabotage or by a hoax call." As in any
complex underground system, the biggest danger is from fire and toxic fumes… Some chemicals, nuclear
material and other potentially dangerous materials will be banned from the tunnel… If an explosion occurs,
the blast would follow the path of least resistance - the tunnel itself… Every coal miner knows that the
likeliest cause of death underground is not flame but toxic fumes, such as odorless carbon monoxide,
which can race through a tunnel faster than a man can run. Other risks being considered include: Flooding
Earthquakes.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Channel_Tunnel
Channel Tunnel
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia page was last modified on 8 May 2010 at 07:37
There have been three fires in the Channel Tunnel that were significant enough to close the tunnel—all on
the heavy goods vehicle (HGV) shuttles—and other more minor incidents.
During an "invitation only" testing phase on 9 December 1994 a fire broke out in a Ford Escort car whilst
its owner had been loading it on to the upper deck of a tourist shuttle. The fire started at approximately
10:00 with the shuttle train stationary in the Folkestone terminal and was extinguished around 40 minutes
later with no passenger injuries. On 18 November 1996 a fire broke out on a heavy goods vehicle shuttle
wagon in the tunnel but nobody was seriously hurt. The exact cause is unknown… although it was not a
Eurotunnel equipment or rolling stock problem; it may have been due to arson of a heavy goods vehicle.
It is estimated that the heart of the fire reached 1,000 °C (1,800 °F), with the tunnel severely damaged
over 46 metres (151 ft), with some 500 metres (1,640 ft) affected to some extent. Full operation
recommenced six months after the fire…11 September 2008 a fire occurred in the Channel Tunnel at
13:57 GMT. The incident started on a freight-carrying vehicle train traveling towards France… The event
occurred 11 kilometres (6.8 mi) from the French entrance to the tunnel. No one was killed but several
people were taken to hospitals suffering from smoke inhalation, and minor cuts and bruises. The tunnel
was closed to all traffic, with the undamaged South Tunnel reopening for limited services two days later.
Full service resumed on 9 February 2009… after repairs costing €60 million… Home Office statistics
indicating that car fires had doubled in ten years… Eurotunnel has banned a wide range of hazardous
goods from travelling in the tunnel. Two STTS vehicles with firefighting pods are on duty at all times, with
a maximum delay of 10 minutes before they reach a burning train.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gotthard_Road_Tunnel#History
Gotthard Road Tunnel
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From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia page was last modified on 14 April 2010 at 13:51
Owing to the enclosed space of a tunnel, fires can have very serious effects on users. The main dangers
are gas and smoke production, with low concentrations of carbon monoxide being highly toxic. Fires killed
11 people in the Gotthard tunnel fire of 2001 for example, all of the victims succumbing to smoke and gas
inhalation.

http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2001/oct/26/jonhenley1
Vehicles found fused together in molten mass after tunnel inferno
European transport network left paralyzed after Swiss disaster, and key questions are raised on future
policy
Jon Henley in Paris, The Guardian, Friday 26 October 2001 12.36 BST
Up to 128 people were reported to be still missing yesterday more than 24 hours after a fierce fire broke
out in Switzerland's Gotthard tunnel, throwing road freight traffic in the heart of Europe into chaos. The
blaze, which followed the collision of two trucks about a mile from the tunnel's southern entrance,
prompted renewed demands from transporters, environmentalists and safety campaigners for an EU-wide
shift from road to rail transport… Mounting fears about tunnel safety were fanned by a second crash
yesterday morning just outside the 6km-long St Bernhard tunnel, the closest alternative to the Gotthard,
although it is not used by heavy goods vehicles. A lorry crashed into a car and a minibus after it left the
tunnel, killing the minibus driver and prompting authorities to close the St Bernhard for several hours.
This effectively cut off all Italy's main road links to the north, adding to the misery of thousands of
stranded lorry drivers and tourists…. The Gotthard tunnel disaster, Switzerland's worst ever, will hit
European freight traffic - and Italy's entire economy - hard. The third major accident in a transalpine
tunnel in as many years, it leaves two of the four main road freight routes linking Germany, Switzerland,
France and Italy out of operation. Italian Transport Federation (Confetra) chief Piero Luzzati told Reuters:
"This is the nightmare scenario."… France's Mont Blanc tunnel, shut since a fire in March 1999 that killed
39 people, was due to reopen before the end of the year. But it is now likely to remain closed for longer,
pending stricter safety regulations in the wake of the Swiss blaze.  Unmanageable. The Gotthard tunnel,
used by 1.2m lorries a year and millions more motorists, is likely to be closed for weeks if not months.
Swiss railways yesterday increased capacity to ease the congestion, but road freight organisations warned
the situation could quickly become unmanageable. The tunnel is also fitted with a state-of-the-art fire
detection system and a ventilation system that allows air in the tunnel to be refreshed, and fumes
evacuated, within 15 minutes of an accident. None of that was enough to prevent the tragedy. "This
accident shows us, sadly, that it is simply impossible to guarantee anyone's safety in a two-directional,
mono-bore tunnel," said Louis Verdier, deputy mayor of Chamonix, at one end of the Mont Blanc tunnel.
"This disaster must pose major questions about the reopening of Mont Blanc."… Survivors and rescue
workers described how litres of petrol from the crumpled trucks then washed over the tunnel floor,
causing a huge explosion to rip through the structure and starting a fire which blazed throughout the
night…."Knowing the layout of the tunnel I quickly walked towards an emergency exit. Of course, I
couldn't see anything. It was like someone had turned the lights out. But even with loudspeakers giving
directions some people simply became distraught and several cars were trying to reverse. It was
chaotic."… Another rescue worker Benno Beuhlmann, in charge of Uri canton's chemical accident unit,
described how workers found four corpses in cars and six people who had suffocated in the emergency
tunnel, tantalisingly close to exits which would have saved their lives.

http://www.google.com/images?hl=en&q=Mont+Blanc+tunnel+fire&um=1&ie=UTF-
8&source=univ&ei=SbfpS7LeJo6qsgP9pInMBw&sa=X&oi=image_result_group&ct=title&resnum=4&ved=0
CDUQsAQwAw
Images of Mont Blanc tunnel fire Memorials

http://www.thefreelibrary.com/Threat+of+terrorism,+accidents+turns+attention+to+tunnel+safety....-
a091203782
http://goliath.ecnext.com/coms2/gi_0199-2157363/Threat-of-terrorism-accidents-turns.html
Threat of terrorism, accidents turns attention to tunnel safety. Property/Casualty: Loss/Risk Management
Notes.  Fire more likely in roadway tunnels than in railroad tunnels; Mont Blanc tunnel fire examined;
Interview with Bill Kennedy, Brief Article
Loss/Risk Management Notes is compiled by Senior Associate Editor Lynna Goch.
Best's Review, Publication Date: 01-SEP-02
The Mont Blanc tunnel fire of 1999, which occurred on the border of France and Italy, burned for two days
and killed 39 people…. The tunnels in New York--including the Lincoln and the Holland--have about one or
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two car fires a year, and they are considered routine incidents… The thing that's a horse of a different
color is either if you have a deliberately caused incident or, in the interest of saving time and money, a
driver tries to sneak illegal cargo through the tunnel…. The 1999 Mont Blanc tunnel fire was caused by
foodstuffs… a tanker full of margarine … It was not looked at as a risky cargo at all prior to that incident.
Between the time of the Mont Blanc fire and the Channel Tunnel fire, I don't think the French and Italians
had caught on to the fact that they had a serious risk…. The attitude of complacency, in my opinion, raises
the likelihood that an event will occur.

http://www.landroverclub.net/Club/HTML/MontBlanc.htm
The Mont Blanc Disaster
41 deaths (correction 39), 52 hours burning and reached temperatures of 1000 °C (1830 °F)
Of the 41 people who died after fire swept through the Mont Blanc tunnel on 24 March, all but 7 had
stayed in their cars. They were poisoned by fumes from the fire. To understand what happened you must
know that there are independent control rooms, ventilation and safety systems on both sides as half of the
tunnel is French and the other half Italian territory. Only every second refuge area (unpair numbers) has a
sheltered gastight room with fresh air supply giving protection for 2 hours.
This is a minute-by-minute report of the incident – it is a MUST READ, but have a box of Kleenex handy –
devastating.

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2006/07/28/bostons_emergency_routes_to_be_revie
wed_after_death/
Boston's emergency routes to be reviewed after death
By Raja Mishra, Globe Staff, July 28, 2006

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Salang_tunnel_fire
Salang tunnel fire
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia page as it appeared on 5/11/10 12:28 PM
The Salang tunnel fire occurred on 3 November 1982 in one of Afghanistan's road tunnels - the Salang
tunnel - during the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan. Details are unclear, but the incident may have been
one of the deadliest fires of modern times…. Initial reports detailed fuel and ordnance explosions, and the
death toll was speculated as high as 2,700. The death toll was subsequently revised downwards many
times…FROM SOVIET MILITARY DATABASE: On 3 November 1982 two military convoys (2211 and 2212)
collided in the Salang tunnel causing a traffic jam. There were no fire or explosions. 64 Soviet soldiers and
112 Afghan people were killed by carbon monoxide emitted by idling engines.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Big_Dig
Fatal ceiling collapse
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia page as it appeared on 5/11/10 12:54 PM
A fatal accident raised safety questions and closed part of the project for most of the summer of 2006.On
July 10, 2006, a concrete ceiling panel weighing 3 tons (2722 kg) and measuring 20 by 40 ft (6.1 by 12.2
m) fell on a car traveling on the two-lane ramp connecting northbound I-93 to eastbound I-90 in South
Boston, killing Milena Del Valle, who was a passenger, and injuring her husband, Angel Del Valle, who was
driving...On September 1, 2006, one eastbound lane of the connector tunnel was re-opened to traffic…The
project has incurred criminal arrests, escalating costs, death, leaks, and charges of poor execution and
use of substandard materials…

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/03/14/no_big_dig_copycats/
No Big Dig copycats By Noah Bierman, Globe Staff / March 14, 2008
By Noah Bierman, Globe Staff / March 14, 2008
As other cities consider removing elevated highways, activists cite Boston as a reason not to go
underground…If all had gone as planned, the mayor of Seattle would don a hard hat next year and break
ground on a multibillion-dollar project to replace the city's downtown overpass with a tunnel. (Boston
Globe, 3/14/08)

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Caldecott_Tunnel_fire
Caldecott Tunnel fire
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia last modified on 15 February 2011 at 22:07.
The Caldecott Tunnel fire killed seven people in the north tube of the Caldecott Tunnel, on State Route 24
between Oakland and Orinda in the US state of California just after midnight on 7 April 1982. It is one of
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the few major tunnel fires involving a cargo normally considered to be highly flammable, namely
gasoline….- overcome by smoke - ventilation system was not switched on at the time of the accident

http://abclocal.go.com/kgo/story?section=resources/traffic&id=7227809
Crews hope to reopen Caldecott Tunnel
Alan Wang, 1/19/10, ABC Local KGO-TV/DT
Crews dealt with major flooding issues in the Caldecott Tunnel on Tuesday and it is a problem they are
hoping to resolve before Wednesday morning's commute and the next big storm.

http://www.allbusiness.com/operations/disaster-preparedness-disaster-insurance/518361-1.html
MTA failed to test before tunnel realignment.
By Rackham, Anne, Date: Monday, July 3 1995
Despite the sinkage along Hollywood Boulevard in the summer of 1994, which the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority blamed on soil conditions brought on by the Northridge earthquake, the MTA did
no soil tests before it set about realigning the subway tunnel in the Vermont Avenue area - now the site of
a house-size sinkhole….A few hours later, a 70-foot-wide chunk of Hollywood Boulevard collapsed into a
huge hole in the street…The MTA has blamed a broken city water pipe for the problem, but an engineer
with the Department of Water & Power said the water main broke because of the sinkhole collapse. Any
earlier water in the soil was likely groundwater that fell into the tunnel because of the construction work,
said Bob Simmons of the DWP..."The fact that the water went down, instead of shooting up, proves that
the cavern was already there," said Simmons. "Yes, there have been changes in the soil since the
earthquake. But even the smallest leak (in a DWP main) would have shown on the surface. ... It clearly
wasn't our hole. They (the MTA) may have just misestimated something."… "The (MTA) geologist said
that, in hindsight, testing would have been a good idea," admitted Chesser…"The DWP has been doing
business in this town the same way for years. It just doesn't make sense that all of a sudden, and only
around MTA sites, their pipes would start popping," said Schneiderman. "The MTA's whole approach is
they want to speed things up. They had already decided not to take precautionary measures."

http://www.allbusiness.com/north-america/united-states-california-metro-areas/481388-1.html
Hollywood business people find damage growing; subway work is suspended but cracking, sinkage go on.
By Rackham, Anne, Los Angeles Business Journal  Date: Monday, December 12 1994
Hollywood Boulevard business people have been astonished to find that their buildings have continued to
shift, crack and break away from the sidewalk in recent weeks, even though Metro Rail subway tunneling
has been on hold for the past four months. Business and property owners say that, especially since it
rained over Thanksgiving weekend, the ground under Hollywood Boulevard has been shifting, causing
their buildings to move, sink and crack. Business traffic along the boulevard is dismal, and some business
owners are concerned that if tunneling resumes this month on schedule, irreparable damage will follow.
"Hollywood community activist Robert Nudelman speculated …that underground rivers, fueled by the
recent rain, have shifted additional soil under the boulevard. He blames unstable soil conditions and
"bogus" soil studies for the problems caused by tunneling -- rather than inadequate construction
materials. "Nobody in his right mind would build a subway there," said Nudelman…. The owners of the 64-
unit Hillview Apartments, at the corner of Hollywood Boulevard and Hudson Avenue, claim that subway
tunneling-caused damage has rendered the building a total loss, and that the structure must be
demolished... The MTA last August paid to house displaced tenants of the apartment building at the
nearby Holiday Inn after Metro Rail crews ruptured utility lines. MTA spokesman Steve Chesser said the
MTA spent $200,000 to upgrade gas lines so the apartment residents could re-enter the property…
However, the MTA has denied responsibility for what the building owners claim is permanent, irreparable
structural damage… Subway tunneling in August caused "cracking, pulling apart, separation, subsidence,
settling, loss of use, loss of value, and other damage to the subject property," the suit alleges.
The contractors named in the suit are Shea-Kiewit-Kenny, which has the contract to dig and build the
Hollywood tunnel section, and construction management firm Parsons-Dillingham.

http://www.scientific.net/AMR.150-151.719
Research on Earthquake Resistant Materials in Mountain Tunnels Crossing Fault
Jinglong Bu, Zhengyi Jiang and Sihai Jiao, October, 2010, Advanced Materials Research (Volumes 150 -
151)

http://www.springerlink.com/content/y523412634024424/
Seismic response of deep tunnels in near-fault conditions
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Mirko Corigliano, April 2007, Research Doctorate in Geotechnical Engineering XIX Cycle, Politecnico di
Torino
2.4. Damage Due To Fault Displacement 22, 2.5. Miscellaneous Aspects Related To Dynamic Motion 23
Even a low level of damage may affect the serviceability of a wide network. Seismic analysis of tunnels
close to seismogenic faults is a complex problem, which is often neglected at the design stage for the lack
of specific codes or guidelines for the design of underground structures in seismic conditions

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/bridge/tunnel/pubs/nhi09010/13.cfm
United States Department of Transportation - Federal Highway Administration, Updated: 4/05/2011
The greatest incidence of severe damage has been associated with large ground displacements due to
ground failure, i.e., fault rupture through a tunnel, landsliding (especially at tunnel portals), and soil
liquefaction. Ground shaking in the absence of ground failure has produced a lower incidence and degree
of damage in general, but has resulted in moderate to major damage to some tunnels in recent
earthquakes… Near-surface rectangular cut-and-cover tunnels and immersed tube tunnels in soil have also
been vulnerable to transient seismic lateral ground displacements, which tend to cause racking of a tunnel
over its height and increased lateral pressures on the tunnel walls. Their seismic performance could be
vital, particularly when they comprise important components of a critical transportation system (e.g., a
transit system) to which little redundancy exists.
Adequate design and construction of seismic resistant tunnel structures, however, should never be
overlooked, as moderate to major damage has been experienced by many tunnels during earthquakes, as
summarized by Dowding and Rozen (1978), Owen and Scholl (1981), Sharma and Judd (1991), and
Power et al. (1998), among others. The greatest incidence of severe damage has been associated with
large ground displacements due to ground failure, i.e., fault rupture through a tunnel, landsliding
(especially at tunnel portals), and soil liquefaction. Ground shaking in the absence of ground failure has
produced a lower incidence and degree of damage in general, but has resulted in moderate to major
damage to some tunnels in recent earthquakes. The most recent reminder of seismic risk to underground
structures under the ground shaking effect is the damage and near collapse at the Daikai and Nagata
subway stations (Kobe Rapid Transit Railway) during the 1995 Kobe Earthquake in Japan . Near-surface
rectangular cut-and-cover tunnels and immersed tube tunnels in soil have also been vulnerable to
transient seismic lateral ground displacements, which tend to cause racking of a tunnel over its height and
increased lateral pressures on the tunnel walls. Their seismic performance could be vital, particularly when
they comprise important components of a critical transportation system (e.g., a transit system) to which
little redundancy exists.

http://naosite.lb.nagasaki-u.ac.jp/dspace/bitstream/10069/22249/1/NatHaz_Jiang.pdf3.2.1 Cracking of
lining
Damage assessment of tunnels caused by the 2004 Mid Niigata Prefecture Earthquake using Hayashi’s
quantification theory
Jiang, Yujing; Wang, Chunxiang; Zhao, Xiaodong, Natural Hazards, 53(3), pp.425-441; 2010
From Table 1, we can see that almost all of the damaged tunnels suffered cracking of the concrete lining.
The types of the lining cracks are longitudinal cracks, transverse cracks and inclined cracks in the arch,
sidewall and roadbed.  The extent of cracks is various. Slight cracks have little influence on the function of
the concrete lining. But opening of cracks and buckling of the lining, inflicted spalling or collapse of the
lining and consequently water leakage happened.
3.2.2 Spalling of lining
Spalling of concrete lining is the severe damage pattern in this disaster. There are three causes for
spalling: space over the arch crown; imperfection of the contact between the concrete material and the
rock surrounding of the tunnel; and
the aged concrete lining. The seismic shaking force is the initiation factor.

http://books.google.com/books?id=CPJC9K9unvMC&pg=PA413&lpg=PA413&dq=frequency+of+tunnel+ac
cidents&source=bl&ots=4rt5e8Ustv&sig=Tm7mN1XgZKV-2VaPkOsOYYh3Kg8&hl=en&ei=lXFtTc-
qK4OksQOg2tHGBQ&sa=X&oi=book_result&ct=result&resnum=2&ved=0CB8Q6AEwATgK#v=onepage&q=
frequency%20of%20tunnel%20accidents&f=false_
The handbook of tunnel fire safety, Thomas Telford, 2005 - _Technology & Engineering - 514 pages
By Alan Beard, Richard Carvel
PG 90 ...the public becomes sensitized to tunnel fires due to repeated major accidents....
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http://books.google.com/books?id=JuTAZmIseeAC&pg=PA282&lpg=PA282&dq=frequency+of+tunnel+acc
idents&source=bl&ots=RvcNNwoV2V&sig=XW-
P8qzuAsX91ieWlUiz700pa5M&hl=en&ei=s2RtTamHE5LQsAOG_NytBQ&sa=X&oi=book_result&ct=result&re
snum=10&ved=0CFIQ6AEwCQ#v=onepage&q=frequency%20of%20tunnel%20accidents&f=false
The Handbook of Road Safety Measures
By Rune Elvik, Alena Hoye, Truls Vaa, Michael Sorensen, Emerald Group Publishing, 2009 -Health &
Fitness,1124 pages
Factors which can make tunnels less safe than roads above-ground include: Traffic space is limited,
opportunities for evasive maneuvers are small; there is no daylight, and light conditions often change
dramatically when driving in and out of a tunnel; access to fresh air is reduced and steam, mist or exhaust
gases can reduce visibility; in the event of accidents or fires, the escape route may be blocked and rescue
work may be more difficult than on roads above ground.

http://www.nytimes.com/gwire/2011/01/20/20greenwire-200-year-flood-in-calif-more-devastating-than-
80143.html
200-Year Flood in Calif. More Devastating Than Major Quake, USGS Says
By COLIN SULLIVAN of Greenwire, Published: January 20, 2011
A massive California rain event -- one expected to occur once every 200 years -- would far surpass
destruction caused by a "Big One" earthquake, causing more than $700 billion in damage and hobbling the
state's economy for decades, federal scientists are warning....U.S. Geological Survey scientists ran an
extreme hypothetical, called "ARkStorm," through simulation models and determined that a deluge not
seen in California since 1862 could potentially cause three times more damage than a large earthquake on
the San Andreas Fault.

http://bpa.odu.edu/forecasting/sor/2009/2009_sor_ch7.pdf
The Tunnels that Connect Hampton Roads, bpa.odu.edu, 2009
Tunnel accident stats, Final Reflection: Accidents and Terrorism

Videos
Truck and Car Accidents in Tunnels

Envision cars and trucks stuck inside a long tunnel after an accident and the impending ventilation issues
and fire possibilities with smoke traveling up the grade (acting like a chimney) in the proposed 710 tunnel.
Also imagine the detours necessary through the surrounding neighborhood for those who have not yet
entered the tunnel.  Makes you wonder how often accidents will happen in such a tunnel.  Take a look.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VeZjMTzqNQ8
Seconds From Disaster - S01E02 - Tunnel Inferno _46:24 minutes
On 24 March 1999, 39 people died when a Belgian transport truck carrying flour and margarine caught fire
in the tunnel. After several km, the driver realized something was wrong as cars coming in the opposite
direction flashed their headlights at him; a glance in his mirrors showed white smoke coming out from
under his cab. This was not yet a fire emergency; there had been 16 other truck fires in the tunnel over
the previous 35 years, always extinguished on the spot by the drivers.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=99vKkFo_IKI
Need to be able-bodied for this:  Qingdao Undersea Tunnel Evacuation (EXODUS) 1:30 min
Simulation of the undersea tunnel in Qingdao, China, visualizing an accident in the tunnel and showing
how evacuees can escape the tunnel. Simulation by UC-win/Road, a FORUM8 software program, Analysis
by FSEG's EXODUS.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w3DA36sXT3A
CityLink Collision - Tunnel Nightmare 3:31 min
News footage, CityLink collision, Melbourne 23/03/2007

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AxVxGMQYeN0
http://jaimejepartage.blogspot.com/20... En Corée du Sud, un bus arrive à vive allure dans un tunnel et
s'encastre dans des voitures à l'arrêt.
Accident De Bus Dans Un Tunnel!!!! : 31 min
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The same tunnel In South Korea, a bus arrives at high speed in a tunnel and smashes into stopped cars.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=42C-Pw2HXg8
Tunnel on fire, 1:55 min, 20/1/2010, Predor Trojane, Slovenia.
3 trucks were involved in the accident, which caused fire, 5 people were taken to the hospital.
I had to take the camera off, because I had 200 grams of marijuana in the back seat and was scared of
Mr. Police.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=weBwRewEYa4&feature=fvsr
euronews: www.euronews.net/nocomment/
Slovenia tunnel fire_:53 min

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=58VoduuPWFk
Huge Multi-Car Pileup in French tunnel_:39 min
Dozens of cars pile up in a tunnel in France.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8yJSh2B5-YU
BIKE ACCIDENT IN TUNEL_2:53 min

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uVZ4RxYznp4
Accident in a tunnel: Sanyo expressway, Okayama prefecture, 3:31 min
on Feb. 15, 2010, a truck slammed into the back of a patrol car near the exit of Musa tunnel on a part of
the Sanyo expressway in Okayama prefecture. the accident caused the tunnel to be blocked and
inaccessible. at first, there were a couple explosions rocking the tunnel, which then made everyone
abandon their vehicles and escape towards the entrance of the tunnel due to smoke rapidly filling the
tunnel. about an hour and a half later, everyone was taken to a highway patrol office and waited there
until we could go back and retrieve their vehicles. about 4 hours later after the accident, we went back to
the tunnel, reeking of burned chemicals and plastic, also leaving a dark layer of soot on everyone’s car.
breathing became difficult, but everyone drove out of the tunnel the same way we all came in.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RvpupKheJr0&NR=1
Truck fire on PA Turnpike 6-20-08_1:01 min
4 cell phone video of truck fire at the entrance of the Allegheny Mountain Tunnel Westbound. Taken by
Thatcher

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0FBMWE9BfqE&NR=1
[Accident] Crash in a tunnel .._:54 min
Caused by over-speed…unfortunately the driver died

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_yWQTbN945I&NR=1
Tunnel car truck crash_:46 min

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V1LM8TtSLZ0&feature=related
Melbourne Domain Tunnel truck and car crash_:50 min
This was a story on A Current Affair which was about dangerous driving. By coincidence the car that was
fitted with cameras to demonstrate this was directly in front of an accident inside the Domain tunnel, so it
was captured on video.
Watch the Mercedes move into the centre lane, out of view of the truck's mirrors as he indicates to change
into the same lane. Once the truck moves left a collision is inevitable.
Higher quality capture available here: http://media.sensationcontent.com/row...

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=21kBlaAvWz0&NR=1
Dubai Tunnel Accidents Video_2:03 min
Get to know the what driving in Dubai is like. Scenes inside the Rashidiya tunnel captured on video.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KQkb8uMQPIY
Truck accident in tunnel_:53 min
Truck driver fall a sleep in tunnel
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http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9KUUeF8_AzQ&NR=1
Inversioni di marcia ed altro in galleria highway tunnel accident 1:39 min
Italian, the unthinkable at the end when a truck crushes three cars still in the tunnel taken from the
watchful eye of big brother

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5wO2sApvTXc&NR=1
Russian Tunnel. Crash(es). 1:24 min
This tunnel in Russia is the longest in-city tunnel of Europe. (3,150m long Lefortovo tunnel in Russia is the
longest in-city tunnel in  the world. It is nicknamed 'The Tunnel of Death)'. There is a river running over it
and water leaks at some points. When the temperature reaches -38 degrees outside the tunnel like it did
this winter, the water on the tunnel road freezes and the result is the attached video taken during a single
day with the tunnel camera.

http://www.scatnow.com/index_files/Page679.htm (Explanation)
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GW-8g40oLbc&NR=1
Ledenik tunnel crash, 1:10 min
The accident took place on July 28, 2006.
Miljenko Striak (age 26, the one who caused the accident) said that he was sending a text message when
he was entering the Ledenik Tunnel. He also said that the sunlight was blinding him and he couldn't see
the traffic signs.
Additionally, he violated the speed limit (60kph / 35mph) by driving at 100kph / 60mph. And? he didn't
even touch the brake pedal when he was approaching the traffic jam. In September 2008, he was
sentenced to 8.5 years in prison.
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Minsk metro blast leaves several dead
A blast tore through a metro station near Belarus President Alexander Lukashenko's main office
in the capital Minsk on Monday, killing at least five and wounding several commuters, according
to reports.

People help a commuter injured in the blast Photo: REUTERS

5:25PM BST 11 Apr 2011

It was not immediately clear what caused the explosion, which hit the Oktyabrskaya metro station in the city centre.

The exit to the metro leads directly to both Mr Lukashenko's main working office and his residence. Ambulances and
fire engines were seen racing to the scene.

Witnesses told AFP that dark plumes of smoke rose from the station tunnel, with dozens of people walking out in a
daze, covered in pieces plaster and their clothing tattered.

At least one person had both legs maimed by the blast, a witness said.

Belarus (http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/belarus/) ' state news agency Belta said several people
had been killed in the blast, without giving further details.

Belarus strongman brutally suppresses post-election uprising
(http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/belarus/8214670/Belarus-strongman-brutally-suppresses-post-
election-uprising.html)

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/belarus/
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/belarus/8214670/Belarus-strongman-brutally-suppresses-post-election-uprising.html


Lukashenko: "Europe's last dictator"
(http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/europe/belarus/8214397/Alexander-Lukashenko-Europes-last-
dictator.html)

The Interfax news agency separately said that at least 30 people were carried out on stretchers from the station.

The RIA Novosti news agency reported that at least 10 people were hurt in the blast, adding that the ceiling of the
underground station may be in danger of collapse.

The explosion comes amid growing political tensions inside Belarus linked to the trials of opposition members who
rallied against Mr Lukashenko's controversial re-election on December 19.

Tens of thousands of people demonstrated through central Minsk on election night after Mr Lukashenko's
overwhelming victory was announced, with police wielding truncheons moving in against the protesters and arresting
hundreds.

Several presidential candidates remain in KGB jails, facing prison terms of up to 15 years for organising riots and
mass disorders.

Dozens of other opposition leaders face shorter jail terms in trials that began this year.

The arrests have added to the Lukashenko regime's growing international isolation, with both the European Union and
the United States announcing travel bans and economic sanctions against some Belarussian state companies.

However despite the political unrest, Belarus is normally considered a safe country and has never been touched by
large-scale militant attacks such as those carried out by Islamist militants in Moscow.

On March 29, 2010, 40 people were killed and dozens wounded by two female suicide bombers during the morning
rush hour on the Moscow metro.

In January this year, 37 people were killed in a suicide blast at Moscow's Domodedovo airport.

The man who claimed those attacks, Russia's most wanted Islamist rebel Doku Umarov, whom the Russian
authorities hoped to have killed in an air strike last month, is alive and preparing reprisals, according to an audiotape.

A man purporting to be Umarov telephoned the North Caucasus service of Radio Free Europe, saying that he was
"absolutely healthy" in a message in the Chechen language, the radio said on its website last week.

© Copyright of Telegraph Media Group Limited 2011
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LARGE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS
ARE PLAGUED WITH PROBLEMS

Due to difficulty in acquiring funding for transportation projects, state and local
governments have had to get creative in order to get their projects completed.  Many
have turned to the Public Private Partnership (PPP) in order to do this.  However,
these toll road experiments have not achieved the high profits as promised.  Far too
often, the result is bankruptcy for the private company and the financial burden is
pushed back to the taxpayers.

In addition, due to the multi-jurisdictional nature of large projects and poor coordination
between the parties, many are plagued with cost overruns, shoddy workmanship, and
widespread corruption.

Therefore, the No 710 Action Committee expects that Caltrans and Metro must:

Do a full Cost Benefit Analysis of the SR-710 North Gap Closure tunnel project
immediately during the initial EIR/EIS stage.  If the PPP option is chosen, all
contractual and financial considerations must be outlined in detail.  Required figures to
include the estimated daily toll ranges based on the number of expected vehicles
during peak and non-peak hours and how adjustments will be made if usage is lower
or higher than expected.  Include a specific financial backup plan indicating the source
of money to be used, other than public funds, if the PPP should fail.  DO NOT allow 99-
year agreements and/or “non-compete” clauses.

Conduct a thorough examination of current traffic patterns on the I-710 from the I-405
connector to its terminus at Valley Blvd and both the I-210 from the SR-118 connector
and the I-210 from the SR-57 connector to the terminus at California Blvd and the SR-
134.  Calculate accurate projections of the number of vehicles and trucks that will
choose to use the tunnel and those that will choose to use an alternate route to avoid
paying tolls.  State the freeways and local streets that will likely be used as alternative
routes in all nearby jurisdictions and the expected impact on them.  List the actions that
will be taken to mitigate the damage due to increased traffic.

Conduct thorough investigations of all companies who submit Request For Proposal
documents and eliminate any and all that have a history of fraudulent behavior,
criminal misconduct, irresponsible business practices, or work that results in injury or
death

See Appendix D – Construction Problems
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Appendix D
Construction Problems

Support Documents for Declarative Statements

Taxpayers Fund “Private” Cargo Industry
http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/07/17/big_digs_red_ink_engulfs_state/
By Sean P. Murphy, Globe Staff / July 17, 2008
Big Dig's red ink engulfs state
Contrary to the belief that the project was heavily subsidized by the federal government, 73 percent of
costs were paid by Mass. drivers and taxpayers. (Boston Globe, 7/17/08)

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ogm/products_files/GGDP_Final_Report.pdf
Global Gateways Development Program State of California Business, Transportation & Housing Agency
California Department of Transportation Division of Transportation Planning Office of Goods Movement
January 2002 As requested by Resolution Chapter 158, Statutes of 2000 (SCR 96, Karnette)
PDF pg 6 (doc pg 2) Goods Movement Challenge
The State, RTPAs and other local agencies should take an aggressive role in planning, funding, developing,
operating and maintaining critical public portions of the goods movement transportation system. In the
proposed 2002 STIP, the Governor has nominated 23 projects totaling over $225 million to improve goods
movement in the State. RTPAs and other local agencies should also financially support needed freight
projects with regional and local funds.

http://www.sfmx.org/support/mts/webdocs/Needs%20Report.pdf
California Marine Transportation System Infrastructure Needs
March 11, 2003 Prepared By: California Marine and Intermodal Transportation System Advisory Council,
Northern California Marine Transportation System Advisory Council, Southern California Marine,
Transportation System Advisory Council
Lobbying effort on behalf of the ports to get Federal Government country to invest tax dollars towards improving their (710) freeway
cargo route.
PDF pg 22 (doc Pg14) - National Assets, National Recognition - 4th paragraph= "For 150 years, projects that promote or enhance rail
freight have routinely been ruled ineligible to receive federal funds, primarily because federal policies that date back to the land
grant programs DO NOT acknowledge that private rail carriers serve the public good. "
The Port’s “Advisory” councils wrote this White paper - it states that the ports rely on the 710 as a cargo
route.  Essentially, in this document they stress the need to lobby the Federal Government  (on the ports
behalf) to convince the Govt. that it is in the best interest of the country to invest tax dollars towards
improving their (710) freeway cargo route(s)  (they include other freeways and train cargo routes in their
discussion).  They promote viewing/equating their private money making venture (shipping) as a
"common good" issue (jobs/economy).
They push for the freeway route "improvements" because the train route is harder to achieve.  Apparently
there is a rule that keeps the Govt. from subsidizing freight rails (!) Apparently there is no such rule that
keeps the Govt. from subsidizing a freeway built for Cargo! This "white paper" is corporate "spin" so the
taxpayer's money and freeway systems can be used to help their shipping businesses.

http://www.mxsocal.org/Authors/13/Manny-Aschemeyer.aspx
California MTS Infrastructure Needs Report
by Manny Aschemeyer, Published 08/09/2005, Marine exchange of Southern California
In 2003, Congress will establish successor legislation to the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
(TEA-21). More than a simple reauthorization of existing funding programs, the new legislation (herein
referred to as “TEA-3”) is intended to be the federal government’s definitive statement of national
transportation policies, programs and projects that address the transportation needs of the United States…
investments in transportation infrastructure that enhance freight movement have taken a back seat to
commuter-oriented alternatives. An old adage in the freight industry notes that goods movement suffers
from lack of attention because "Cargo doesn't vote". … This year, advocates of goods movement are
organizing to become actively engaged in the discussions about TEA-3… California State Senator Betty
Karnette is working to establish the California Freight Advisory Commission (CALFAC), a group of ports,
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shippers, transportation providers, and other interest groups as well as state agencies dedicated to
improving freight transportation in the state… In January 2002, the California Business, Transportation
and Housing Agency, and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) published the Global
Gateways Development Program (GGDP), a reflection of stakeholder perspectives on the urgency and
options to facilitate the movement of goods in California. (See Appendix 3.) Many of the recommendations
outlined in the GGDP provide a foundation for MTS improvement efforts in California. Building upon the
GGDP, the MTS program focuses on the ports and supporting inland transport systems in California. This
white paper, entitled California Marine Transportation System Infrastructure Needs, is a collaborative
effort of the Northern California Marine Transportation System Advisory Council (NORCAL-MTSAC), the
Southern California Marine Transportation System Advisory Council (SOCAL-MTSAC), and the California
Marine and Intermodal Transportation System Advisory Council (CALMITSAC). This report presents
recommended policies, programs and projects for reinvesting in needed infrastructure to support the MTS
system. Together with the GGDP, this report will serve as a framework for dialogue with state and federal
agencies, the state Legislature and Congress, with the objective of establishing project funding for
transportation infrastructure and security upon which we all so heavily depend… From a strategic
viewpoint, California is ideally situated in the global trading network. It is blessed with a premier location
for ports and international gateways to the entire American market.

Cost Under-Estimations
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Channel_Tunnel
Channel Tunnel
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia page was last modified on 8 May 2010 at 07:37.
Private funding for such a complex infrastructure project was of unprecedented scale… an 80% cost
overrun. The cost overrun was partly due to enhanced safety, security, and environmental demands.
Financing costs were 140% higher than forecast…. Delays and cost overruns led to the share price
dropping…. Eurotunnel suspended payment on its debt in September 1995 to avoid bankruptcy. In
December 1997 the British and French governments extended Eurotunnel's operating concession by
34 years to 2086. Financial restructuring of Eurotunnel occurred in mid-1998, reducing debt and financial
charges. Despite the restructuring The Economist reported in 1998 that to break even Eurotunnel would
have to increase fares, traffic and market share for sustainability. A cost benefit analysis of the Channel
Tunnel indicated that there were few impacts on the wider economy and few developments associated
with the project, and that the British economy would have been better off if the tunnel had not been
constructed… The overall environmental impact is almost certainly negative…

http://www.metro.net/board/Items/2011/02_February/20110224RBMItem2.pdf
Planning And Programming Committee February 16,2011, Measure R Project Delivery Committee February
17,2011 Public-Private Partnership Program, Arthur T Leahy Chief Executive Officer
Page 7 PDF "estimate" for the SR-710 cargo tunnel of 2.81 billion from the METRO staff 2/11

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Big_Dig
Big Dig, From Wikipedia page as it appeared on 10 May 2010 at 15:18. GMT
Project…estimated… at $2.8 Billion (1982 dollars) … federal and state tax dollars … the total a staggering
$22 billion… It will not be paid off until 2038… Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff, the consortium that oversaw
the project ….The project has incurred criminal arrests escalating costs, death, leaks, and charges of poor
execution and use of substandard materials.

http://www.infrastructurist.com/2009/12/16/the-4-highway-projects-that-would-be-the-biggest-waste-of-
money/
The 4 Highway Projects that Would Be the Biggest Waste of Money
by Yonah Freemark, Wednesday December 16th, The Infrastructurist
Some big infrastructure projects, it seems, will simply never be abandoned. One example is Los Angeles
County’s I-710 extension between Alhambra and Pasadena: In the works since 1947, it’s still just a line on
the state highway plans map… A study completed in 2006 pegged the cost of the road at $2.3 to $3.6
billion, but that number would likely be higher today… The huge cost is the biggest obstacle — though
Caltrans still has a motivation to push forward because it would lose billions of potential federal dollars if it
didn’t, and it claims it could line up foreign investors to help pay for the road… But other arguments for
the project hardly hold up. The Ports have invested billions of dollars in an improved Alameda Corridor to
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allow the shipment of goods via rail. If more products were moved via train instead of truck, congestion
would decrease significantly.

http://la.streetsblog.org/2010/10/26/former-metro-board-chair-how-much-will-710-tunnel-cost/
Former Metro Board Chair: How Much Will 710 Tunnel Cost?
by Damien Newton on October 26, 2010
given the potentially huge cost of the project, and the wildly different estimates given for the project over
the years (see chart below); Najarian is arguing that Metro should have some hard fiscal figures before
committing to spending nearly $60 million on an environmental study.

http://sierramadretattler.blogspot.com/2009/07/710-tunnel-is-feeling-california.html
The 710 Tunnel Is Feeling Some California Legislative Love
Posted By The Moderator At 7:00 AM Thursday, JULY 9, 2009, Sierra Madre Tattler
if we were dealing with a real government here, perhaps the cost - which apparently is staggering - would
be at least considered. The problem is that tunneling underground is so expensive that one wonders if the
action by the Assembly's Transportation Committee was a serious gesture or, even, a maneuver intended
to kill the project by making it too expensive to undertake”. ."… Knowing that these figures were prepared
by SCAG makes me wonder if perhaps the real consequences (noise levels, air pollution, environmental
impacts, traffic congestion) won't be far worse….
The California State Legislature looks to be in the process of making the 710 Tunnel a reality. People don't
want it, we can't afford it, environmentalists shudder, and some engineers think it will shatter with the
first decent earthquake to come along…
if we were dealing with a real government here, perhaps the cost - which apparently is staggering - would
be at least considered. Particularly in the face of California's ballooning debt. But we are talking about
Sacramento, so any consideration of the rational is probably inappropriate….
The problem is that tunneling underground is so expensive that one wonders if the action by the
Assembly's Transportation Committee was a serious gesture or, even, a maneuver intended to kill the
project by making it too expensive to undertake."… Knowing that these figures were prepared by SCAG
makes me wonder if perhaps the real consequences (noise levels, air pollution, environmental impacts,
traffic congestion) won't be far worse…. With CEQA review having been removed from redevelopment
considerations in SB 375, and SB 1350 informing us that as far as the 710 Tunnel goes we can just butt
out, it is becoming quite obvious that Sacramento has gotten a little tired of the democracy thing getting
in the way of business… Bill Weisman also goes on to note that this bill is opposed by the Consulting
Engineers and Land Surveyors of California (they think it might be unconstitutional), the cities of La
Canada Flintridge, and South Pasadena, and the Planning and Conservation League. The only registered
supporter? A paid lobbyist named Nat Read and his 710 Freeway Coalition. In case you are blissfully
unaware, Nat is a former cop who became known for writing poetry about the rigors of life in law
enforcement.

http://www.lacanadaonline.com/news/tn-gnp-tunnel-20101022,0,2103822.story
Najarian wants to know what tunnel would cost
By Bill Kisliuk, October 22, 2010, La Canada Valley Sun
Najarian, who serves on the MTA board of directors, said there is no credible figure for a project with an
estimated price tag of $3 billion to $11.8 billion….”The ultimate question is whether we can ever afford
that tunnel," he said.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Channel_Tunnel
Channel Tunnel, Wikipedia, 5/11/10 3:15 PM
Private funding for such a complex infrastructure project was of unprecedented scale. An initial equity of
£45 million was raised by CTG/F-M, increased by £206 million private institutional placement, £770 million
was raised in a public share offer that included press and television advertisements, a syndicated bank
loan and letter of credit arranged £5 billion...Privately financed, the total investment costs at 1985 prices
were £2600 million. At the 1994 completion actual costs were, in 1985 prices, £4650 million: an 80% cost
overrun… The cost overrun was partly due to enhanced safety, security, and environmental demands…
Financing costs were 140% higher than forecast… Tunneling commenced in 1988, and the tunnel began
operating in 1994… In 1985 prices, the total construction cost was £4650 million (equivalent to
£10501 million today), an 80% cost overrun. At the peak of construction 15,000 people were employed
with daily expenditure over £3 million… Ten workers, eight of them British, were killed during construction
between 1987 and 1993, most in the first few months of boring.
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Economic performance
Shares in Eurotunnel were issued at £3.50 per share on 9 December 1987. By mid-1989 the price had
risen to £11.00. Delays and cost overruns led to the share price dropping; during demonstration runs in
October 1994 the share price reached an all-time low value. Eurotunnel suspended payment on its debt in
September 1995 to avoid bankruptcy… In December 1997 the British and French governments extended
Eurotunnel's operating concession by 34 years to 2086. Financial restructuring of Eurotunnel occurred in
mid-1998, reducing debt and financial charges. Despite the restructuring The Economist reported in 1998
that to break even Eurotunnel would have to increase fares, traffic and market share for sustainability… A
cost benefit analysis of the Channel Tunnel indicated that there were few impacts on the wider economy
and few developments associated with the project, and that the British economy would have been better
off if the tunnel had not been constructed

Toll Tunnels Not Viable
http://sunroomdesk.com/2011/01/25/najarian-raises-710-tunnel-cost-question-atone-community-forum-
in-pasadena/
Posted By: Editor, Tuesday, January 25, 2011
The big problem I have is that there is a ‘tipping point’ for the tunnel. If it gets to be greater than $3
billion (I’ve heard inside the MTA), it will fail. The PPP report says if this cost is higher than $5 billion, it
will fail. It doesn’t make sense as a community to spend the millions of dollars on consultants, on the
finance people, on the engineers, on the outreach people, who are eating their way through that money
by the tens of millions of dollars as we speak, only to find years down the road that this is too expensive a
project and isn’t feasible.”

http://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/freight/freight_analysis/reg_ind_studies/so_cal_study.htm
Southern California Regional Freight Study - Executive Summary
United States Department of Transportation - Federal Highway Administration,  Last modified: May 27,
2010
Funding/Financing - But not all freight projects in Southern California will be able to rely on user fee
financing.  Initial evaluations of tolling options for truck lanes in Southern California show that they may
not produce sufficient revenues to support project financing… In addition, user fees may reduce the
competitive position of regional freight facilities as compared to ports and intermodal facilities elsewhere
in the U.S. 

http://www.scag.ca.gov/goodsmove/pdf/white_paper.pdf
The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Goods Movement Program:
A survey of regional initiatives and a discussion of program objectives
A White Paper produced by the Southern California Association of Governments January 2002appendices
Pg 33 Of PDF ( Pg 1 Appendix 1). Framework For Understanding Regional Goods Movement
Pg 41 Of PDF ( Pg 9 Appendix 4): Summary Of Outstanding Goods Movement Issues And Research Needs
Pg 53 Of PDF ( Pg 21 Appendix 4): Issue 9: The propensity of trucks to use toll roads needs to be
documented in preparation for SR-60 and other truck lane implementation.
It is uncertain whether truckers will be willing to pay tolls sufficient to pay for 30% or 40% of the costs of
a new truck lane system which would include I-710, SR-60, I-15, eventually I-5, and perhaps others.
Ability to generate user fees to fund construction will be crucial to actually implementing these truck
lanes.

http://www.ycat.org.au/?page_id=62
Finances Cost-Benefit of the Road Tunnel
Yarra Campaign for Action on Transport
Community campaign against unsustainable road developments in Melbourne’s inner northern suburbs
and parks.  Even Eddington’s report showed that cost of the road tunnel exceeded its benefits, even when
“wider economic benefits” are included. These wider benefits, like those used to justify the heavily
subsidised Melbourne Grand Prix are never defined. Eddington’s consultants used very low predictions for
the price of oil, and carbon. A realistic assessment of these prices would lead to a reduction in revenue, as
is occurring on toll ways around the world, including the newly opened EastLink.

http://www.ycat.org.au/?p=66
A Current Affair’s Toll Challenge
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On September 15th, 2008 ,
Current Affair tested out toll roads versus main roads to see which is quicker and how much money you’ll
actually save - one expert saying nearly $1,000 a year.
ACA concluded toll roads were “a scam”.

http://www.road-scholar.org/peak-traffic.html
Transportation triage at the end of the age of oil
by Mark Robinowitz, originally published May 10, 2006, From the Wilderness
An engaging discussion of the effects of Peak Oil on automobile traffic, Mark Robinowitz examines the
ridiculousness of implementing “superhighway” plans while the nation faces an inevitable oil drop-off.

http://www3.wsws.org/articles/2005/oct2005/tunn-o21.shtml
The Road to Hypocrisy
November 15th, 2010

http://www3.wsws.org/articles/2005/oct2005/tunn-o21.shtml
Australia: Privatised road tunnel creates havoc in Sydney, By Rick Kelly, 21 October 2005
Wholesale privatisation by stealth
Under the guise of making Australia more internationally competitive, governments at both the federal
and state levels have worked to introduce so-called free market and user-pays models throughout
virtually every aspect of society…. Independent research conducted by Sydney University’s Dr. John
Goldberg has demonstrated that without the ongoing support of massive levels of government funding,
the toll road companies would be unviable.
So-called Public Private Partnerships (also variously known as Private Finance Initiatives or Privately
Financed Projects) have spearheaded the privatisation drive over the past decade. First developed in
Britain by the Tory government in the early 1990s, and then further promoted by Labour’s Tony Blair as
part of his right-wing “third way” program, Public Private Partnerships (PPPs) have been particularly
utilised throughout Australia to sell off and contract out those sectors for which there is the most deep
rooted hostility towards privatisation. In NSW, PPPs have been used to introduce the profit principle into
areas such as school and hospital development, construction of public housing, prison upgrades, and
waste disposal and recycling. Across Australia, the PPP market is expected to soon be worth $20 billion to
private companies. None of the arguments used by governments and supporters of PPPs hold water.
Proponents variously claim that private contractors are more efficient, deliver higher quality service, and
help governments avoid going into debt to fund expensive new infrastructure developments. The latter
claim is especially bogus with regard to the operation of privately run roads and tunnels in Australia.
Independent research conducted by Sydney University’s Dr. John Goldberg has demonstrated that without
the ongoing support of massive levels of government funding, the toll road companies would be unviable…
Through an obscure and highly complex scheme known as the infrastructure offset borrowings tax offset
scheme (IBTOS), the federal government effectively underwrites private loans to road infrastructure
companies through tax concessions worth billions of dollars to the lenders. This ensures that the
infrastructure companies have a guaranteed flow of government-backed money through their
books—which is then paid to the companies’ shareholders in the form of dividends, ensuring that these
companies maintain their high rating on the stock market… The flow of money through private investors,
the federal government, and the infrastructure companies increasingly resembles that of a pyramid
scheme. As ABC Radio explained: “Toll roads cost a lot to build and generally don’t make a profit for many
years. So to make their stock attractive to investors, toll road companies borrow against future earnings,
and pay that yet to be earned money out to shareholders in dividends today, often refinancing and upping
the debt again and again. Of course those debts eventually have to be repaid. So to keep investors fed
with dividends, toll road companies have to buy new assets and start the process all over again.”

http://www.pe.com/localnews/stories/PE_News_Local_D_tunnel12.1def12e.html
Cost could shelve Corona-Irvine tunnel
By DUG BEGLEY, 10:10 PM PDT on Sunday, July 11, 2010 , The Press-Enterprise
A commuter tunnel below the Cleveland National Forest between Corona and Irvine might never see the
light of day, officials and transportation planners say. At a cost of $8.6 billion, it's simply too expensive,
they said, especially since officials can't start collecting tolls until after they spend 10 years building it.
Critics also have chided the tunnel's ever-rising price. Cost estimates have climbed from $3 billion in
2003, to $6 billion five years ago, to $8.6 billion earlier this year. On average, the toll to use the tunnel
would be $14, according to a financial analysis of the project… To pay for the construction, the counties
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and their private partner would need to borrow $17.9 billion to guarantee payment of the debt, then wait
10 years for the tunnel to be built.  But it appears that also is too costly to make good business sense,
according a recent report prepared for the two-county commission. To pay for the construction, the
counties and their private partner would need to borrow $17.9 billion to guarantee payment of the debt,
then wait 10 years for the tunnel to be built before they made a dime collecting tolls when commuters
could finally use the tunnel.  Rather than spend $100,000 on a more detailed analysis of how much money
tolls could raise and continue field studies in the forest, staff at both county transportation agencies
recommend shelving the project.

http://corridornews.blogspot.com/2006_01_22_archive.html
Fork in road on toll plans? By TONY HARTZEL, January 24, 2006, The Dallas Morning News
Some discuss pullout if agency uses local funds for FW highway
Toll shortfall -The tollway authority's most recent estimates show that the approved policy would collect
only enough tolls to initially pay about 45 percent of Southwest Parkway's construction, operating and
debt costs. Although the policy calls for higher tolls on Southwest Parkway than on most other roads, the
Fort Worth toll road is not expected to raise enough money to pay its costs, even after 30 years.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Channel_Tunnel
Channel Tunnel
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia page was last modified on 8 May 2010 at 07:37.
It has been postulated that the British economy would have actually been better off without the costs from
the construction project, both Eurotunnel and Eurostar, companies heavily involved in the Channel
Tunnel's construction and operation, have had to resort to large amounts of government aid to deal with
debts amounted. Eurotunnel has been described as being in a serious situation.

Failed Toll Roads and Tunnels (PPP's)
Socializing the Losses

http://cdn.publicinterestnetwork.org/assets/H5Ql0NcoPVeVJwymwlURRw/Private-Roads-Public-Costs.pdf
Private Roads, Public Costs, U.S. PIRG Education Fund
Written by: Phineas Baxandall, Ph.D. U.S. PIRG Education Fund Kari Wohlschlegel and Tony Dutzik,
Frontier Group Spring 2009
The Facts About Toll Road Privatization and How to Protect the Public
A listing of toll roads and how many of them failed and their troubles.

http://corridornews.blogspot.com/2006_01_22_archive.html
Pitfalls abound on private roads BY SYLVIA SMITH, January 24, 2006, Ft. Wayne Journal Gazette
Recent projects that faltered include:
Camino Colombia highway, a 22-mile stretch from Texas to Mexico's border that went bankrupt after three
years. Projections that heavy truck traffic would pay $16 per toll never materialized. The state bought the
private toll road in 2004 for $20 million, a fraction of its $90 million cost, and Texas got a new road for 22
cents on the dollar, according to Texas officials.

http://www.theage.com.au/business/drivers-desert-eastlink-as-rail-network-overflows-20080807-
3rsn.html
Drivers desert EastLink as rail network overflows
Mathew Murphy and Jason Dowling, August 8, 2008
THE future of private toll roads in Australia has been called into question after traffic on EastLink slumped
dramatically in the first week of tolling…On the same day that EastLink's lacklustre traffic figures were
released, a new report detailed massive overcrowding on Melbourne trains, with some carrying more than
1000 passengers - way over their official capacity of just under 800…The trends were seized on by a
prominent tollway critic, who declared more people were choosing to use public transport…- Investors
yesterday dumped shares in the tollway owner, ConnectEast…

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/EastLink_(Melbourne)
EastLink (Melbourne)
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia page as it appeared on Apr 9, 2011 04:10:21 GMT
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In its first six months of operation, Eastlink made a loss of almost $93 million. In 2010 the road had to be
refinanced with its traffic forecasts rewritten due to lower than expected traffic volumes.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yDyE6o8iKhM
This video from YouTube – it is a glimpse into “future” for the neighborhoods that border the planned 710
toll-tunnel.  This video is just one of many reports about the killing effects of cargo transport pollution in
Melbourne and Sydney Australia (also Brisbane and Victoria). The results of the toll tunnel are:
1. Trucks exit the tollway to avoid the tolls and use residential street as a bypass…
2. The pollution emitted from an “emission stack” from a 4 Km (2.4 miles) tunnel, which handles 90,000-
100,000 cars daily makes the residents sick. “Polluted air is a contributing factor in the deaths of 1,400
people each year in Sydney alone”.

http://satollparty.com/post/?p=1466
San Diego privatized toll road goes bankrupt using taxpayer money, San Antonio Toll Party, By David
Tanner, associate editor, Monday, April 5th, 2010
The South Bay Expressway foreign-owned toll road is the new poster child for the failed policy of road
privatization…government sanctioned monopolies…the flaw in raising toll rates when traffic drops, which is
the exact opposite of a free market response to fewer customers….taxpayer subsidized toll roads, often
co-mingled with private money) find themselves consistently upside down on their debt despite the
taxpayer bailouts that help front the construction costs. We’re creating an infrastructure bubble that will
be deemed too big to fail that will require even greater taxpayer bailouts if we allow this tax raid to
continue. I have yet to see any data that shows increasing the cost of transportation (toll taxes on top of
high gas prices) helps the economy either.

http://www.i69tour.org/failedtollrds.html
examples of Failed Toll Roads
Count Us! County Under New Terrian I-69

http://www.corridorwatch.org/ttc/cw-caminocolombia.htm
Will History Repeat Itself? Corridor Watch.org
The Camino Colombia Toll Road failed and the bondholders foreclosed on their $75 million note. On April
29, 2004 the Texas Transportation Commission issued a Minute Order authorizing the Executive Director
or his designee to enter into necessary agreements to acquire the Camino Colombia toll road at a cost not
to exceed $20 million dollars.

http://www.dailytelegraph.com.au/business/news/tunnel-broke-by-next-year/story-e6frez80-
1111116289848
Lane Cove Tunnel set to be second toll road failure
By Simon Benson and Rhys Haynes From:_The Daily Telegraph May 09, 2008 12:00AM
THE Lane Cove Tunnel could be broke by next year in a second spectacular billion-dollar toll road failure
for the State Government in 18 months.

http://www.visordown.com/motorcycle-news--general-news/m6-toll-road-branded-an-expensive-
failure/13708.html
M6 Toll Road branded "an expensive failure", Posted: 1 September 2010
by Visordown News, motorcycle news : general news
"Toll roads are not, and will never be, a solution to congestion on Britain's roads"…congestion around
Birmingham is as bad, if not worse, than when the 27-mile stretch of toll-charge motorway was opened in
2003…Initially, drivers were charged just £2 to use the road; this figure has risen to £5 for cars and £9 for
vans, with motorcyclists incurring a hefty £2.70 one-way weekday charge…In a bid to make the M6 flow
more freely, proposals had been made to allow cars to use the hard shoulder - a move that would cost a
claimed £300 to £500 million to undertake…"Toll roads are not, and will never be, a solution to congestion
on Britain's roads, no matter how attractive they may appear to cash-strapped politicians desperate to
deliver otherwise unaffordable road schemes," the report concludes.

Investors Back Away from Risky PPP’s
http://www.smh.com.au/business/shortterm-thinking-puts-brakes-on-infrastructure-20110304-1bi5y.html
Short-term thinking puts brakes on infrastructure
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Matt O'Sullivan and Philip Wen, March 5, 2011, The Sydney Morning Herald
The recent failures mean governments are under greater pressure to meet the huge shortfall in funding as
investors run scared from piling equity into so-called ''greenfield'' infrastructure projects. Leighton has
made clear its appetite for investing in such projects has been ''very much reduced''… ''The government
does need to bear a big chunk of the responsibility for those failures,'' says Andrew Chambers, an
infrastructure analyst at Austock. ''After all, it was their tenders which created a model that attracted a lot
of hot money.
''If the government was going to tender something like that today, the hot money wouldn't be there and
sensible money was never there… the level of debt to equity has to be at more appropriate levels of 40-50
per cent - not the 80-90 per cent gearing that toll-road owners such as RiverCity Motorway and Connector
Motorways (failed owner of the Lane Cove Tunnel) were saddled with.

Reasons for Failed Tollways

http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2010/mar/30/the-trouble-with-tolls/
Editorial: The Trouble With Tolls, By THE WASHINGTON TIMES, Tuesday, March 30, 2010
A toll-road project in San Diego, once held up as a model of the “innovative” public-private partnerships,
collapsed last week… The South Bay Expressway filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy protection…
this article mentions a study TxDOT did that admits toll roads are based on FLAWED traffic projections
(that are kept secret until after the contracts are signed)

http://www.tollroadsnews.com/node/2366
Hungarian toll road fails
Posted on Wed, 1999-09-15 12:42, toll roads news
High tolls and exaggerated notions of traffic appear to lie behind the recent failure of the first toll road
concession in Hungary…. Cars were charged $6.50 for the trip on the 42km $320m M1 toll road from Gyor
to Austria, a rate of 16c/km. Heavy trucks were tolled at a rate of 55c/km.

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/nation/clem7-tunnel-losses-endanger-public-private-
infrastructure/story-e6frg6nf-1225912550578
Clem7 tunnel losses endanger public-private infrastructure
Annabel Hepworth and Jared Owens From The Australian September 01, 2010 12:00AM
..traffic volumes were still much lower than expected…The tunnel company's woes bring to eight the toll-
road PPPs that have caused losses to investors, lenders and taxpayers in the past five years…."It's the
kind of engineering madness among those who think that if you build something, people will come. "
Governments face pressure to radically overhaul the way they structure public-private partnerships for
critical infrastructure following the shock of Brisbane's first major road tunnel being written down by a
massive $1.56 billion.
The operator of the Clem7 tunnel revealed yesterday that traffic volumes were still much lower than
expected, despite tolls being slashed by 50 per cent on July 1 in a desperate bid to convince motorists to
use the link.
The tunnel company's woes bring to eight the toll-road PPPs that have caused losses to investors, lenders
and taxpayers in the past five years. The tunnel projects have lost at least $5.5bn, according to an
analysis by The Australian, and there are fears the figure could rise. Australian Super head Ian Silk
warned that if the private sector was to shoulder the risk that traffic volumes would fall short, this would
"warrant a much higher return than is currently available in many infrastructure investments".
Industry Funds Management chairman Garry Weaven said "somebody is going to lose money" if the
private sector "bid too aggressively on the basis of inflated traffic forecasts". "It's the kind of engineering
madness among those who think that if you build something, people will come. "

http://www.theage.com.au/articles/2003/04/15/1050172596490.html\
Lies, damned lies and the Bracks tollway
Kenneth Davidson April 16 2003
If a toll is put on the road, the traffic will be even less than shown in the EES, and the tolls would have to
be astronomical to make it a paying proposition
But will a private toll or PPP road be attractive to private investors without massive subsidies from
 the taxpayer? A study commissioned by Peter Batchelor from the Department of Infrastructure in 1999
concluded motorists would have to pay $8 per trip for the road to be economically viable. How many cars
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are likely to use the proposed freeway? According to the environmental effects statement on the proposed
freeway, providing it was toll free, there would be only 100,000 trips a day on parts of the freeway and
virtually no trips covering the full distance between Frankston and Ringwood.
According to the panel report, "the EES has based all traffic modelling and evaluation on the assumption
that a Scoresby freeway will be a 'free road' and will not be subject to tolls. The panel considers if
consideration is given to making the freeway subject to tolls . . . the conclusions drawn in the
modelling and economic evaluation sections in this report to be void and this and any other analysis
undertaken in the EES would need to be repeated." If a toll is put on the road, the traffic will be even less
than shown in the EES, and the tolls would have to be astronomical to make it a paying proposition. How
to overcome this? There are three options. 1. Close off alternative routes such as Stud and Springvale
Roads to through traffic, to force traffic on to the toll road. But as there isn't much through traffic in the
first place, this won't help much. A cheaper way to relieve pressure on Stud and Springvale Roads would
be to introduce a decent bus service, to get some cars off the roads. 2. Build the road as a public-private
partnership in which the private partners put up all the initial capital in return for revenue guarantees
down the track in the form of "shadow tolls", toll subsidies, or a subsidy like that given to the public
transport franchisees. 3. Do what has been intended all along, irrespective of how the Scoresby freeway is
to be financed: namely, extend the tollway to include the VicRoads long-term plan to complete the ring
road by joining up the Mitcham end of the Scoresby freeway to the eastern end of the Metropolitan Ring
Road. A private toll road along the Scoresby corridor doesn't even begin to make commercial sense unless
it forms part of a larger ring road. But even then it doesn't make economic or environmental sense, when
the cheaper and environmentally superior alternatives are taken into account.

http://corridornews.blogspot.com/2006_01_22_archive.html
Privately built roads often fail to keep promises
By Sylvia A. Smith, Jan. 23, 2006, Washington editor FortWayne.com
But in the first 10 years of its 40-year franchise, the Greenway never turned a profit, in part because
traffic was much lower than projected. The toll road defaulted on its loans in 1996, refinanced, and last
year sold a majority interest in it for $533 million to an Australian investment firm that was part of the
conglomerate that leased the Chicago Skyway….Elsewhere, overly rosy projections for how much traffic
private toll roads would attract have limited their financial success. For instance, toll roads in Virginia and
South Carolina have not lived up to their expected usage, so the income from tolls is below projections.

http://www.thomaswhite.com/explore-the-world/BRIC-spotlight/2010/china-toll-roads-expressways.aspx
Toll Roads in China: Speeding Up Growth
Thomas White International August 2010
Risks involved in road projects - Operation risks: These are the significant risks that arise once the road is
operational and the tolls are collected in the form of incorrectly estimated traffic demand, toll levels and
the toll collection technology.

http://www.signonsandiego.com/news/2010/mar/23/south-bay-expressway-builders-file-chapter-11/
Toll road operator files for Chapter 11
By Steve Schmidt Originally Published March 23, 2010 At 12:24 A.M., Updated March 24, 2010 At 12:05
A.M.
South Bay Expressway use below forecasts
the company is falling about $16 million short each year in what it owes its direct lenders, according to
court filings. When the deal was crafted in 1991, it was lauded as a novel way to finance public roads.“The
idea was to see if the private sector could succeed in building highways,”… Motorists pay $2.50 to $4.50
per trip, depending on length…. But once the higher tolls kicked in, they stopped completely.

http://opinion.latimes.com/opinionla/2008/10/road-toll-footh.html?cid=135353695
For whom the road tolls, Observations And Provocations
From The Times' Opinion Staff October 17, 2008,  2:21 pm
Opinion L.A.The Transportation Corridor Agencies-- that would be the same group trying to build a toll
road to nowhere through a favored state park -- is asking the government for a loan of more than $1
billion. But what the federal government really needs to take into account is the reason for the request:
The existing toll roads aren't doing well. Contrary to what toll-road officials love to predict, higher gas
prices do not make commuters switch to (less crowded) toll roads, where they pay an extra $4 to $5 or so
each way.The worst performer by far is the San Joaquin Hills Transportation Corridor, or Route 73, which
has never met expectations. Ridership last year was half the predicted level, and the numbers are sliding
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downward.

http://bicycleaustin.info/rogerbaker/tollroad-failure.html
The Failure of Toll Roads
By Roger Baker * June 20, 2003, Bicycle Austin.info
The major factors that are going to cause the toll road bonds to default are: 1. Declining regional growth
in the suburbs of affluent folks… 2. The scale of the toll road network built with borrowed money… 3. The
sudden realization that there is not enough gas has taken the marketplace by surprise,

http://www.chart.state.md.us/video/video.asp?feed=2a012b0800ae0059004d06363d235daa
No free ride: Traffic dips as ICC tolls start
ICC Maryland Transportation Authority tolls
By: Kytja Weir 03/08/11 1:19 Pm
Only about 8,500 vehicles traveled on the first  5.6-mile leg of the new highway that runs from Interstate
370 in Shady Grove to Georgia Avenue in Olney on Monday, according to Maryland Transportation
Authority spokeswoman Kelly Melhem… well below the 21,000 car per day total that officials estimated for
the leg. Empty Toll way in the State of Maryland – streaming video

99-Year Lease Agreement,
Tolls Doubled,

Non-Compete Clauses
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ontario_Highway_407
Ontario Highway 407, From Wikipedia page as it appeared on Apr 9, 2011 08:36:36 GMT
Highway 407 in Toronto, Ontario was leased to a consortium of investors under a 99-year lease in 1999.
Bad contracts: “About Highway 407 in Canada” “99-year lease agreement, unlimited control of the
highway and its tolls, as well as a clause protecting the corporation from any competition, not the least of
which includes a ban on construction of any nearby provincial highways that may reduce toll revenue.”

http://corridornews.blogspot.com/2006_01_22_archive.html
When good toll-road ideas turn bad
By GORDON DICKSON, January 23, 2006, Fort Worth Star-Telegram
407 ETR, Toronto -- Residents and government officials have gone to court to try to stop Madrid-based
operator Cintra and its partners from raising toll rates

http://corridornews.blogspot.com/2006_01_22_archive.html
Frisco drivers may face $700 toll rise
By STEVE STOLER / WFAA-TV, Thursday, January 26, 2006 Dallas/Fort Worth

http://corridornews.blogspot.com/2006_01_22_archive.html
Privately built roads often fail to keep promises
By Sylvia A. Smith, Jan. 23, 2006, Washington editor FortWayne.com
Within a few years of the toll lanes’ opening, the non-compete clause became a political nightmare
because it blocked upgrades to the adjacent public highway. In 2003, the state purchased the toll lanes
for $207.5 million in bonds, which it expects to pay off with toll revenue.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/91_Express_Lanes
91 Express Lanes, From Wikipedia page as it appeared on 13 September 2010 at 07:10 GMT
The deal included an 99-year lease agreement, unlimited control of the highway and its tolls. The government also may not build any
nearby freeway which might potentially compete with 407.
The toll on the busiest hour on the tollway, 4:00 pm to 5:00 pm eastbound on Thursdays, is $9.90, or
approximately $1.00 per mile, the highest toll for any toll road in the country…
The express lanes have been controversial because of a "non-compete" agreement that the state made
with CPTC. The clause, which was negotiated by Caltrans… to ensure profit for the express lanes. This
includes restricting the state from widening the free lanes or building mass transit near the freeway. CPTC
filed a lawsuit against Caltrans over freeway widening related to the interchange with the Eastern
Transportation Corridor interchange, which was dismissed once the purchase with OCTA was finalized.
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http://www.unbossed.com/index.php?itemid=276
Toll Roads, Privatization, and Taxes – Connect the DOTs - Part II
by shirah at 01:43:00 Wednesday, July 20, 2005
The pro-private roads lobby has said that they cannot make a profit on roads unless they are given
noncompete agreements… The poster child for noncompete agreements is California SR 91. The private
contractor and the state agreed that public highways near SR 91 would not be maintained or improved
until the year 2030. In other words, the state was to allow the state highway to crumble for decades,
forcing the public onto the private toll road. But California found it could not leave the roads to deteriorate
and endanger drivers’ lives. When the state fixed the nearby roads, the private owner sued for breach of
contract, and the public learned the true cost of the private road. The public was furious and turned
against the project and the government that had agreed to it…. California Attorney General Bill Lockyer
described the Hwy. 91 as a “polite form of highway robbery.”
The problem is that when there is no “noncompete” provision, the private sector is not interested in
funding toll roads.
The GAO found that 4 of the 5 tollways examined included noncompete clauses in their contracts “under
which the public sector agrees to varying degrees not to build any new roads or improve any of the
existing roads that may result in additional capacity within a predetermined distance of the newly
constructed road for a certain period of time.” Where these did not exist, there were “understandings” the
state would not build a competing road… The SR 91 experience has forced privatization proponents to find
creative ways to achieve the same end. One is to require the state to compensate the private owner for
any revenues lost when improvements are made to nearby roads. California’s State Route 125 includes a
provision that allows the state to build a competing road but only if the state reimburses the private
company for revenues lost to the new road. Calculating those lost revenues is, again, an enterprise filled
with uncertainty and opportunities for overreaching…. The private sector takes the position that
“eliminating or limiting noncompete provisions is not a solution, because the private sector would be
unwilling to invest in highway projects without adequate protection against future competition.” Robert
Poole said, in January 2005, “Nearly all new toll road projects, in order to sell bonds to investors, must
offer some degree of protection from unlimited taxfunded competition from competing free highways.”

http://www.unbossed.com/index.php?itemid=274
Part I - Toll Roads, Privatization, and Taxes – Connect the DOTs
by shirah, Tuesday, July 19, 2005
While the Bush DOT favors privatization, the General Accountability Office has carefully examined the
history of private highway projects and found serious problems. In Highways and Transit: Private Sector
Sponsorship of and Investment in Major Projects Has Been Limited, GAO-04-419, March 25, 2004, the
GAO found that the “private sector encounters many challenges to becoming more actively involved in
highway and transit projects because of limited opportunities and barriers to financial success.” In plain
English, the problem is that it is hard to make money in private roads . . . if you rely on the “magic” of the
market.

http://pwm.sagepub.com/content/5/4/259.abstract
An Odyssey of Privatizing Highways
The Evolving Case of SR 91, Willard T. Price Public Works Management & Policy, April 2001; vol. 5, 4: pp.
259-269. University of the Pacific
California Private Transportation Corporation) soon filed suit against the public partner (the California
State Transportation Department, or Caltrans) for violation of the “noncompete clause” of the original
agreement… following questions are discussed: Can toll and free lanes compete for traffic or “business”?
Is the public interest served by a profit-making private tollway? Would a public or nonprofit agency be a
better steward of tollway assets?

http://articles.latimes.com/2002/jul/07/local/me-toll7
Dan Weikel July 07, 2002 Los Angeles Times - Los Angeles, Calif.
Pay-as-you-go highways have become a political nightmare. Orange County transportation authorities
hope to buy the lanes, but still operate the tollway…. Political and financial problems have led many state
leaders to conclude that California's nearly two-decade experiment with toll roads has failed, despite
fervent hopes and vast investments… Largely because of noncompete clauses, members of the Assembly
and Senate Transportation Committees say it is unlikely the Legislature will support more toll roads.

http://www.smh.com.au/business/the-toll-roads-that-turn-into-money-pits-20100831-14flh.html
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The toll roads that turn into money pits, By Matt O'Sullivan, September 1, 2010
Rosy traffic forecasts have turned into red faces and red ink, writes Matt O'Sullivan…. As it has turned out,
fewer than 28,000 vehicles are now using the Clem7 - less than a third of the original predictions - even
after RiverCity Motorway, the operator and builder of the tunnel, halved tolls and introduced other
incentives in a desperate bid to entice motorists… With those ambitious traffic forecasts now seemingly
impossible to meet, the tunnel named after former Brisbane lord mayor Clem Jones is on the verge of
following the lead of Sydney's failed Cross City and Lane Cove tunnels… Yesterday RiverCity revealed the
extent of its predicament when it posted a $1.67 billion annual loss. So how did traffic forecasters,
charging millions for their expert opinions, conclude that thousands more motorists would use the $2.8
billion Clem7 than the Midtown Tunnel? Put simply, the traffic forecasts here were made to fit the financial
models… John Goldberg, an honorary associate of the University of Sydney and a leading critic of the toll-
road model, says the predictions for the Clem7 and other projects such as BrisConnections' Airport Link
are the result of a ''work-back from the financial outcome promised to equity investors''. 'They worked out
what the investor was going to be happy with in terms of rates of return, and they worked back to a set of
numbers which would produce that return for investors. Such forecasts do not properly relate to the
interaction of land use and transport, and it is not surprising that they are not fulfilled. Moreover, the
forecasts usually correspond to congested conditions during the peak periods.'' Goldberg has brought his
concerns to the attention of investors and politicians for nigh on a decade yet they largely fell on deaf ears
- as RiverCity's latest woes show.
In the case of the Clem7, RiverCity's then boss, Peter Hicks, said in 2006 that the company had adopted a
more conservative approach to traffic forecasting after the Cross City Tunnel debacle. ''We have always
had a very careful approach to traffic forecasting,'' Hicks told The Australian at the time. ''If anything, the
example in Sydney has led us to put more emphasis on traffic forecasts.''

Fraud Scandals and Corruption
http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-news/1189316/posts
Highway tiff threatens Canada-EU trade deal Free Republic
JOHN IBBITSON Posted on August 11, 2004 5:21:24 AM PDT
OTTAWA -- The government of Spain has warned that it will veto a proposed trade agreement between
Canada and the unless the Ontario government allows a Spanish company to raise tolls on the province's
Highway 407.

http://www.thenewspaper.com/news/09/936.asp
2/3/2006 the News Paper.com
 “Australia: Traffic Lights Modified to Funnel Traffic Into Toll Tunnel” Traffic lights in Sydney, Australia
were modified to create gridlock forcing frustrated motorists into a controversial toll tunnel.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VeZjMTzqNQ8
Seconds From Disaster - S01E02 - Tunnel Inferno _46:24 minutes
On 24 March 1999, 39 people died when a Belgian transport truck carrying flour and margarine caught fire
in the tunnel. After several km, the driver realized something was wrong as cars coming in the opposite
direction flashed their headlights at him; a glance in his mirrors showed white smoke coming out from
under his cab. This was not yet a fire emergency; there had been 16 other truck fires in the tunnel over
the previous 35 years, always extinguished on the spot by the drivers.

http://www.ycat.org.au/?p=156 - more-156
The Road to Hypocrisy, November 15th, 2010
http://www3.wsws.org/articles/2005/oct2005/tunn-o21.shtml
Australia: Privatised road tunnel creates havoc in Sydney, By Rick Kelly, 21 October 2005
The Cross City Tunnel.. under the control of an international syndicate headed by Li Ka-Shing, Asia’s
wealthiest individual… based on the forecast that 90,000 vehicles would make daily use of the two-
kilometre tunnel… Less than 25,000 cars presently use the tunnel each day, with other drivers taking
alternative routes to avoid the exorbitant $3.56 minimum toll… the government… has tried to dragoon
motorists into the tunnel by shutting down and restricting a number of public roads in the area… the
government admitted that the 30-year contract negotiated with the tunnel’s owners compelled it to take
such measures to ensure an adequate traffic flow on the road. Under the terms of the deal, within a five-
kilometre radius of the tunnel, up to 500 roads in a dozen suburbs can be closed or restricted. (The
contract euphemistically refers to such measures as “road calming”)… The result has been traffic chaos

35



throughout many parts of eastern Sydney…. The government also promised to compensate the company if
any improvements were made to the public transport system which affected the number of vehicles
traveling through the tunnel. If the contract is broken—by any government in the next three decades—the
company is entitled to an $850 million payout…
The Cross City Tunnel, running under the centre of Sydney, opened last month under the control of an
international syndicate headed by Li Ka-Shing, Asia’s wealthiest individual. The group won the bid to
operate the tunnel and collect the toll revenue for the next 30 years after paying the New South Wales
(NSW) government $105 million. This payment was based on the forecast that 90,000 vehicles would
make daily use of the two-kilometre tunnel… Less than 25,000 cars presently use the tunnel each day,
with other drivers taking alternative routes to avoid the exorbitant $3.56 minimum toll for each trip on the
private road… In an extraordinary measure befitting that of a police state, the government of Premier
Morris Iemma has tried to dragoon motorists into the tunnel by shutting down and restricting a number of
public roads in the area. When this predictably provoked public outrage, the government admitted that
the 30-year contract negotiated with the tunnel’s owners compelled it to take such measures to ensure an
adequate traffic flow on the road. Under the terms of the deal, within a five-kilometre radius of the tunnel,
up to 500 roads in a dozen suburbs can be closed or restricted. (The contract euphemistically refers to
such measures as “road calming”)… The result has been traffic chaos throughout many parts of eastern
Sydney…. The government also promised to compensate the company if any improvements were made to
the public transport system which affected the number of vehicles travelling through the tunnel. If the
contract is broken—by any government in the next three decades—the company is entitled to an $850
million payout…The Cross City Tunnel scandal largely overshadowed an announcement by the NSW
government that it has agreed to pay more than $100 million to the receivers of the private company that
formerly operated the Sydney airport rail link. The company collapsed five years ago after lower than
expected usage of the route.

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/06/24/accused_big_dig_firm_files_for_ch_11/
Accused Big Dig firm files for Ch. 11
By Sean P. Murphy and Jonathan Saltzman, Globe Staff / June 24, 2008
Modern Continental Corp., which earned $3.2 billion as the largest contractor on the Big Dig and was
charged criminally with hiding shoddy workmanship, sought the shelter of US Bankruptcy Court, claiming
up to $1 billion in debts. (Boston Globe, 6/24/08)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/06/20/firms_ex_managers_agree_to_plead_guil
ty_in_big_dig_scandal/
By John M. Guilfoil, Globe Correspondent / June 20, 2008
Firm's ex-managers agree to plead guilty in Big Dig scandal
Two defendants agreed to plead guilty to highway project fraud in scheming the state out of more than
$300,000 for work done on the Interstate 93 tunnel. (Boston Globe, 6/20/08)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/05/21/contractor_pleads_guilty_in_big_dig_ove
rbilling_case/
By Jef Feeley and Beverly Ford, Bloomberg News / May 21, 2008
Contractor pleads guilty in Big Dig overbilling case
A major contractor for the $15 billion Big Dig project has pleaded guilty to defrauding the US government.
(Boston Globe, 5/21/08)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/04/05/big_dig_officials_firing_led_to_windfall/
Big Dig official's firing led to windfall
By Sean P. Murphy, Globe Staff / April 5, 2008
Michael P. Lewis didn't retire from his post as the head of the Big Dig, but was actually fired last year. The
move allowed him to more than triple his state pension. (Boston Globe, 4/5/08)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/03/01/big_dig_firm_manager_charged_with_co
nspiracy/
Big Dig firm, manager charged with conspiracy
By Jonathan Saltzman, Globe Staff / March 1, 2008
Federal prosecutors charged a major Big Dig contractor and one of its managers with scheming to
overcharge the government more than $300,000 for work done on the Interstate 93 tunnel. (Boston
Globe, 3/1/08)
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http://www.boston.com/news/local/breaking_news/2008/01/458m_big_dig_se.html
$458m Big Dig settlement reached
By Globe Staff, January 23, 2008 02:47 PM
State and federal authorities announced a settlement of $458.2 million with the firms that designed and
managed the Big Dig. (Boston Globe, 1/23/08)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2008/01/17/settlement_reportedly_near_in_i_90_tun
nel_ceiling_collapse/
Settlement reportedly near in I-90 tunnel ceiling collapse
By Andrea Estes, Globe Staff / January 17, 2008
The attorney general's office is close to reaching a settlement with Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff in
exchange for not seeking criminal charges. (Boston Globe, 1/17/08)

http://www.boston.com/news/local/massachusetts/articles/2007/11/26/cost_of_probe_on_big_dig_nearly
_1m/
By Andrea Estes
Globe Staff / November 26, 2007
Cost of probe on Big Dig nearly $1m
The special prosecutor spearheading the investigation into the Big Dig tunnel ceiling collapse is billing the
state almost $30,000 a week. (Boston Globe, 11/27/07)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2007/07/14/big_dig_deal_could_hit_1b/
Big Dig deal could hit $1b
By Andrea Estes and Sean P. Murphy, Globe Staff / July 14, 2007
State and federal officials are demanding that Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff pay as much as $1 billion to
settle claims for shoddy work on the Big Dig, in exchange for a guarantee that the consortium will not face
criminal charges in last year's tunnel collapse. (Boston Globe, 7/14/07)

http://www.boston.com/news/local/massachusetts/articles/2007/07/11/wide_risk_wide_blame/
Wide risk, wide blame
By Sean P. Murphy and Andrea Estes, Globe Staff / July 11, 2007
Federal investigators blamed multiple Big Dig contractors and the Massachusetts Turnpike Authority
yesterday for last summer's fatal tunnel collapse, concluding that the wrong kind of glue was used to hold
up part of the concrete ceiling and that project oversight was inadequate to detect the problem. (Boston
Globe, 7/11/07)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2006/08/20/big_dig_officials_chose_not_to_retest/
Big Dig officials chose not to retest
By Scott Allen and Sean P. Murphy
Globe Staff / August 20, 2006
Several ceiling bolts came loose in the Interstate 90 connector tunnel while it was under construction in
1999, even after they passed a safety inspection. But project documents show that officials overseeing the
Big Dig chose not to retest most of the bolts. (Boston Globe, 8/20/06)

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2006/07/24/probes_may_test_bechtels_clout/
Big Dig's design firm deflects blame
By Christopher Rowland, Globe Staff / July 24, 2006
Bechtel Corp., one of the world's largest construction and engineering firms, has few equals when it comes
to wielding political power and fending off enemies. (Boston Globe, 7/24/06)

Parsons Brinckerhoff
http://www.publicpurpose.com/ut-pblie.htm
Taken for a Ride: Parsons Brinckerhoff Expose
By Tara Servatius, The Public Purpose: One of National Journal's Top 4 Transport Internet Sites (c) 2002
www.publicpurpose.com --- Wendell Cox Consultancy

http://www.nashtu.us/download/HR 2104 - Disaster Examples.pdf
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HR 2104 “Safety, Efficiency and Accountability in Transportation Projects through Public Inspection Act”
(Filner) - Disaster Examples- Boston’s Big Dig – Deadly Failures

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Big_Dig
Big Dig From Wikipedia
The project has incurred criminal arrests escalating costs, death, leaks, and charges of poor execution and
use of substandard materials. Former Massachusetts Attorney General Thomas Reilly demanded that
contractors refund taxpayers $108 million for "shoddy work". … Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff, the
consortium that oversaw the project, would pay $407 million in restitution for its poor oversight of
subcontractors (some of whom committed outright fraud), as well as primary responsibility in the death of
a motorist. However, despite admitting to poor oversight and negligence as part of the settlement, the
firm is not barred from bidding for future government contracts. Several smaller companies agreed to pay
a combined sum of approximately $51 million.

http://www.thestar.com/Business/article/296783
Contractors to settle Boston Big Dig suit for $450M
Denise Lavoie, Published On Wed Jan 23 2008,THE ASSOCIATED PRESS
"The citizens of Massachusetts entrusted Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff to act as their eyes and ears on the
Central Artery Project," Sullivan said. "They grossly failed to meet their obligations and responsibilities to
the citizens of Massachusetts and the United States.".. Under the settlement, Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff
will not face criminal charges in the deadly Interstate 90 tunnel ceiling collapse in July 2006. Milena Del
Valle, 39, of Boston, was crushed by about 23 tonnes of concrete as she and her husband drove to Logan
International Airport.The deal also does not bar the consortium from receiving future government
contracts. Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff was paid more than $2 billion to manage the project. State
officials will be able to seek additional damages from Bechtel/Parsons Brinckerhoff only if there is a
catastrophic event, defined as causing more than $50 million in damages. Its liability will be capped at
$100 million.

Toll Roads Increase Commute Times

http://www.boston.com/news/traffic/bigdig/articles/2006/07/18/headaches_return_in_north_end_s_bosto
n/
Residents, businesses feel effects of Big Dig reroutes
Headaches return in North End, S. Boston
By Donovan Slack and Emma G. Fitzsimmons
Globe Staff and Globe Correspondent / July 18, 2006

http://www.boston.com/news/local/articles/2008/11/16/big_dig_pushes_bottlenecks_outward/
Big Dig pushes bottlenecks outward
By Sean P. Murphy, Globe Staff / November 16, 2008
Longer on several major routes
“A Globe analysis of state highway data documents what many motorists have come to realize since the
new Central Artery tunnels were completed: … the bottlenecks were only pushed outward, as more drivers
jockey for the limited space on the major commuting routes…Ultimately, many motorists going to and
from the suburbs at peak rush hours are spending more time stuck in traffic, not less. The phenomenon is
a result of a surge in drivers crowding onto highways – an ironic byproduct of the Big Dig’s success in
clearing away downtown traffic jams.”

Spokker  -“Never mind how much the Big Dig cost. The biggest problem with it is that it didn’t even work”.
It diverted traffic elsewhere.
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THE SR-710 NORTH GAP CLOSURE
USE OF THIS DESCRIPTION

Caltrans & Metro continue to use the term “SR-710 North Gap Closure” when referring
to this project.  This can only indicate to the people of Los Angeles and surrounding
communities, that a specific project has been chosen and the specific route that it will
take.  This term further illustrates the unwillingness to seriously consider alternative
solutions for improving traffic problems in the region.

Therefore, the No 710 Action Committee stipulates that Caltrans & Metro must:

Give equal weight to all alternatives and study them thoroughly.  This includes ALL
alternatives to improve traffic congestion, not just options to “close the gap.”  Conduct
Cost Benefit Analyses, Health Impact Assessments, and Traffic Pattern studies on
each alternative.

Study all alternatives with the same robust enthusiasm as the Tunnel Alternative.

Utilize an unbiased, independent research team of professionals to do required
studies, who will use scientific methodology and statistical analysis to obtain results.
Do not work backward from the desired outcome.

Eliminate the surface freeway as a viable option in the earliest possible phase of
scoping to reduce waste of taxpayer monies

Release the 500 houses that have been held captive by Caltrans for five decades.
Vow not to claim any additional properties in El Sereno, Alhambra, South Pasadena,
and Pasadena.

Ultimately choose the most fiscally and environmentally responsible alternative to solve
our regional transportation problems in Los Angeles County

ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS
No new freeways shall be built to accommodate freight traffic.  Zero emission alternative options must
be used to move cargo containers at the Ports and to their destinations.  Examples of this:

_  Repurpose the lower 710 freeway and reconfigure the center section to accommodate
electric freight and transit train lines that run down the middle

_  Utilize short haul electric trains with an intermodal logistics complex or distribution port to
remove freight trucks from the inner cities’ freeways

_  Electrified train transportation of freight with dockside loading like in the Grid System
envisioned by SkyStorage systems onto railcars or CargoWay trams as envisioned by
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MegaRail Corporation that load directly at the ports and are transported directly to an
intermodal destination for redistribution

Smaller, less invasive transportation projects must be considered first to alleviate regional traffic
problems.  This plan will provide more local jobs at a fraction of the cost with much shorter timelines.
Examples of these:

_  Complete the Multi-mode, Low Build projects as defined by the City of South Pasadena and
other cities

_  Consider other multi-modal and intermodal projects to move people and goods including but
not limited to signal synchronization, grade separation at rail crossings, upgrades and
reconfigurations to surface roads and freeway ramps, increased or expanded bus and rail service,
add bike paths and bike lanes, and promote walk-ability through complete street enhancements

 

See Appendix E – Alternative Solutions
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MULTI-MODE LOW BUILD ALTERNATIVE
Residents within the cities of South Pasadena, Pasadena, Alhambra, and El Sereno in Los Angeles
claim the Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative is a better strategy to move people and goods in the L.A.
Basin than the proposed 710 Freeway North Extension.  This preferred plan will create locals jobs,
keep neighborhoods intact, and cost considerably less..

What is the Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative?
It is a system of transportation improvements that upgrades city surface streets, enhances existing
freeways, and encourages coordinated linkage between different travel modes: automobiles, light
railway, buses, shuttles, and bicycles. It is designed to improve mobility within South Pasadena,
Pasadena, Alhambra, and El Sereno by targeting the areas that are of the most concern..

Projects within the Corridor
•    Extend 710 freeway to Mission Road (Connector Road), reducing East-West (E-W) traffic on

Valley Boulevard and Fremont Avenue congestion. Design would be such that it would provide
additional E-W diffusion, but not additional North-South (N-S) diffusion through neighborhoods.

• Add a 710 off-ramp at Cal State L.A.; add a right-hook on ramp to the 110 freeway in South
Pasadena at Fair Oaks Avenue and State Street; widen Fair Oaks off-ramp.

• Build bridges over depressed rail road tracks in Alhambra, reconnecting N-S streets to relieve
congestion on Fremont Avenue.

• Upgrade Figueroa Street to create a parallel corridor to the 110 between downtown L.A. and
Pasadena.

• Create on-ramp to the 110 freeway at Glenarm Street and Raymond Avenue in Pasadena.
(Completed)

• Synchronize traffic signals on Arroyo Drive, Fair Oaks Avenue, and Fremont Avenue for
smoother traffic flow.

• Improve intersections by providing more left-hand turn lanes and medians.
• Implement traffic “calming” techniques to protect residential neighborhoods from traffic

intrusion.
• Reconfigure North Orange Grove Avenue in South Pasadena and signalize the 110 freeway

intersection. (Completed)
• Coordinate light railway, bus and shuttle schedules.
• Complete the Gold Line from L.A. to Pasadena. (Completed)

Projects outside the Corridor
• Complete the Gold Line into eastern San Gabriel Valley. (In-process)
• Complete Alameda Corridor East (ACE) projects, allowing N-S arterials to cross the railroad

unimpeded. (In-process)
• Create overpass at Valley Boulevard, Marianna Avenue, and Alhambra Drive. (Completed)
• Launch METRO transit projects imbedded in Measure R funding. (e.g., L.A.’s 30/10 Plan)
• Convert port loading and unloading to rail technology.
• Establish modal centers outside the City to streamline cargo distribution by rail.

Multi-Mode Low Build will
• Save taxpayers an enormous amount of money
• Prevent increases in air and noise pollution
• Create jobs now
• Address the region's transportation problems now rather than later.

Written by Harry Knapp, South Pasadena Resident



Appendix E
Alternative Solutions

References for Narrative
Multi-Mode, Low Build Alternative  (Printed)

Support Documents for Declarative Statements  (Links)

Trucking is Toxic
No Such Thing as Clean Diesel Trucks

http://articles.latimes.com/2010/jul/08/opinion/la-oe-polakovic-20100708
Breathing the filth
Hydrocarbons in the air are more toxic than oil in the gulf.
By Gary Polakovic, July 08, 2010, LA Times

http://www.examiner.com/environmental-policy-in-national/correction-to-story-clean-diesel-arrives-and-
exceeds-the-grade
Correction to Story Clean Diesel Arrives and Exceeds the Grade
Jon Anderson, Environmental Policy Examiner, December 19th, 2010 11:17 am ET
… correction to the story Clean Diesel Arrives and Exceeds the Grade because nitrogen oxide has always
been a problem for diesel in warm climates…NOx is a major problem from all diesel engines. …
especially if you have lung or heart function problems, work outdoors, or have children or elderly
parents….A very deep divide over carbon control and traditional pollutants control exists at every level of
government in the United States…Clean diesel is not clean (re the same to pollutants it has always been
a problem with, nitrogen oxides and particulate matter.  Diesel may work in Europe where ground level
ozone is not a major problem.  But in the United States and the tropical cities of the world where most of
the population of the planet lives, diesel must be banned.

http://news.sciencemag.org/sciencenow/2010/03/clean-diesel-not-so-precious-aft.html
Clean Diesel: Not So Precious After All, Tim Wogan on 26 March 2010, 11:27 AM, Science Now
Now scientists have produced a new type of catalytic converter…Chemical engineer Jan Stepanek of the
Institute of Chemical Technology in Prague foresees another potential problem. "It is well known that, due
to automotive catalyst decay, there are appreciable concentrations of precious metals near roads," he
says….But the team's new design contains strontium, which is thought to stunt the growth of children. If
this were released from an aging catalytic converter, says Stepanek, it might be more dangerous.

http://buildaroo.com/news/article/new-catalytic-converters-diesel-engines-environmentally-friendly/
New Catalytic Converters Can Make Diesel Engines Environmentally Friendly (Not)
BY TALI AARON : APRIL 1
A new catalytic converter…There are concerns about the environmental impact of this converter, however,
and a chemical engineer at the Institute of Chemical Technology in Prague, Jan Stepanek, commented
that "due to automotive catalyst decay, there are appreciable concentrations of precious metals near
roads."…But the introduction of strontium to the design has raised concerns that aging catalytic converters
could leak this potentially hazardous material into the water table. Also, the perovskite reacts to the sulfur
content in the diesel, and can be deactivated if the converter reaches temperatures over 700 degrees
Centigrade.

41



Roads Create Congestion, Not Solve It

http://aca.ninemsn.com.au/article.aspx?id=631599
[Aired Ch 9, 15th September, 2008]
Demonstrating that building major roads creates rather than solves congestion.

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/publicroads/07july/06.cfm
Perspective on Freight Congestion by Crystal Jones July/August 2007 · Vol. 71 · No. 1
 "We have $125,000 trucks and drivers going 4 miles [6 kilometers] an hour on congested highways."….
Freight bottlenecks are found on highways serving major international gateways such as the San Pedro
Bay port complex, which includes the Los Angeles/Long Beach Port
Congestion reduction is a critical and national priority for the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT).
USDOT's National Strategy to Reduce Congestion on America's Transportation Network, also known as the
Congestion Initiative, includes a six-point plan to reduce congestion in the short term and build the
foundation for success in the longer term. The Congestion Initiative's activities that relate most directly to
freight movement include targeting major freight bottlenecks, expanding freight policy outreach,
incorporating private sector investment resources, and establishing USDOT's Corridors of the Future
program. In 2006, USDOT proposed the Framework for a National Freight Policy, which works hand-in-
glove with the Congestion Initiative to improve freight movement and decrease congestion. The
Framework for a National Freight Policy focuses on the first objective of the Congestion Initiative —
reducing major freight bottlenecks and building an outreach component to bring together the public and
private sectors to address seven key goals:

• Maximize safety and security of the freight transportation system — "job one" every day for USDOT
• Improve the operation of the existing freight transportation system, including changing how the

public and private sectors use the freight system to improve throughput or capacity
• Add physical capacity to the freight transportation system wherever investment improves

system throughput
• Use pricing to improve alignment of costs and benefits between freight system users and owners

and to encourage deployment of productivity-enhancing technologies
• Reduce or remove statutory, regulatory, and institutional barriers to improved performance in

freight transportation
• Proactively identify and address emerging transportation needs, including conducting research into

freight movement, data, and modeling to improve investment choices and understanding of freight
movement

• Mitigate and better manage environmental, health, and community impacts of freight
transportation

…Allen Lund, a transportation third-party logistics provider based in La Cañada, CA, commented in a 2003
interview with Logistics Today, "We have $125,000 trucks and drivers going 4 miles [6 kilometers] an
hour on congested highways."…. Freight bottlenecks are found on highways serving major international
gateways such as the San Pedro Bay port complex, which includes the Los Angeles/Long Beach Port,…
…Jack Kyser, chief economist for the Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation, wrote in his
white paper "Goods Movement in Southern California: How Can We Solve Problems and Generate New
State Sales and Income Tax Revenues?": "As one of the Nation's premier global gateways, southern
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California connects the region, the State, and the rest of the country with the dynamic economies of Asia.
The volume of trade flowing through our ports has surged in recent years and is expected to at least triple
over the next 20 years." Recognizing the importance of the California region and the necessity to ensure
that transportation capacity is adequate to meet future demand, the Congestion Initiative will transform
USDOT's existing Gateway Team in southern California into a larger "Southern California freight
congestion team." The initiative charges the team to "convene the region's diverse freight stakeholder
community to forge consensus on immediate and longer term transportation solutions." This partnership
approach to addressing bottlenecks at or near international gateways then could be replicated at other
locations throughout the Nation.
Unlocking key freight bottlenecks, such as in southern California, is a vital strategy to improve freight
movement, but it is just one piece of the puzzle. Solving the full spectrum of freight movement constraints
in the long and short terms will require coordinated collaborative action from public and private parties.

Roads are a Dead End

http://www.road-scholar.org/peak-traffic.html
Transportation triage at the end of the age of oil
by Mark Robinowitz, originally published May 10, 2006, From the Wilderness
An engaging discussion of the effects of Peak Oil on automobile traffic, Mark Robinowitz examines the
ridiculousness of implementing “superhighway” plans while the nation faces an inevitable oil drop-off.

http://www.energyandcapital.com/articles/wikileaks-saudi-oil-lies-exposed/1423
WikiLeaks: Saudi Oil Lies Exposed, Turning Our Back on OPEC
By Keith Kohl, Wednesday, February 9th, 2011
The EIA projects U.S. crude production to fall by 50,000 bbls/d in 2011 and another 190,000 bbls/d in
2012...

Better Solutions to the Tunnel

http://labusinessjournal.com/news/2010/aug/09/end-road-710/
End of the Road for the 710?
OP-ED: Razing the freeway would be the best path to easing traffic between Long Beach and San Gabriel
Valley. By Richard Risemberg, Monday, August 9, 2010
If we really want to improve traffic flow between Long Beach and the San Gabriel Valley, we should tear
down the entire 710, because it is inherently inadequate to the task.
“The basic problem with urban/suburban freeways is that they take up so much space for the capacity
they deliver. At 1,500 cars per lane per hour, a six-lane freeway’s maximum capacity is about 11,000
people per hour ... within a 300 foot right-of-way. Urban rail systems can deliver as much or more
capacity in 100 foot or less of (right-of-way). ... Heavy-rail systems like the Washington Metrorail have
five times the capacity of a six-lane freeway in about one-third the space and cost about the same per
mile as the Century Freeway in Los Angeles.”… But what about freight, the real reason for the 710
(despite some proponents’ bland assertions that trucks would be banned from the extension)? The
solution is simple: heavy rail for freight to complement light rail for people. Build another Alameda
Corridor trench along the 710’s route, run light rail on spans above the trench for passengers, add a
bicycle freeway alongside and throw in a two-lane road for local travel. You could even electrify the freight
route, lessening its impact even further, and run shuttle trains (operated by the city or a contractor)
between the harbors and the big main freight yards in Colton. Instead of crushing neighborhoods with
noise, pollution and induced traffic on feeder roads, or walling them off with highways a quarter-mile wide,
you would increase the freight and passenger capacity of the corridor, reduce pollution and noise, lessen
congestion, and free up precious land for tax-paying homes and businesses, schools and civic facilities,
and parks, and even urban farms.. Radical? Maybe. Sensible, responsible and profitable? You bet!

http://la.streetsblog.org/2011/04/13/editorial-don’t-extend-the-710shrink-it-and-expand-alternatives/
Editorial: Don’t extend the 710;Shrink It and Expand Alternatives
by Mark Vallianatos on April 13, 2011
Others interested in this project are submitting comments focused on the proper scope of environmental
review of a mega tunnel. So I’m focusing on how the agencies should study and fund alternative mobility
projects in the project area and remove, rather than expand, a portion of SR-710.
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1. Remove the SR-710 freeway between the 10 freeway and Valley blvd by transforming it into a
boulevard and/ or a linear park.
2. Expand transit to reduce car traffic and pollution and spur transit-oriented development
3. Create complete, living and green streets that promote safe walking and cycling and create vibrant
public spaces.
4. Reduce freight truck traffic and pollution by expanding on dock rail at the Ports of Los Angeles and Long
Beach.
5. Conduct a health impact assessment of all alternatives.
I believe that investing in these alternatives would better meet the goals “to relieve congestion and
improve mobility within the project area” than would a freeway tunnel.

http://gcaptain.com/secretary-lahood-argues-case-transportation?23721
http://www.marad.dot.gov/documents/MTSNAC_Kickoff_(July_23_2009)_-_S1_Remarks.pdf
By gCaptain Staff, gCaptain, April 6th 2011
Secretary LaHood Argues Case of Better Transportation Use of America’s Coasts, Waterways
U.S. Department of Transportation Secretary LaHood Remarks to: MTS Marine Transportation System
National Advisory Council (MTSNAC) Meeting July 23, 2009
First, the administration is seeking advice on how to better integrate our waterways into our existing
intermodal freight transportation system.  We should take advantage of inherent environmental and
energy benefits of marine transportation wherever possible – while reducing congestion on highways and
rail lines.
Second, we’re looking for advice on how to address the Congressional mandates of the Marine Highway
Program. We must find ways to take better advantage of our existing waterways.  This will help reduce
land-based congestion and emissions, decrease our dependence on oil, and offer an alternative to building
and maintaining costly new highway and rail systems…. As Congress and the Administration begin to
debate the future of reauthorization for surface transportation, we will want advice on how the maritime
industry can help us achieve integrated and environmentally sensitive transportation solutions.

http://www.thestranger.com/seattle/stop-the-insanity/Content?oid=7200124
Stop the Insanity, By DOMINIC HOLDEN March 15, 2011
The deep-bore tunnel is insane. Now is the time to stop it. There is a better option.

Freight by Rail is Better than Trucks
Cheaper, Safer, Cleaner, Faster, Tunnel not High a Performing Project

http://capntransit.blogspot.com/2011/04/moving-things-from-city-to-city.html
Moving things from city to city, Cap'n Transit Sunday, April 3, 2011
if we can shift a freight load from truck to rail or boat at no extra cost, it will be cheaper and use less
energy, and most likely pollute less. If there is an added cost to shifting the load from truck to rail, that
cost should be compared with the cost of keeping it on trucks. Reducing highway and fuel subsidies is one
way to make the cost of trucking more apparent.Rail infrastructure costs about the same as roads, and
once it's built, some combination of rail and boat (by sea, lake, river or canal) costs less to maintain and
operate than trucks on roads…The freight question reduces to chemistry and physics: steel on steel has
less rolling resistance than rubber on asphalt….Beyond energy efficiency, steel rails are also more durable
than asphalt and rubber…Trains are also more efficient in terms of operating labor: the tracks and signals
make it easier to predict what will be in the train's path, and where the train cars will go, which allows
huge amounts of cargo to be moved by a handful of people…Ships and lake boats are more efficient than
cars…the Department of Energy estimated that airplanes use 32,000 BTU of energy to move a ton of
freight one mile, while trucks consume 3,100, boats 418 and trains 305 BTU per ton-mile (PDF, table
2.16).

http://www.eia.doe.gov/emeu/efficiency/ee_ch5.htm
Transportation Sector
Stephanie Battles, October 17, 1999,Independent Statistics & Analysis U.S. Energy Information
Administration
http://cta.ornl.gov/data/tedb29/Edition29_Chapter02.pdf
Chapter 2 Energy
Summary Statistics from Tables in this Chapter
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Airplanes use 32,000 BTU of energy to move a ton of freight one mile, while trucks consume 3,100, boats
418 and trains 305 BTU per ton-mile (PDF, table 2.16).

http://www.fra.dot.gov/Downloads/Comparative_Evaluation_Rail_Truck_Fuel_Efficiency.pdf
Comparative Evaluation of Rail and Truck Fuel Efficiency on Competitive Corridors Final Report
Federal Railroad Administration, November 19, 2009

http://www.gao.gov/new.items/d11134.pdf
SURFACE FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION
GAO United States Government Accountability Office, January 2011, Report to the Subcommittee on
Select Revenue Measures, Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives
A Comparison of the Costs of Road, Rail, and Waterways Freight Shipments That Are Not Passed on to
Consumers - If government policy gives one mode a cost advantage over another, by, for example, not
recouping all the costs of that mode's use of infrastructure, then shipping prices and customers’ use of
freight modes can be distorted, reducing the overall efficiency of the nation’s economy.
GAO’s analysis shows that on average, additional freight service provided by trucks generated significantly
more costs that are not passed on to consumers of that service than the same amount of freight service
provided by either rail or water. GAO estimates that freight trucking costs that were not passed on to
consumers were at least 6 times greater than rail costs and at least 9 times greater than waterways costs
per million ton miles of freight transport. Most of these costs were external costs imposed on society.
Marginal public infrastructure costs were significant only for trucking. Given limitations in the highway,
rail, and waterway economic, financial, technical, and environmental data available for the analysis, GAO
presents conservative estimates.

http://www.joc.com/government-regulation/mica-eyes-rail-get-more-trucks-cars-roadways
Mica Eyes Rail to Get More Trucks, Cars Off Roadways
John D. Boyd | Jan 13, 2011 3:57PM GMT, The Journal of Commerce Online - News Story
Goal would be to reduce roadway damage, trust fund spending on pavement repair….The new chairman of
the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, signaling domestic transport goals similar to
those of the Obama administration, says he wants to advance several initiatives that shift commercial
truck loads and automobiles off the nation's stressed highways.

http://dc.streetsblog.org/2011/03/01/gao-trucking-the-least-efficient-mode-of-freight-shipping/
GAO: Trucking the Least Efficient Mode of Freight Shipping
by Tanya Snyder on March 1, 2011
Freight transportation, which accounts for nearly a quarter of transportation-related greenhouse gas
emissions, doesn’t get as much attention as passenger transportation because most people don’t feel it
affects them as much. But more than 15 million trucks deliver 70 percent of the goods this country
consumes – and the GAO says that’s a mistake.
The Government Accountability Office published a study finding that the costs of freight trucking that are
not passed on to the consumer are at least six times greater than the equivalent rail costs and at least
nine times greater than the equivalent waterways costs. Many of those are externalized costs passed on to
society – like congestion, pollution, and crashes – as well as public costs, like infrastructure maintenance.

The Grid
Efficiency in Cargo Handling and Distribution

http://www.labusinessjournal.com/news/2010/aug/23/expanded-chinese-business-buoy-long-beach/
Expanded Chinese Business to Buoy Long Beach
By David Haldane
Monday, August 23, 2010
TRADE & TRANSPORT: Oakland-based Matson could add 234,000 more container units.
“The problem was that the cargo wasn’t being handled efficiently.”
As a result, he said, many importers – reacting to what they perceived as insurmountable problems
causing congestion and delays – began turning away from Southern California amid the boom in
international trade in favor of ports such as Norfolk, Va.; Charleston, N.C.; and Savannah, Ga.
“The congestion was the poster child, but what was happening was that the importers were deciding,
based on their experiences, not to put all their eggs in one basket,” Bingham said.
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 http://www.glendalenewspress.com/news/tn-gnp-tunnel-20110117,0,2928212.story
A new wave against 710 tunnel
Former port worker presents plan to scrap the idea in favor of a high-tech cargo rail.
By Bill Kisliuk January 17, 2011 | 11:14 am LA Times
an alternative plan for improving traffic flow… Alba proposed a cargo rail pipeline running alongside the
San Gabriel River and then out to the warehouses in Ontario, saving an estimated 2.5 million truck trips a
year from the harbor along the 710 Freeway to the Inland Empire.

http://aiapf.org/calendardisplayevent.cfm?event=335800&date=11-Feb-2011
February First Friday Forum Grid: The (San) Gabriel River Infrastructure Development
The American Institute of Architects Pasadena & Foothill, 11 Feb 2011
The movement of cargo containers out of the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach is a major rationale for
the completion of the 710 Freeway….The tunnel alternative lies in accordance with Caltrans’ modus
operandi, but there are other solutions unaffiliated with Caltrans that are more radical and potentially
superior regarding environmental concerns. NEPA does require consideration in an EIR of all such
alternatives. There are at least three outside alternatives, the Multi Mode Low Build Alternative, the Cargo
Way, and The Pipeline, also known as the GRID, or (San) Gabriel River Infrastructure Development.  Of
these, the Cargo Way and the GRID focus on rapidly moving containers out of the ports, past the densely
populated areas nearer the water, to the proposed “Inland Port” in Ontario. Both systems use non-
polluting propulsion on dedicated transit ways, environmentally superior to trucks on freeways burning
fossil fuels….The GRID …“container conveyors” run in an underground pipeline, a large portion of which
will be in the embankment of the San Gabriel River. Parallel pipelines for other purposes, such as power
transmission and light rail can be installed as well. To facilitate the container conveyor movement, the
proposal redirects pending investment for the ports into a computerized “Empty/Loaded Container Storage
and Transfer Center,” or ECSTC. This “feeds” the container conveyor in a highly efficient way, sending
containers in an organized way to the Inland Port.

http://sunroomdesk.com/2011/01/19/futuristic-realistic-alternative-to-the-710-tunnel-the-grid-project/
Futuristic, Realistic Alternative to the 710 Tunnel: The GRID Project, Posted By: Editor
Development, Transportation Wednesday, January 19, 2011
Transforming the port of Long Beach into a fully electrified green facility, constructing a freight rail system
underneath river channel levies to Inland Empire distribution centers, and reducing truck traffic through
the densest parts of Southern California, are some of the great features of the Gabriel River Infrastructure
Development (GRID) Project.

http://content.yudu.com/Library/A1cbbe/WorldCargoNewsJune09/resources/20.htm
Counting the cost of zero emissions
Cargo Handling, June 2009, World Cargo News
SkvStorage Systems vision is to create a “single stop” on-dock termlnal that would eliminate the need for
railroads to build inland hubs. The concept is for a longer, thinner terminal with much greater crane
density, able to handle  a 10,000ft train in under 30 min.

http://www.newcolonist.com/vox/archive/GRID_project_ovr_2pg.pdf
GRID – Gabriel River Infrastructure Development
David Alba, Project Systems Designer
The Panama Canal is being widened to allow passage of large container ships. Once the wider canal is
open, container ships from the Far East will have passage to US ports on the east coast…Ports have
planned $1.5B upgrades, but these efficiency improvements are limited and the upgrades will not result in
lower pollution levels…Living Conditions Will Dramatically Decline for Citizens Living Along I-710…Caltrans
has proposed to widen the southern part of I-710.. also proposed to build a toll tunnel in the San Gabriel
Valley to extend I-710 to I-210…Both of these projects will increase local pollution levels and are strongly
opposed by environmental groups…GRID is a solution that merges economic imperatives with
environmental concerns…Streamline Ship-to-Rail Operations at the Ports It’s called the “Empty/Loaded
Container Storage and Transfer Center”, or ECSTC. This facility converts the space under shipping cranes
into a computerized storage facility for empty and loaded containers. Containers are moved to and from
ships directly into the ECSTC. Full-length trains drive under or adjacent to the ECSTC to be loaded or
unloaded within the Port, so there is no intermediate shuffling of containers to off-site container transfer
facilities to assemble trains for transport beyond Southern California. Use of the ECSTC could reduce
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unloading…Use Underground Pipeline for Electric Cargo Trains.. Embed Power and Water Transmission in
the Freight Pipeline…Create Urban Parkways Interspersed with Environmentally Sustainable Neighborhood
Clusters…Together, These Projects are the “Gabriel River Infrastructure Development”, or GRID.

CargoWay
 Inexpensive, Quick to Implement, Near Zero Emission Congestion Relief

http://aiapf.org/calendardisplayevent.cfm?print=true&date=01%20Apr%202011&event=335786
April First Friday Forum - MMLB (Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative) & Cargoway
The American Institute of Architects Pasadena & Foothill, 01 Apr 2011
Overlooked by the Ports and Metro because the commissioned studies by URS/Cambridge
Systematics were flawed. Studies: Alternative Goods Movement Technology Analysis Initial Feasibility
Study Report and Alternative Container Transportation Technology Evaluation and Comparison. 
The CargoWay is an integrated, dual-mode, near-zero-emissions system consisting of electric and CNG-
hybrid-powered cargo trams operating on a rail system that connects the Port of Los Angeles to the Inland
corridor. It will augment and extend the existing Alameda rail transportation system already in place. The
system and its components are developed by engineers affiliated with MegaRail, who have contributed
considerable thought to the dilemmas common to all major trade centers—such as the Port of Los Angles
and its surrounding economic region—posed by cargo transfer from port to distribution centers.  The focus
is on efficient, non-polluting, rapid, and cost-effective transfer of cargo and containers from the shipping
source, where the volume and congestion are the greatest, to the diversified outlying hubs of distribution
and transfer from which conventional truck and/or rail assume the most efficient means of further
distribution to the end destinations.

http://www.megarail.com/CargoRail_Heavy_Cargo/

http://www.megarail.com/pdf/CRPTOP-U.pdf

http://www.megarail.com/pdf/CRLBLA-7a.pdf

http://www.megarail.com/pdf/HCGEN5-1.pdf

Multi-Mode, Low Build

http://aiapf.org/calendardisplayevent.cfm?print=true&date=01%20Apr%202011&event=335786
April First Friday Forum - MMLB (Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative) & CargoWay
The American Institute of Architects Pasadena & Foothill , 01 Apr 2011
• The MMLB proposes a series of lighter touches at various choke points along the corridor as it filters

through the El Sereno, Alhambra, South Pasadena, and Pasadena communities.  Some of these
solutions are already in process, such as the ACE corridor extension and the Gold Line eastern
extension, while others are already completed, such as the Glenarm/Raymond on-ramp to the 110 and
the North Orange Grove reconfiguration with signalization at the 110 crossing.  In conjunction  a
further series of improvements, such as extending the 710 to Mission Road and adding an off-ramp at
Cal State LA, will relieve congestion at critical bottlenecks… provide a separate, efficient, high-capacity
cargo transport system that will alleviate air pollution imposed on all communities along the 710 from
the port to the interior.

• …provide a series of sensible improvements and upgrades to existing surface roads, entrance ramps,
and bridges over rail tracks that will re-link severed arteries in the existing road systems.

• …enhance or complete existing and new transportation systems including light rail, Alameda Corridor
East (ACE), buses, shuttles, and bicycle paths.

• …provide a more fully-integrated solution to the regional cargo transport and passenger vehicle
transportation systems at an equal or likely lesser cost than other proposals.

• …decrease pollution and increase mobility on a system already choked to capacity with truck and
passenger vehicles.

• …restore and preserve the urban fabric and livability of all communities along this transportation
system, which is vital to the region.
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http://www.acta.org/
http://www.theaceproject.org/
Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority
ACE Trade Corridor/ ACE Project San Gabriel Valley
Capacity could be greatly increased if combined with CargoWay system

http://www.thetransitcoalition.us/newspdf/wdn20100907a.pdf
Trench Project for San Gabriel railroad crossings moves forward
By James Figueroa Staff Writer

http://articles.latimes.com/2006/nov/28/local/me-maglev28
Ports considering maglev trains to cut smog
Officials see magnetic levitation technology as a clean, high-speed way to move goods inland, ease traffic
congestion and reduce pollution.
November 28, 2006|Dan Weikel | Times Staff Writer
Searching for ways to reduce air pollution and highway congestion, local harbor officials might resort to
so-called maglev trains to haul cargo containers to and from the Los Angeles and Long Beach ports -- the
first freight application of the technology anywhere in the world. Now under study at Cal State Long Beach
are three maglev proposals to shuttle cargo to rail yards in Los Angeles and to inland distribution centers
in Victorville and Beaumont. Maglev, or magnetic levitation, trains produce no air pollution along their
routes and are powered by magnetic fields in guideways that pull them along at speeds up to 300 mph. So
far, two systems have been built for commercial passenger service in China and Japan. Adapted for
freight, researchers say, maglev trains could do the work of thousands of trucks and conventional
locomotives, cutting harmful emissions in the port area and alleviating congestion on rail and highway
corridors that serve the nation's largest harbor complex.
This would work if integrated into “the Grid” system

http://www.healthimpactproject.org/resources/document/State-Route-520-Bridge.pdf
SR 520 Health Impact Assessment Recommendations
A bridge to a healthier community
Tim Whelan, September 2008 Transit, Bicycling and Walking
PDF pg 11 (doc page 19) Increasing and improving transit service and providing bicycling and walking
facilities in the corridor will provide multiple health benefits by reducing
greenhouse gas emissions and other air pollutants through the use of alternatives
to single-occupant vehicles, increased opportunities for physical activity, and
improved social connections.

http://articles.latimes.com/2010/may/13/business/la-fi-lazarus-20100514
Fixes needed for L.A. public transit system
Among them: Adopt a regional approach, make transit more convenient and create more online resources.
David Lazarus, May 13, 2010, LA Times

http://www.calpirg.org/issues/transit/la-public-transit
Build L.A. Public Transit Now
California Public Interest Research Group

Environmental Justice

http://www.newgeography.com/content/00467-city-planning-and-the-politics-pollution
City Planning And The Politics Of Pollution
By Greg Critser, New Geography 12/11/2008

http://egpnews.com/?p=16949
Commerce Freeway Plan Could Displace Neighborhood
By Elizabeth Hsing-Huei Chou, EGP Staff Writer March 25, 2010

http://juh.sagepub.com/content/30/5/729.abstract
Matthew W. Roth
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Whittier Boulevard, Sixth Street Bridge, and the Origins of Transportation Exploitation in East Los Angeles
Journal of Urban History July 2004 30: 729-748, doi:10.1177/0096144204265187

http://www.techtransfer.berkeley.edu/newsletter/03-1/ej.php
Environmental Justice Handbook Debuts
By Linda Howe-Steiger From Tech Transfer Newsletter, Winter 2003
"Environmental Justice" -- or EJ -- is actually a long-standing principle of American governance combining
civil rights with environmental protection.
The concept embraces environmental health, equity, and conservation issues and has been defined by US
DOT as a way of identifying and addressing any "disproportionately high or adverse effects [of projects]
on minority or low income populations."… and those interested in sustainable development and new
urbanism. The phrase "environmental justice" was coined only about ten years ago as a rallying cry in
opposition to what was dubbed "environmental racism." The terms refer to the intentional or unintentional
creation of adverse environmental and health impacts on minority and low-income populations from a
wide variety of public and private infrastructure and industry projects…. The legal basis for enforcement of
environmental justice, however, derives from Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act…and… the 1969 National
Environmental Policy Act. NEPA… to ensure that all Americans are able to live in safe, healthy, productive,
and pleasing surroundings and that public decision- makers consider and then mitigate significant adverse
environmental impacts of a wide variety of public investments, including, transportation investments.

http://biodiversity.ca.gov/Meetings/archive/ej/ITS_EJhandbook.pdf
http://www.ciatrans.net/ejhandbook.pdf
Environmental Justice & Transportation
By Shannon Cairns, Jessica Greig And Martin Wachs, Published by the Institute of Transportation Studies
at the, University of California Berkeley, Copyright © 2003 University of California Regents
The goals of environmental Justice - State and local transportation agencies have a legal obligation to
Prevent discrimination and to protect the environment through their plans and programs.
The federal government has identified environmental justice as an important goal in transportation, and
local and regional governments must incorporate environmental justice into transportation programs.
Some communities get the benefits of improved accessibility, faster trips, and congestion relief, while
others experience fewer benefits…
Some communities suffer disproportionately from transportation programs’ negative impacts, like air
Pollution.

http://www.justice.gov/crt/grants_statutes/legalman.php
TITLE VI LEGAL MANUAL
An on-line version of Title Six (VI) Legal Manual from the Civil Rights Division of the US Department of
Justice.
U.S. Department of Justice, Civil Rights Division, P.O. Box 65560, Washington, D.C. 20035-6560,
September, 1998

www.epa.gov/region9/ej/ej-resource-guide.pdf
Environmental Justice
Resource Guide U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Pacific Southwest/Region 9, EPA-909-R-09-
A Handbook for Communities and Decision-Makers Enforcement EPA’s enforcement programs may use EJ-
related demographic information to target its inspections in areas where EJ communities could be most
heavily affected by pollution and toxics.

http://timothyblee.com/2010/07/22/the-anti-urban-20th-century/
Freeways and the Decline of St. Louis
Posted on July 22, 2010 by Timothy B Lee
Driving a freeway through the middle of a healthy urban neighborhood not only destroys thousands of
homes, it rips apart tightly integrated neighborhoods. Pedestrians rarely walk across freeways, so
businesses near a new freeway are immediately deprived of half their customers. Similarly, residents near
a new freeway lose access to half the businesses near them. The area along the freeway becomes what
Jacobs calls a “border vacuum” and goes into a kind of death spiral: because it contains little pedestrian
traffic, businesses there don’t succeed. And because there are no interesting businesses there, even fewer
people go there, which hurts the sales of businesses further from the freeway. The harms from such a
freeway extends for blocks on either side….Carving up St. Louis with freeways didn’t just undermine
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individual neighborhoods; it permanently changed the region’s culture. By undermining walkable urban
neighborhoods while simultaneously making it easier to commute in from the suburbs, planners effected a
massive transfer of wealth from cities to suburbs.

http://www.layouth.com/fighting-to-save-my-home/
Fighting to save my home - A proposed freeway extension could demolish the houses in my neighborhood
By Audrey Salas The newspaper by and about teens LA youth October 2010 Issue
This wouldn’t happen in a wealthier community.  I overheard someone telling my mom that there were no
freeways running through Beverly Hills or San Marino.  That made me wonder: why is it that the poor
have to deal with freeways? I think of it as an indirect form of oppression. The poor have to accept what
they’re given while the rich enjoy their untouched neighborhoods.

http://www.hsp.org/node/2573
Philadelphia's Chinatown: An Overview – Historical society of Pennsylvania
Activism and the “Save Chinatown” Movement Construction plans for Market East, the Vine Street
Expressway, and the Convention Center literally boxed Chinatown in from all sides and entailed the
demolition of many homes and institutions.

http://www.no710.com/rod/comment5.pdf
State Route 710 Freeway Extension (Route 10 To Route 210) Record Of Decision
Record Of Additional Comments Received On Environmental Justice, Historic Preservation, And Other
Issues - Volume V, Prepared by: California Department of Transportation, Office of Environmental
Planning, 120 South Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012, April 8, 1998 - Prepared for: Federal Highway
Administration, California Division, 980 Ninth Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814-2724

http://articles.latimes.com/2011/mar/17/opinion/la-ed-carpool-20110317/2
If L.A. freeways aren't free
Los Angeles Times, March 17, 2011
Both Rep. Gary G. Miller (R-Diamond Bar) and Rep. Maxine Waters (D-Los Angeles) have said they will try
to block the demonstration project even though it is in the late planning stages. Waters says it sets up "a
traffic system of haves and have-nots."
Opponents of the plan see something fundamentally undemocratic and inequitable about such "congestion
pricing." Freeways are a public benefit, traditionally available to all. Yet now, critics say, the roads would
be operated under a two-tier system that would allow those with money to speed to their destinations
while poor people would watch unhappily from the traffic-jammed sidelines. What's next? Wealthy people
paying for faster ambulance service or buying their way out of jury duty? Both Rep. Gary G. Miller (R-
Diamond Bar) and Rep. Maxine Waters (D-Los Angeles) have said they will try to block the demonstration
project even though it is in the late planning stages. Waters says it sets up "a traffic system of haves and
have-nots."

Value Capture

http://cdn.publicinterestnetwork.org/assets/24d1f7a858b544c68fcf9eadfdf8a88a/ARRA-jobs-report.pdf
The latest data on stimulus spending show that funds spent on public transportation were a more effective
job creator than stimulus funds spent on highways. 

http://www.vtpi.org/smith.pdf
Financing Transit Systems Through Value Capture 
An Annotated Bibliography 
This paper summarizes the findings of nearly 100 studies concerning the impacts of transit service on
nearby property values, and the feasibility of capturing this additional value to finance transit
improvements. The results indicate that proximity to transit often increases property values enough to
offset some or all of transit system capital costs. 

http://www.transportationequity.org/images/downloads/MoreTransit=MoreJobs-final.pdf
The Impact of Increasing Funding for Public Transit - More Transit = More Jobs
By Todd Swanstrom, Will Winter, and Laura Wiedlocher, Public Policy Research Center, University of
Missouri–St. Louis, Transportation Equity Network, www.transportationequity.org
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Miscellaneous

http://www.wired.com/autopia/2010/01/jobs-for-main-street-act/
To Create Jobs, Build Public Transit, Not Highways
By Keith Barry  January 21, 2010, 9:20 am, Autopia
If we’d spent as much federal stimulus money on public transportation as we spent on highways, we
would have created twice as much work and put a bigger dent in the unemployment rate. That’s the
analysis of stimulus spending by Smart Growth America, the Center for Neighborhood Technology and
U.S. PIRG, the public-policy lobbying group. Smart Growth America found that every billion dollars spent
on public transportation produced 16,419 job-months, while the same amount spent on highway
infrastructure projects produced 8,781 job-months. Now it is warning that the Jobs for Main Street Act of
2010 (.pdf), the $154 billion jobs bill the House of Representatives passed last month, could make the
same mistake in funding the wrong priorities. The legislation, which the Senate is expected to take up
early this year.. allocates $27.1 billion for highways and other surface transportation and just $8.4 billion
for public transportation. That’s a mistake. “When the Senate takes the bill up and it goes back to the
House, they ought to take a look at their own data and readjust the proportions,” William Schroeer, state
policy director for Smart Growth America, told Wired.com. “Since it’s a jobs bill, that seems to us to be
something they ought to think very seriously about.” By splitting public transportation and highway
funding equally, Schroeer said, the bill could provide 71,415 more job-months of work than it would by
favoring highway spending. That is enough work to give 6,000 more people full-time year-round
employment. According to SGA, public transportation spending leads more directly to job growth than
highway spending for several reasons. First, less money is spent acquiring land, which means more money
is spent actually building something. Second, all those buses, trains and subways need people to operate
them and maintain the infrastructure. And third, public transit requires a workforce with more diverse
skills than highway construction. Even better, Schroeer said, public transit can help save jobs because it
allows people to get to work — and those are jobs Smart Growth America didn’t include in its analysis.
When transit programs are cut or don’t exist to begin with, “there’s a negative impact on folks’ mobility to
get to work, to get to education,” Schroeer said. “It’s part of the fabric of communities, whether you use it
or not.” One reason public transit got short shrift in the stimulus package and some policymakers don’t
see the merit of such projects is the misconception that transit projects aren’t “shovel-ready,” and — as a
result — job growth would lag. The report proves that myth wrong. “In today’s environment, there are so
many public transportation needs, and as a result there are so many public transportation projects that
are ready to go, there’s no difference in the spend rates between roads and public transportation,”
Schroeer said…. The bottom line is, investing heavily in public transportation puts more people to work
while creating or improving infrastructure we need more of. It’s a win-win.
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PASADENA HERITAGE 

651 South St. John Avenue 

Pasadena, California 91105 

626 441-6333 

www.pasadenaheritage.org 

 

April 14, 2011 

 

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director 

Division of Environmental Planning 

California Department of Transportation,  District 7 

100 South Main Street, MS 16A 

Los Angeles, California 90012 

 

RE: Notice of Preparation and Scoping Comments for 710 Freeway Extension 

 

Dear Mr. Kosinski:   

 

On behalf of Pasadena Heritage, I am writing to offer our input on the scope of the 

environmental study needed on the newest proposal for the 710 Freeway Extension. For all of 

Pasadena Heritage’s 34-year history, we have been on record opposing the 710 Freeway 

extension because of the dire consequences it presented for historic Pasadena homes and 

neighborhoods. We understand that the newest option to consider a tunnel has prompted the 

need for renewed study of the options for extension of the 710 and their potential impacts. 

 

First, we object to the characterization of this proposed project as the “710 Freeway Gap 

Closure”. The implication that there is a missing piece of the 710 freeway is misleading and 

prejudicial to full and objective consideration of transportation alternatives. We agree that the 

adoption of transportation improvements to reduce and improve vehicular traffic in Southern 

California, and in Pasadena and adjacent communities in particular, is a worthy goal shared by 

virtually everyone. But, there is no “gap” in the 710 Freeway and we respectfully request that 

this project be officially referred to as the 710 Extension. 

 

We respectfully request that the EIR/EIS  include research, study and analysis of the 

following: 

 

Study of All Proposed Tunnel Routes 
We recall that Caltrans hired consultants to do geotechnical studies in five areas and that it was 

concluded that a tunnel could be built in any and all of them. 

At that time, the Director of Caltrans, Doug Failing, and the experts stated that that in-depth 

“route-neutral”  studies of all potential routes would be included in the EIR/EIS. We want to 

be sure that all five potential tunnel options are studied for their potential environmental 

impacts. 

 

Study of Other Transportation Alternatives 

The focus of discussion over the past few years has been the possibility and viability of deep 

tunneling. While this possibility has emerged as one way that might successfully move traffic  

http://www.pasadenaheritage.org/
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Ron Kosinsky 

April 13, 2011, Page 2. 

 

without requiring the demolition of historic buildings and mature trees, there are still known 

and unknown consequences which must be thoroughly analyzed in the EIR/EIR studies. 

However, any and all other modes of transportation, and combinations of transportation 

alternatives that might accomplish the same goals must be included in the study. Caltrans and 

the public will not be able to fully understand or compare the options and their relative risks 

without that information.  

 

Historic /Resources 

As the local historic preservation organization, with more than 1100 household members (the 

second largest preservation organization in California), the primary focus of our past and 

present concerns is the potential impact on historic resources.  A new historic survey of all 

properties along all five proposed routes is essential and required under the Cultural Resource 

section of the EIR/EIS. Although there is information available from prior studies, much of it 

is outdated and now inaccurate or incomplete. New areas under consideration need 

comprehensive analysis as well.  An experienced  historic preservation professional needs to 

be part of the study team and can work with other involved and concerned agencies, including 

the State Office of Historic Preservation, the Los Angeles Conservancy, Pasadena Heritage 

and any other preservation organizations in the vicinity. Not only the demolition of historic 

resources, but other possible impacts on historic structures must be considered in this analysis. 

 

Air Quality  

The EIR/EIS must include a complete and thorough air quality impact analysis for all five 

routes under consideration.  Air quality inside the tunnels and outside, at exits and around the 

cleaning towers must be studied.  Air quality analysis (along with traffic and circulation 

impacts) should also include likely travel paths for cars leaving the tunnels when congestion or 

accidents make the tunnels the least desirable option. Once directed into the tunnels, where 

will they go if forced to leave the tunnels and how will traffic and air quality impacts change 

under those conditions.  There are many historic resources adjacent to the proposed tunnel 

route in Pasadena, and a cleaning tower location has been identified close to those buildings. 

Even more importantly, there are more than a dozen schools, parks, medical facilities 

(including our major regional hospital), and families in the immediate area. This is of great 

concern. 

 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. We look forward to a well planned and 

comprehensive environmental document that will help us all evaluate the best options for 

improving and reducing traffic in our communities. 

 

 

Sincerely yours 

 

(signed) 

 

Susan N. Mossman 

Executive Director 
 
Submitted via email on 4-14-2011; hard copy to follow by U.S. mail. 



RonRonRonRon    
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04/15/2011 12:36 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: SoPas Preservation Scoping comment

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:36 PM -----

Glen DuncanGlen DuncanGlen DuncanGlen Duncan     
<<<<gduncangduncangduncangduncan@@@@earthlinkearthlinkearthlinkearthlink ....netnetnetnet>>>> 

04/14/2011 09:19 PM

To <Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject SoPas Preservation Scoping comment

Dear Ron, 

I am including Scoping Comments from the South Pasadena Preservation Foundation herein as an 

attachment (on letterhead) 

...and also as text only text below (if you cannot open the attachment).

April 14, 2011

 

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans, District 7

100 Main Street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, CA  90012

 

As you know, the South Pasadena Preservation Foundation (SPPF) has been involved in the SR 

710 Freeway Extension issue since the 1970's. Our original concerns primarily focused on the 

massive numbers of historic homes, mature trees and historic neighborhoods that would be 

destroyed by a surface (or cut-and-cover) freeway extension through El Sereno, South Pasadena, 

and Pasadena. As the project focus has shifted to a combination of a bored tunnel and massive 



cut-and-cover sections at each end and near ventilation facilities, our concerns have likewise 

shifted.

Several factors have heightened this concern and mandate corrective action, First of all, neither 

Caltrans nor MTA appear to be seriously addressing environmental impacts, need for an 

independent cost-benefit analysis, or superior alternatives for moving people and goods within 

and beyond the project area. Second, the huge price tag for the project and the history of such 

projects costing many times more than promised to get political buy-in. And third, just as 

tunneling technology is apparently improving enough to make the actual boring technologically 

feasible, other technologies are providing:

·      Far more detailed (and disturbing) data on the negative effects of automobile and 

truck exhaust emissions on health of people living near freeways…and presumably in the 

paths of exhaust plumes from ventilation towers, and...

·      Better ways of downloading and transporting freight from the ports that could 

substantially reduce the number of trucks on area highways, reduce traffic congestion, 

and alleviate toxic emissions.

As a result of these broadened concerns, we submit that before any decision is made to initiate 

preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). the proposed 710 extension and any 

alternative tunnel alternative MUST include, at a minimum:

1.         Thorough disclosure of project parameters, including extent and location of 

all-cut-and-cover construction; location, height, and projected dispersion patterns of 

exhaust plumes; Number and location of homes, businesses, historic homes and historic 

neighborhoods to be significantly impacted by the construction, including any 

cut-and-cover elements, ventilation towers, emergency egress facilities, etc.

2.         A comprehensive plan to improve movement and mobility of people and freight 

through Arroyo-Verdugo and West San Gabriel Valley communities and beyond. The plan 

should research and analyze all transportation modes, including intermodal and co-modality 

solutions; journey planning; transportation network analysis, including transportation hubs 

and interchanges; technology; pricing; transportation programming, and capacity.

3.         After the comprehensive mobility plan and multi-mode elements are developed, 

they should be reviewed and commented upon by affected governmental agencies and 

parties.

4.         Subsequent to agency review and comment and after estimated costs of the tunnel 

and a comprehensive mobility plan with multi-mode elements are agreed to by Caltrans, 

MTA and primary opposition groups including SPPF, a thorough comparative cost-benefit 

analysis would be conducted by an independent research organization also agreed upon by 

the above parties.

5.         The cost benefit analysis would include a preliminary assessment of the economic, 

environmental, and social costs and benefits of both alternatives. Part of this study should 

look at the public private partnership funding mechanism proposed for the tunnel in light of 

the economic failures of existing toll roads in Southern California.

In addition to the above measures designed to: a) Define the project (we are reminded by Doug 

Failing’s repeatedly pronouncements that “[Caltrans and MTA] do not yet have a project”); and b

) Demonstrate both financial feasibility and fiduciary responsibility BEFORE starting the 



EIS/EIR process, we submit the following as mandatory elements of the EIR itself.

6.      Thorough traffic analyses, including modeling, that demonstrates a) the effects of 710 

Extension on traffic congestion on freeways and arterials in the Arroyo-Verdugo, San Gabriel 

Valley and adjacent areas; b) the increase or decrease (by location) and timing of in truck traffic; 

c) the effect of toll costs on projected use of the proposed tunnel, by personal vehicles and trucks; 

and d) where those vehicles will go if they do not choose to pay the tolls.        

7.      A description of how public safety will be protected and drivers and passengers will be 

evacuated when vehicle fires occur, filling the tunnels with smoke or when hazardous materials 

spill from trucks

8.      Mitigation measures to reduce significant environmental impacts to the level of 

“insignificant.” This must include,  but not be limited to, impacts on air quality and health; 

cultural impact (loss of homes and disruption or destruction of neighborhood contexts); aesthetic 

impact (visual intrusion of 100 ft tall ventilation stacks, for example, cannot be adequately 

mitigated by screening with 30 ft tall trees); financial mitigation for loss or degradation of private 

properties, increased health insurance rates.

 

Thank you for your solicitation of public comment during the scoping process.

Glen Duncan, Board Member and 710 Liaison

South Pasadena Preservation Foundation
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Request for Coltrons Action

Deor Mr. Miles:

Thonk you for the opportunity to ollow the LA32 Neighborhood Council to provide you
with our concern regording lhe Stofe Roule 710 North Extension Project ("Gop Closure").

The LA32 NC Lond Use ond Development committee, residents ond stokeholders were
osked to porlicipote in the Coltrons ond METRO Environmentol lmpoct discussions (SRZ10

Conversolions) held of the Presbyterion Church on Eoslern on Feb. 24, Morch 17, ond
Morch 29,201,l . Our committee is deeply concerned obout the poor outreoch, lock of
informotion provided on meeting notices, community porticipotion, ond informotion
offered by Coltrons ond METRO representotives.

As you know, the community of El Sereno is primorily o working closs ond Lotino
neighborhood thot suffers from mony of the socio-economic inequolities offecting minority
communities in Los Angeles. In foct, the U.S. Census dolo indicotes thot neorly 50% of
odult residents st¡ffer from limifed longuoge skills. Therefore, multi-jurisdictionol public
development projects, such os the SR-Z10 extension, need to ensure the provision of
common longuoge informotion in morketing ond presentotion moteriol.

Meeling notices lock meoningfulinformotion os to the items thot will be discussed ond
utilize ocronyms thot most stokeholders ore unoble to decipher, such os NEPA ond CEQA.
Longuoge occess is importont for meoningful community porticipotion ond community
plonning ond development decisions. Furthermore, discussion moderotors were
unsuccessful in providing o loymen's interpretotion of eoch meeting's subject motter,
community impoct ond key decision points for the obove referenced project.

For exomple, of the Februory 24th meeting, someone posed the following question to the
oudience: Whot is scoping? Due to o lock of longuoge occess, no one from the
oudience replied with on onswer. The meeiing quickly spun out of control into o
discussion of the intended meeting gools without oddressing ony octuol gool.

v

RE:
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LA 32 Neighborhood Council
Intersiole Freewoy 710 Exponsion Project
Reouest for Action

April T , 201t

Furthermore, discussion moderotors were unoble to outline the project emphosis thot wos
undergoing Environmentol lmpoct Slotement. Are Coltrons ond METRO proposing on
obove ground or tunnel exponsion?

Lostly, Coltrons ond METRO ore plocing on over-obundont emphosis on the Son Gobriel
Volley residents ond neorly disregording meoningful outreoch to City of Los Angeles
stokeholders. (Although porticipotion of the Morch 29rh meeting sow on increose in

community ottendonce, due in port to the distribution of flyers by some concerned
neighbors to offected oreo residenls both in Los Angeles ond Alhombro.) Son Gobriel
Volley, who would be impocied by only holf of the proposed zones, ond with only 20% of
the county's populotion, hos been provided with four of six meelings in eoch series,

including two meetings thot were "off-the-record," ond one recorded os port of officiol
CEQA process. As o comporison, the City of Los Angeles would be impocted olso by
three zones ond mointoins 40% of the county populotion, but hos been exlended only
one meeling in eqch series. The fifth set of meetings wos extended to stokeholders of the
City of Glendole even though they ore not directly impocled by ony olternotive of the
project sÌudy oreo.

The leodership foilings of Coltrons ond METRO representotives hove rekindled historic
sentiments of community mistrust. The community ond residents of El Sereno ore groteful
lhot you supported our effort to ploce the tunnel portol south of Volley Boulevord. As our
elected representotive on the METRO Boord, we osk you to ogoin look into these
egregious errors in the communily outreoch process. The LA32 NC ond the community of
Elserelg !e_ek your ossistqnce ogoin to improve stokeholder engogement in the
community plonning ond decision moking process of the SR-Zl0 North Extension project.
The gool of your oction should be to:

a

a

lncreose ond improve lhe number of officiol community meelings to
oddress Environmentol lmpoct issues per zone of impoct
lmprove longuoge occessibility for meeting notices ond presentotions
Enhonce Coltrons ond METRO offinily relotionships with community
orgonizotionol trusted odvisors to ensure sufficient community porticipotion

We look forword to working with you in o productive monner to rectify the obove
referenced issue.

Sincerely,

Vol Morouez
Co-Choir
Lond Use ond Development Commitlee
LA32 NeÌghborhood Co u ncil

Johnny Corbojol
Co-Choir
Lond Use ond Development Commiltee
LA32 Neighborhood C ouncil

Hon. Jose Hu2or, LA Councilmember, CD l4
Doug Foiling, Executive Director, Metro
Hon. Xovier Becerro, Congressmon, Dislrict 3l
Hon. Ed Reyes, LA Councilmember, CD I

Hon. Mike Eng, Assembly Disirict 49

Hon. Gilbert Cedillo, Assembly Dislrict 45
Hon. Ed Hernondez, Senote Districi 24
Hon. Kevin De Leon, Senole Disirict
Hon. Judy Chu, Ph.D., Congresswomon, District 32
Hon. Eric Gorcetli, LA Councilmember, CD l3
Gloriq Molino, lsf District, Supervisor, LA County

LA-32 NErcHBoRHooD CouNClL . 4927 Huntington Drive, Suite 111 ' Los Angeles, CA 90032
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CherylDavis
President

Steve Goldsworthy

Vice President

Danette Erickson

Recording Secretary

Dennis van Bremen

Treasurer

Robbyn Battles

Conesponding
Secretary

COUNCIL MEMBERS

Robert Thomas

Todd Thombury

Dr. Young Suh

Harry Leon

Charles Beatty, altemate

Odalis Suarez, altemate

Charly Shelton, attemate

CnrscENTA Veuuev TovN CouncL

April 09, 2011

Ronald Kosinski,
Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main St., MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: 710 Gap Closure

The Crescenta Valley Town Council has previously submitted its position on
the proposed 710 tunnel in letters dated June 1 1 , 2009, March 10, 2010,
and December 7, 2O1O. (A copy of each is enclosed.) The Council's
position is the same - the Crescenta Valley Town Council remains strongly
opposed to a proposalto close the gap and connect the 710 Freeway to the
210 Freeway by way of an underground tunnel. We support an alternative
plan which would alleviate traffic congestion by the use of rail. The
proposed tunnel connection will increase the traffic congestion on the
already overburdened 210 freeway to the east and west.

On the other hand, the proposed rail alternative will be consistent with
agency project goals of alleviating traffic congestion on the north and south
arteries and local surface streets, improving regionaltraveltime, reducing
greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources such as semitrucks, and
will minimize the impact on local communities.

Additionally, we request that the La Crescenta/Montrose Area be provided
with information regarding the scheduling of any future public meetings
including scoping meetings, EIR/EIS review or public comment meetings,
and other project meetings, in sufficient time so that the community's voice
and response can be heard and made part of the record. We also request
that the effect on the La Crescenta/Montrose area be included in the
EIR/EIS study. We also request that our position and above
comments be made part of the official record.

Respectfully,
nl :

(}{,*Þ.,-'
Cheryl Davis
President
Enc: Letters dated 06/2009, 03/2010 . 1212010

P,O. Box 8676 La Crescenta, CA9t224-0676 p;818-248-9387 e:contact(ôthecvcouncíl.com www.thecvcouncil.com
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CherylDavis

President

Steve Goldsworthy

Vice President

Danette Erickson

Recording Secretary

Dennis van Bremen

Treasurer

Robbyn Battles

Corresponding

Secretary

COUNCIL MEMBERS

Frank Beyt

Robed Thomas

Todd Thornbury

Kim Mattersteig

Charles Beatty, alternate

Silvana Casalegno, alternate

Kevin Kroeker, alternate

Cn¡scENTA Vptw¡v TovN CouNCrL

December 07.2010

MTA Board of Directors
One GatewayPlaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: SR-710 Tunnel and the Crescenta Vallev

Dear Sirs,

The Crescenta Valley Town Council is resubmitting an original correspondence
drafted in June 2009 alongwith the current Council's re-approved
corespondence dated May 20,2010 with regard to the 710 tunnel project.

Please include these correspondences as part of your decision making process
when the item on your December 9,2010 agenda is voted upon.

Respectfrrlly,

Cheryl Davis
President

Don Knabe
Antonio R. Villaraigosa, LA Mayor
Michael D. Antonovich, LA County Supervrsor
Diane DuBois, City Council Member
John Fasana, City Council Member
José Huizar, City Council Member
Richard Katz
Gloria Molina, LA County Supervisor
Ara Najarian, Glendale Mayor
Pam O'Connor, City Council Member
Mark Ridley-Thomas, LA County Supervrsor
Rita Robinson
Zev Yaroslavsky, LA County Supervisor

Enc: Correspondence dated June I l, 2009 2 pages
Correspondence dated May 20,2010 2 pages

P.O. Box 8676 La Crescenta, CA9t224-0676 p:818-248-9387 e:contact@thecvcouncil.com www.thecvcouncil.com
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CherylDavis
President

Steve Goldsworhy
Vlæ Presldanl

Danette Erickson
Recording Secretary

Dennis van Bremen
ïreasu¡er

Robbyn Batdæ
Correspondin g Sectetary

COUNCIL MEMBERS

Frank Beyt

Robert Thornas

Todd Thombury

Kim lt/attersteig

Chadæ Beatty, atemaÞ

Silvana Casalegno, altemate

Kevin Kroeker, altemate
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Crescenlq Volley Town Council
ww\Ä/, crescentava I I eytowncou nci l.org

P.O. Box 8676
La Crescenta, CA 97224-0676

(818) 248-e387
co nta-ct @the cuco u nci[. co m

March 10,2010

State of California Department of Transportation
3412 North Eastern Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90032

Re: SR-710 Tunnel Technical Study, 2010 Community Meetings

Dear Sirs,

The Crescenta Valley Town Council is resubmitting a correspondence
submitted in June 2009 with regard to 710 Tunnel project.

Please include this correspondence and the attached as part of the finàl
geotechnícal report.

Respectfully,
,LgJ1¿'/*.Þ¿4/-'--

Cheryl Davis
President

enc: Letterdated June 11,2009
2 pages
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Crescenlo Volley Town Counc¡l
www. crescentava I I eytowncou nci L org

P.O, Box 8676
La Crescenta, CA 97224-0676

(818) 248-9387

June 1t,2OO9

California Department of Transportation
District 7
100 S. Main Street
Los Angeles, CA 9OOL2

Dear Sirs,

The crescenta valley Town council is strongly opposed to the 710 Tunnel
Project and the technical study which is underway.

while the first letter, sent May 77, 2007, has not had a response, let us be
clear in this correspondence. As elected representatives of the
unincorporated area in La Crescenta, we have recently held a public meeting
in which there was strong opposition to the 710 Tunnel Project. We request
that our opposition be acknowledged and filed along with other Foothill
Communities,

It is estimated by experts that the 210 freeway thru the Crescenta Valley
would bear the brunt of the traffic and congestion resulting from the
completion of the 710 tunnel, This is not acceptable to us and we cannot
see any type of mitigation that would ease this unequal burden that our
community is asked to bear. congestion, noise, and pollution from the
additional traffic is unacceptable to our community,

Additionally, we are strongly opposed to the study in progress, studying
five zones, at an approximate cost of $10 million, is wasteful and
irresponsible, with funds that could be better used elsewhere in our state,
especially during this time of budget crisis, More consideration should be
given to the way taxpayer money is spent and the way taxpayer concerns
are addressed. It appears that this project has been decided upon and the
"study" is merely a way to waste our money on a project not supported by a
majority of municipalities.

Steve Pierce
President

Frank Beyt
Vice President

Cheryl Davis
Recording Secretary

Dennis van Bremen
Treasurer

Liz Arnold
Corresponding

Secretary

COUNCIL MEMBERS

Grace Andrus

Danette Erickson

Steve Goldsworthy

Robeft Thomas

Charles Beatty, alternate

Robbyn Battles, alternate

Joyce Lauterback, alternate

"The Community That Cares"
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Crescenlo Volley Town Counc¡l
www. crescentava I I eytowncou nci l. org

P,O. Box 8676
La Crescenta, CA 97224-0676

(818) 248-9387

We suppott the alternate plan, proposed by Supervisor Michael Antonovich more than
ten years ãgo, which would move containers from LA Ports to an inland site in
Lancaster via rail. This would alleviate traffic congestion from many parts of Los
Angeles as well as our community.

Sincerely,

Steve Pierce
President

CC:
NEIGHBORING COUNCILS:
City of Glendale
City of La Canada-Flintridge
City of Los Angeles - Neighborhood Council

-Wendy Gruel, Councilwoman

COUNTY OFFICiAL:
Michael Antonovich, Los Angeles County Supervisor

STATE OFFICIALS:
Arnold Schwarzen egger, Governor
Bob Huff, Senator
Carol Liu, Senator
George Runner, Senator
Anthony Adams, Assemblyman
Cameron Smyth, Assemblyman
Paul Krekorian, Assemblyman

FEDERAL OFFICIALS:
Barbara Boxer, Senator
Dianne Feinstein, Senator
Adam Schiff, Congressman
David Dreier, Congressman

"The CommunÌty That Cares"



Arlington Garden in Pasadena
295 Arlington Drive

Pasadena. CA 91 1 105
626 4t_478

arl ingtongalden @mac.com

March 2I.20lt

Ron Kosinski þL
Deputy Director
Division of Environmental planning
Caltrans. District 7
100 South Main Street, MS 16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: EIR/EIS for SR710 Gap Closure

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Vy'e are officers of Arlington Garden in Pasadena, a 501c3 corporation that has
developed and now maintains Arlington Garden at275 Arlington Drive in pasadena,
91105. The 3 acre property is owned by Caltrans and is leaseá to the City of pasadena
until 2018 for the purposes of demonstrating to the public the efficiency and beauty of a
waterwise garden that is in harmony with our Southern California climate.

As land for parks and open space in Pasadena dwindles, the City is considering
more development of urban open space to provide its residents with a variety of publió
gathering places. Arlington Garden is Pasadena's only dedicated public gu.d.n and is
named as a prime example of urban open space in Pasadena's Gréen Spaie, Recreation
and Parks Element and Master Plan and in the proposed Open Space und Conservation
Element now being considered for adoption.

Arlington Garden is nearly six years old and has 350 trees and thousands of
plants, including hundreds of natives and other species that do well in our Southern
California Mediterranean climate. The Garden has been recognized as a valuable part of
Pasadena by the City Council, Pasadena Museum of History, West Pasadena Residents'
Association, Pasadena Heritage, Pasadena Garden Club, Garden Conservancy, and in
books and newspaper and magazine articles. It is visited by hundreds of people of all ages
each day, including families and school children and scout troops who volunteer in the
Garden and do school projects, and has become a demonstration of sustainability in that it
has added leaf canopy to Pasadena and has used tons of recycled concrete, and has a
series of berms and swales that keep water on the site during heavy rains.

Finally, Arlington Garden has become a place for many people to find quiet and
serenity in an increasingly urbanized community. Please consider the project's impact on
the Garden's ability to provide peace and quiet for people who come seeking it.



We request that the EIRÆIS examine the following factors in determining
the environmental impact of the Project on Arlington Garden in Pasadena and its
neighbors and visitors.

1. Aesthetics

a) Determine the impact upon the view of the Eastern part of the Garden from the
Western end.

b) Determine the damage to scenic resources, particularly the Garden's trees.

c) Determine the degradation of the visual character of the Garden and the quality of
the Garden.

d) Determine the light or glare that would adversely impact the views of the Garden.

II. Agriculture Resources

a) Determine the impact of the project on the 50 V/ashington Navel orange trees,
which currently produce oranges for conversion into orange marmalade, which is
a major source of revenue for the operation of the Garden.

III. Air Quality

a) Determine the impact of the project on the air quality of the Garden and its
visitors, considering that the Garden is a public recreational gathering place
frequented by persons ofall ages during all hours ofthe day.

IV. Biological Resources

a) Determine the impact of the Project on the Garden's biological resources,
including its over 60 species of birds, several trees protected by Pasadena policy
and ordinances, and protected native plants.

X. Land Use and Planning

a) Determine whether the project will conflict with applicable land use plan or
policy of Pasadena as reflected in the City's General Plan or zoning ordinances.

XII. Noise

a) Determine the impact of the project on Arlington Garden, particularly with
respect to impact on visitors to the Garden.

X[I. Mandatory Findings of Signifïcance



Determine whether the project will degrade the quality of the Garden's plant or
animal life, particularly its rare and native plants.

Determine the effect of the project on human beings, particularly children,
neighbors and visitors to the Garden.

Thank you.

in Pasadena, a 501c3 non profit Corporation
295 Arlington Drive
Pasadena, CA 91 105
626 4t-478
arlingtongarden @ mac.com

a)

b)

c)



Ãpril l9,20Il

James and Constance Haddad
Storrier Stearns Japanese Garden

270 AÃington Drive
Pasadena, CA 91 105

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: EIR/EIS for SR710 Gap Closure

Dear Mr. Kosinski:
It just came to our attention that Caltrans has formally initiated studies for the 710

Gap Closure Project. Our property is one of the properties that lies within that Gap. The

decisions to be made will have a major impact upon our property, the Storrier Stearns

Japanese Garden.
The garden, comprising almost two acres, is located at270 Arlington Drive.

Originally the property included 244 Arlinglon Drive until Caltrans took that lot by
condemnation in the 1970s. It was used from then until several years ago as an offtce by
Caltrans engineers. Since then, we have rented the 244 property back from Caltrans and

have used the old building on the property as a storage shed.

The Storrier Stearns Japanese Garden was created in the late 1930s and early
1940s by Kinzuchi Fujii, a landscape designer and craftsman from Japan, for his patrons,

Charles and Ellamae Storrier Stearns.
Kendall Brown, writer and professor of Asian art history, has described the

garden as "an extremely important example of the Japanese-style garden geffe" and "one

of the best pre-war examples of a Japanese hill and pond style garden outside of Japan."
In 2005 it was placed on the National Register of Historic Places and has also been listed
in the Califomia Register of Historical Resources (see enclosed copy of documentation).

The Garden is also recorded with the City of Pasadena under the Mills Act
(California Government Code Section 50280) so as to retain its characteristics as a

property of historical si gnificance.
The Garden represents a major phenomenon in American cultural history, the

appreciation and assimilation of Japanese design concepts and aesthetics beginning in the

late 19th century and subsiding with the outbreak of V/orld War II. Mr Fujii spent a year

designing, planning, and preparing before construction began in 1937 . All of the artifacts

of granite, bronze, and wood were imported from Japan.
With its finely crafted teahouse, a 25 foot cascading waterfall, several smaller

waterfalls, winding paths, tons of boulders and rocks, a granite slab "Devil's bridge" over

the larger of two connecting ponds, and several other bridges, it is an authentic and

stunning example of a "chisen-kaiyushiki" or a wet garden with a promenade-also
referred to as "stroll gardens."



After the deaths of Mr. and Mrs. Storrier Stearns, James' mother Gamelia Haddad
Poulsen bought the estate containing the Garden. Under her ownership, it continued to be

a magnet for the Japanese community, as well as other civic and social organizations in
and around Pasadena. It was sought out for tea ceremonies, music ensembles and dance,

flower shows, flower artanging, tours, fund raisers for non profit organizations and
myriad other social and cultural activities.

Several thousand people have participated in symposiums at the Garden devoted
to the study ofJapanese landscaping and attended events sponsored by the Pasadena

Museum of History, Pasadena Heritage, Pacific Asia Museum, Los Angeles
Conservancy, and The Garden Conservancy. It has been featured in a number of
newspaper articles andmagazines such as Landscape Architect

After Caltrans used Eminent Domain to acquire the property at244 Arlington, the

Garden went into decline because Caltrans also took an easement slicing 100 feet west
across the entire Garclen. Mrs. Poulsen felt that her priceless, historic Japanese Garden
was fated to be destroyed. Ultimately the easement expired and after Mrs. Poulsen's
death in 1985, we began the slow process of restoring the Garden.

The final restoration has been under the direction of Takeo Uesugi, a nationally
recognized Japanese-American landscape architect and professor emeritus of Cal Poly
Pomona whose projects include the James Irvine Garden in Los Angeles and the Japanese

Friendship Garden in Balboa Park in San Diego. He is widely recognized as one of the
leading Japanese landscaping authorities in the United States. Because of the importance
of our Garden he has volunteered his services over the last several years. The restoration
is nearing completion, at which time the Garden will again be available for semi-public
use.

Of particular and urgent concern to us is the final disposition of the property at
244 Arlinglon for it is an integral part of the Garden. In a number of meetings with
Douglas Failing and Linda V/ilford we were encouraged to believe that the 244 property
would become surplus and ultimately be available to be retumed to our ownership. Our
rental of the property was considered as a step in that direction.

In addition, we share the same concerns over the environmental and aesthetic
impact of freeway development as our neighbors across the street from us: the Arlington
Garden in Pasadena. Our two unique and beautiful gardens are a precious resource for
the City which deserve to be protected and preserved.

sincererY, ,i "f(-< CmsTa,rv¿.* tl"ÅU'*¿'2"-3Or'
James and Constance Haddad
Storrier Steams Japanese Garden
270 Arlington Drive
Pasadena. CA 91 105
626-7 99 -3296 or 7 14-77 7 -1241
constanceh addad@y aho o. com

enc.
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April 6, 2005

Mr. James J Haddad, Trustee
Gamelia Haddad Poulsen Trust
270 Arlington Drive
Pasadena, California g1 1Os

lìe: Storrier.Stearns,rapaneseGarden
National Register of Historic places

To Whom lt May Concern:

I am pleased to notify you that on February 15, 2OO5 Storrier-Stearns Japanese Garden wasplaced on the National Register of Historic Places. As a result of being piaceo on the National
Register of Historic Places, this property has also been listed in the Ca-lifornia Register of
Htstorrcal Resources, pursuant to Sect¡on 4851(a)(2) of the public Resources Code

Placement on the National Register affords a properly the honor of inclusion in the nation,s
offlc¡al list of cultural resources worthy of preservatioÁ and provides a degree of protection from
adverse affects resulting f rom federally funded or licensed projects. Fegistratron provrdes a
number of incentives for preservation of historic properlies, including spãcial building codes to
facilitate the restoration of historic structures, and certain tax aovanrages.

There are no reslrlctlons placed upon a prrvate property owner wrth regard lo normat use,
malntenance or sale of a property listed rn the Natronal Regrster However, a project that may
cause substantial adverse changes in the significance of a iegistered property may requrre
compliance with local ordinances or the Caliiornia Environmeñtal euality Act.'ln aâoition,
registered properties damaged due to a natural disaster may be subjecíto the provisions of
Section 5028 of the Public Resources Code regarding demolition or signif icant atterations, if
rmmrnent threat to Ilf e saf ety does not exist.

lf Vou have any questions or require further information, please contact Maryln Bourne Lortre of
the National Register Unit at (916) 653-891j

Sincerpfy,

\ii\,\
-*,l[J L _ I^tt-_
Milford Way >naldson FAIA
Actrng Stale rric Preservation Officer

NR Notilrcatron of Lrstrng
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Elise Kalfayan
1SS5 N. PacificAve,
Glendale CA grzoz

April rz, zorr

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans - District 7
roo South Main Street, MS 16A
Los Angeles, California 9oo12

Demands for inclusion in the 7ro Gap Closure Project Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement:

Proof and detailed analysis of working business models with detailed explanations of how they
will avoid incurring later costs to taxpayers (with past successful models in California as

examples)

Cost-Benefit Analysis of the project for state taxpa]¡ers onll¡. Include costs of not using these
funds for multi-mode alternatives, electric cargo rail system construction, doing nothing.

Cost-BenefitAnalysis, encompassing public monies spent, pollution, future workforce training,
and regional competitiveness for an electric rail system for carrying all port cargo to inland
distribution centers versus conventional freeway expansion to handle truck traffic carrying
cargo on the 7ro.

Cost-Benefit Analysis of disaster impacts, with detailed costs of addressing structural damage,
fire, toxic spills, accidents, injuries, and extended cleanup due to a major 9.o earthquake.
Compare these costs with a detailed analysis of costs of addressing such threats to an alternative
multi-modal system with no freeway tunnel.

Cost-BenefitAnalysis of steel on steel vs. rubber on asphalt. Quantifr comparative fuel use,
noise level impacts, and pollution in the region under an electrified rail system for moving port
goods or "more of the same" (investment in more freeways) with rubber on asphalt as continued
major transport mechanism for individuals and port goods transit, instead of steel on steel.

Cost-Benefit Analysis of significant public investment in freeway expansion instead of new rail
and cargo movement technology that address regional competitiveness with major port
upgrades in Panama, Mexico, the Gulf of Mexico, and other regions.

Clear and detailed cost-benefit analysis (which examines in just as much detail every alternative
such as electrified rail and expanded public transit investments) for the stated "need and
purpose" of the final project.

Detailed analysis and estimated costs for each area of potential cost overrun in a tunnel project,
including excavation and construction of portals, ventilation towers, engineering, geological
troubles, accidents, materials, and earth movement.

Submitted bv Elise Kalfavan fu"* þ'/'¿'y4â-



                                                                                                 417 El Centro Street 
                                                                                                 South Pasadena, CA 91030 
                                                                                                 05 April 2011 
 
Mr. Ron Kosinski 
Deputy Director 
Division of Environmental Planning 
Caltrans District 7 
100 S. Main Street, MS 16A 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
RE: SR-710 Environmental Impact Report/Scoping Request 
 
Dear Ron: 
 
It has been a long time. Hope you have been and are well. Please include the following 
three subject matters in the above mentioned impact report: 
 

1) What are the hydrology effects in the San Gabriel Basin and in the Raymond 
Basin by boring two 60 ft. diameter, 4-5 mi. long, 150ft-200ft deep tunnels 
through the Elysian Park Anticline (and its associated faults) and the 
Raymond Fault? The Raymond Fault acts as a dam between these two basins, 
with the Raymond on the north side and the San Gabriel on the south. The EPA, 
in its Remedial Investigation Report of June 2009 has identified the Raymond 
Basin as a potential non-point source of contamination to the NE section of the 
San Gabriel Valley Area 3 Superfund site which embodies the San Gabriel Basin. 
Since this fault acts as a dam it would seem possible if not probable that boring of 
this magnitude would exacerbate contamination of Area 3, a source of drinking 
water for many cities in the San Gabriel Valley. Many of these water tables are at 
different depths and the faulting phenomena are a controlling factor on the water 
supply of this area. Figure 3-6 of the EPA report (partial attached) shows water 
flow contours at suggested tunnel depths. A geologic cross section showing 
varying well depths is also attached. 
 
Also, the geological disturbances may interfere with the baseline data collected by 
the EPA for its cleanup program for the Superfund site. 
 
I have attached a picture of a freeway damaged in the recent Japanese earthquake. 
Although Caltrans geologists have assured the populace that the tunnel would be 
the safest place to be during an earthquake, which may be true if current 
engineering standards can prevent a rupture, the question here is: What 
environmental effect is going on with respect to leakage between the two basins 
when something like this happens? If you remember, you hosted a Design 
Advisory Group (DAG) meeting in South Pasadena with the state geologist as a 
guest and his comment on the Raymond Fault worse case scenario was a 9 ft. slip. 
 



 
 

2) The Federal Injunction CV98-6996 (City of South Pasadena, et al v. Rodney 
E. Slater, et al) identified faults in the previous EIR/EIS as the following: 

a) violations of Section 4(f) of the Dept. of Transportation Act with a failure 
to properly evaluate the Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative, failure to 
consider constructive use impacts, and a failure to fulfill commitment to 
analyze properties eligible for the California Register that were ineligible 
for the National Register 

b) violations of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) with a failure 
to evaluate the Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative, and inappropriately 
failed to complete an SEIS 

c) violations of the Clean Air ACT as the project did not come from a 
conforming TIP and the analysis of emissions was flawed, particularly PM 
sub 10 hotspots 

 
It is noteworthy that Caltrans was recently written up by FHWA after it conducted    
its fifth audit of the MOU between it and Caltrans for reaching no conclusion on a 
Section 4(f) constructive use discussion (Federal Register, Vol. 76, No. 19/Friday, 
January 28, 2011). 
 
Also, the above mentioned injunction is not in compliance as Condition 8 
(construction of traffic improvements) and Condition 10 (before and after 
analysis) have not been completed. 
 
The FHWA in its rescission letter dated Dec 17, 2003 on page 2 of 7 states that no 
comprehensive financial plan for the project had ever been produced and was a 
cause for its rescission as a ROD requires a financial plan to ensure its ultimate 
implementation. It appears that we are heading down that road again!  
 

3) As an alternative, the Multi-Mode Low Build (MMLB) should be evaluated 
on a regional basis. The map enclosed in the NOP (147 sq. mi.) indicates a 
regional approach to solving transportation problems. The MMLB concept has 
undergone significant modifications since last addressed in the previous EIR/EIS. 
From a regional approach it should include projects such as SGVCOG’s ACE 
project of eliminating at-grade rail crossings at the N-S arterials throughout the 
San Gabriel Valley. It should include the LADOT rail overpass to Eastern Ave. 
on Valley Blvd.; also, the right-hook 110 ramp on South Pasadena’s Fair Oaks 
Ave. Los Angeles’s original 12 transit projects in their 30/10 plan should be 
considered MMLB. In other words, there is no one MMLB project that would 
serve as an independent alternative, but a series of projects throughout the study 
area agreed upon by the communities involved that should be defined as MMLB. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
Harry A. Knapp 



 Attachments:  
 
(1) Partial of Figure 3-6 from the EPA Remedial Investigation Report,  June 2009 
(2) Geologic Cross Section of Raymond Fault between South Pasadena & Pasadena 
(3) Picture of destroyed roadway in Japan after earthquake (March 2011)  
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øWilliam D. Sherman, MD

320 Grand Avenue

South Pasadena, CA 91030

April23,20II

Ron Kosinski

Deputy Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main street. MS 164

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE; SR-710 Environmental lmpact Report/ Scoping Request.

I am making a request that the EIR/EIS designates the area adjacent to the South Pasadena High School

as a "Sensitive Receptol and perform a "Hot Spot Analysis" and a "Health lmpact/Health Risk

Assessment" of this same area.

The Parsons-Brinkerhoff Study of 2006 places a Ventilation Tower at the halfway point of the tunnel

adjacent to the South Pasadena High School. This tower will be venting tunnel fumes at ambient

temperatures or lower. lt is probable that this contaminated air will settle next to the High School and

adjacent areas.

It is well documented that tunnel and freeway fumes harm developing lung function and induce

asthma in children, There are reports of increased cardiovascular disease, autism, and cancer. The

particulate matter and noxious gasses cannot be effectively removed from the exhausted air of the

tunnel. Ultrafine particles can only be filtered by high quality ventilation systems such as those used in

hospital anesthesia machines. These ultrafine particles can permeate the ent¡re body as they are carried

within the blood stream.

The safe exclusion of toxic fumes from our environment is an obligation of all public agencies,

Yours trulv, ,.- ÞLT
William D. Sherman, MD



William D. Sherman, MD

320 Grand Avenue

South Pasadena, CA 91030

March 2L,ZOlt

Ron Kosinski !/.-
Deputy Director

Division of Environmental Plann¡ng

Caltrans District 7

L00 S. Main street, MS 164

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE; SR-710 Environmental lmpact Report/ Scoping Request.

I am making a request that the firm hired by Metro/Caltrans to perform the EIR/EIS not be ínvolved in

the Design and Build phase of the project.

I and many people in the public have great mistrust in Metro and Caltrans policies and procedures,

Many people believe that the scoping and EIR/EIS process are biased towards the tunnel option.

lf the firm that completes the EIR/EIS is also going to design and build the project they will be inclined

to favor the most costly option, the tunnel. They also will favor what Metro seems to want the most,

which is the tunnel.

There must be sepãration from the firm that performs the EIR/EIS and the final design and build phase

of the project.

YourstrrlV,rrq?
William D. Sherman, MD
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RonRonRonRon    
KosinskiKosinskiKosinskiKosinski ////DDDD07070707////CaltransCaltransCaltransCaltrans ////CAGoCAGoCAGoCAGo
vvvv 

04/15/2011 12:34 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:34 PM -----

Val MarquezVal MarquezVal MarquezVal Marquez     
<<<<dominovmdominovmdominovmdominovm@@@@pacbellpacbellpacbellpacbell ....netnetnetnet>>>> 

04/14/2011 04:50 PM

To <sr710conversations@metro.net>

cc <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

Subject 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction.  Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports

No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710 west 

bound to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with 

Valley Blvd - making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor  

Valentin Marquez

3118 lowell Ave

Los Angeles, CA 90032



RonRonRonRon    
KosinskiKosinskiKosinskiKosinski ////DDDD07070707////CaltransCaltransCaltransCaltrans ////CAGoCAGoCAGoCAGo
vvvv 

04/15/2011 12:34 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 traffic environmental concerns and traffic mitigation  

alternatives for EIR

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:34 PM -----

Val MarquezVal MarquezVal MarquezVal Marquez     
<<<<valvalvalval@@@@valsdesignstudiovalsdesignstudiovalsdesignstudiovalsdesignstudio ....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/14/2011 04:47 PM

To <sr710conversations@metro.net>, 

<ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>
cc <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

Subject 710 traffic environmental concerns and traffic mitigation  

alternatives for EIR

Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports

No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710 west 

bound to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with 

Valley Blvd - making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor  

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction.  Drivers missing

the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Val Marquez

3118 lowell Ave

Los Angeles, CA 90032
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Mr Ron Kosinski, Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main St, MS 164
Los Angeles,CA 90012

Trisha Gossett
1842 Phillips Way
Los Angeles, CA

90042RD
Dear Sir, April14,2011

In Regards to the 710 scoping process, I am writing to request that the following concerns
be included ,in what I am assured will be a complete study, which will of course include
Highland Park, Glassell Park, Mount Washington, and Eagle Rock. Thank you in advance for
admitting my letter into your file for public review. I look forward to a full and thorough response
to my questions.

TUNNELS/ TOLL ROAD

Many stakeholders and taxpayers here in Northeast Los Angeles are expecting a complete
and thorough study and description of all 5 tunnel routes- as was promised by former Caltrans
District Director Doug Failing, when all of the Geotechnical public meetings.
Will you provide us with information on the length,envíronmental impacts,seismic
issues,pollution,and the adverse impacts etc on nearby neighborhoods, schools, hospitals/
nursing care facilities, etc.?

SAFETY/COSTS
There have been discussions of building 2 tunnel/toll roads-one for cars, and one for trucks.
lf there is an accident in a tunnel/toll road, where a semi has overturned, how will you be able to
extract it?
What is the strategy for handling an accident? What will the taxpayers be obliged to pay for,
upon the event of an accident or crash? Will the collected tolls be put aside for this purpose?
Will this be a public/private /partnership, whereas the tolls collected will be for profit?
lf the tunnel/toll road is a PPP, will other countries will be speculating? lf so, will you provide
this information to the public in a transparent manner?
What is the impact of the output of the pollution emitted from the cleaning towers, should there
be a massive crash induced, diesel fueled fire?
How will the disabled, and wheelchair bound be exiting the tunnel/toll road, upon the event of an
emergency?
What is the fee schedule for the usage of the tunnel/ freeway? (will you still call il a "free"way?
pun intended)



CLEANING TOWERS

We will be expecting lots of information on
1)Locations
2)Size
3)Number of towers needed per tunnel/toll road route

What about the pollution aspect of these towers? What resources will there be to clean some of
the exhausUpollution, and how will gridlock, for instance affect what what gets missed?
Once built, what is the cost, plan, process, and schedule for maintenance of the towers?
can you tell us what kind of monitoring system will be used for the towers?

WATER / SEISMIC ISSUES

1) lt was discussed at the Geological Feasibility study about a year ago, that one of the
proposed zones for the toll tunnels would have to cross through the Raymond Basin, as well
as the Raymond Fault. What will be the impacts to the water,which is crucial to the city of
Pasadena, and is stored in the Raymond Basin?
2) How will the toll tunnel be protected from leaking into the groundwater?
3)What will the study show in relation to the impact to the Raymond Basin, during the boring
process, and how a seismic disturbance would impact the water where the toll tunnel is?
4) ln regards to the public's concern and safety, how will you address the facts regarding a
boring tool of unprecedented size, plowing through 3 earthquake fault lines in one, or more, of
the proposed zones?
5) Will you reference the man made disaster from deep water drilling, and now, the man made
nuclear disaster in Japan, when you address the public, with regards to the boring process,
should you choose to go fonruard with a toll tunnel?
6) Will you include information on the unprecedented size of the proposed toll tunnels, being
sure to make the public aware that they will be the largest in the world?

PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY ISSUES

The Los Angeles Times, and other publications have written numerous stories on the affects of
pollution on people, and other living things. Will you use their findings as an unbiased referential
tool?
I am requesting a 'hot spot analysis' of the sensitve receptor community sites on the list referred
to earlier, which I have provided. These include schools, hospitals, nursing homes.
To these I am adding parks and playgrounds, athletic fields,day care centers, and senior citizen
centers. *See attached list
AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS

It is crucial that an entirely new 'air quality analysis' be included in the ElR, since there has not
been an update since 1993. The laws, both federal and state, have changed. The pollution



3

inside the tolltunnels and the cleaning towers must be studied and documented.

HISTORIC RESOURCES

The EIR must include a completely NEW and updated Historic Property inventory of the
various proposed 710 routes. lt has been over 25 years since the last Caltrans inventory of the
then proposed surface route. Besides being reviewed and updated, the inventory should include
propefties which have now reached the 50 year mark, and are thus deemed eligible for historic
status.
An inventory of the other 4 proposed routes will be compiled with the help of the Los Angeles
Conservancy. Will you make sure this is done?

ALTERNATIVES

As a taxpayer, and Angelino, I want alternative modes of freight movement and transpoftation
needs of the citizenry addressed and documented in the study. Some of these may include:
1)Multi-mode low build projects
2)Transit options, like the Gold Line, which is genius in my opinion, since it gets cars off the
road.
3)Rail for freight from point of entry into the United States.

DETAILED COST ANALYSIS

I want to see a detailed and transparent cost analysis included with the ElR, in regards to a
proposed toll tunnel of epic proportions.
Will you use disbanded projects like the Orange County/Riverside toll tunnel as a reference for
fiscal responsibility? A toll road in Orange County filed chapter 1l last year. ls this information
you may reference?

Sincerely, Trisha Gossett
(323)255-7775

%W
%*t //-zci/
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ORIGINAL OIL PAINTINGS
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RonRonRonRon    
KosinskiKosinskiKosinskiKosinski ////DDDD07070707////CaltransCaltransCaltransCaltrans ////CAGoCAGoCAGoCAGo
vvvv 

04/15/2011 12:20 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: SR-710 Gap Closure Project, Scoping Comments

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:20 PM -----

<<<<tonialivingstontonialivingstontonialivingstontonialivingston @@@@roadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunner ....
comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/08/2011 08:14 PM

To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject SR-710 Gap Closure Project, Scoping Comments

I would like to have my comments included in the 710 Gap Closure Scoping 

Comments. My address is 3229 Orilla Ave. Los Angeles, Ca.  90065.  I have 

several concerns regarding the proposed tunnel that would run through Cypress 

Park, Glassell Park and Eagle Rock.  The first is that my understanding of 

Measure R was to provide more mass transit not create more traffic which could 

happen because people will by pass the tunnel if it is a toll road, or they 

feel it is a hazard due to possible fire. The tunnel would create more 

polution and will affect the long term health of our residents.  We should be 

looking at alternatives such as more rail from the ports to truck 

transportation connecting points.  Tunnels are expensive and we could be using 

this money for light rails. 

 --

Toni Livingston

Keller Williams World Media Center

Burbank, CA  91502

323-253-3090 Cell

DRE #01511831
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April 13,2011

Ron Kosinskl
CALTRANS District 7
100 South Main Street, MS-164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: SR-710 North Gap Closure Project Scoping

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Ptease enter the following information into the official scoping/ElR/Els document for
the tunnel extension project.

As a Foothill resident of the past fifty years, I have enjoyed the small town lifestyle that
I am afforded by living in the Crescenta Valley. I have seen many changes in
transportation during this time including the original construction of the l-21O freeway,
the opening of the portion betuyeen Sunland and Tujunga and most recently the
opening of the last portion near San Dimas. When the last part occuned about 5-10
years ago, long time residents like me noticed a huge change in the regular traffic
pattern on the freeway. For the first time ever, we had bumper to bumper traffic and
noise in our neighborhood with a huge increase in truck traffic. The result of this
change was an exponential increase in fatal accidents involving big rig trucks.

A recent analysis by the City of La Canada, revealed that if the SR-710 North
Extension is built, lhe 1210 would see an increase of 30,000 vehicles per day, 850
trucks per hour. The freeway would open at a grade level "F", meaning gridlock. This
is unacceptable. The result of this burden of traffic on the l-21O would cause
vehicles to spill off and clog our one main artery, Foothill Boulevard, the only link
across the Valley to points east and west. There are no alternative roads. None.

The additional vehicle traffic would also result in high increases in air polldants and
noise, directly near hundreds of schools and daycare facilities, recreational programs,
golf courses parks and pools, Descanso Gardens, hospitals, equestrian centers,
outdoor festivals and malls and so much more.

Caltrans and Metro must change course here and do the right thing for quality of life
and to improve all regional transportation.

I demand that the study area for the SR-710 North Gap Closure be expanded to
include all cities along the l-210 and points west including but not limited to: San
Femando, Pacoima, Sylmar, Lake View Terrace, Sunland, Tujunga, Glendale,
Verdugo City, La Crescenta, La Canada and Flintridge.



I insist that the study area also be expanded to include all cities along the SR-2
freeway north and south including but not limited to: Montrose, Glendale, Eagle Rock,

Atwater Village, Highland Park, Glassell Park, and Mt. Washington

The studies for these areas must be conducted by unbiased independent researchers

who will use scientific methodology and statistical analysis to reach their conclusions.
Areas of study include but are not limited to Health lmpact and Hot Spots Analyses
and Traffic Pattern Analyses with estimates of average commuter time, with the
project completed and wÍthout it. lnclude a Foohill-specific plan from Pasadena to

Sylmar showing traffic impacÍs and spill-off trends with accurate vehicle estimates if

the freeway is shut down or clogged..

Thank you in advance for incorporating these actions into the EIR/EIS process.

91214



Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7
L00 South Main Street Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 900L2

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

?ø

RE: SUPPORT FOR THE 710N GAP CLOSURE PROJECT AND COMMENTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL

REVIEW

This writing is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 710N Gap Closure project.

We support a tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide
freeway system at lnterstate2L0. lt is imperative this connection be completed NOW.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

- The Gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years creating much confusion for
drivers;let'sfixthis! TheElRshouldshowhowallfreewaysandmajorroadsinthe
area in four directions will benefit from the closing of the gap.

- Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas

suffering from adverse health impacts will be relieved; the EIR should demonstrate

both of these aspects to show actual project benefits.
- Our commutes will be easier and take less time to go to work and come home; the

EIR should take into account how closing the gap improves the quality of life for
many people.

- Jobs will be created during these tough economic times; the EIR should detail how

the project helps our economy in creating jobs and in other ways such as the benefit

to the tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles will actually be able to
reach their destination when using the 7LON freeway instead of being routed off
through local communities.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed. Remember we voted, along

wilh 2/3 of all Los Angeles County voters, for Measure "R" that calls for the 710N Freeway to be

completed.

We cannot wait another rs for this project to become a reality.

L{- 6- tl
Sincerely,

Steve Jacek

2039 S. Sixth St.

Alhambra, CA 91803



Stephanie Johnson
1920 Los Robles Avenue

San Marino, California 91108
62641.8,514

stephiohnsoni 7@hotmail.com

April 9, 2011

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main Street, MSl6A
Los Angeles, California 90012

RE

Re: The 710 Gap Glosure Project
(PM 26.7 132. I, EA/Pro¡.lD: I 87900/07000001 91 71 0 Gap Closu re)
Scoping for Environmental lmpact Study

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on scope of the Environmental lmpact Report for the 710 Gap
Closure project. I have attended the SR-ZI0 Conversations communi$ meetings conducted by Caltrans
and METRO.

Given the broad project definition, (a// possrb/e transportation improvemenfs - fo relieve congestion and
improve mobili$) my comments are limited to current conditions and the need for mitigation of existing
and potential negative impacts to Los Robles Avenue in San Marino; the street where I live.

Los Robles Avenue in San Marino is a 7/8 of a mile narrow, two lane street fronted by single family homes
where children live and play. The street runs from Huntington Drive, where Atlantic Boulevard terminates,
to the City of San Marino's northern border at the intersection of Los Robles and Marengo avenues in
Pasadena. The homes, built in the 1920s, are situated close to the street, since Los Robles has been
widened from its original configuration. The posted speed limit is 30 mph. and commercialvehicles over
three tons are prohibited. The City of San Marino General Plan, classifies Los Robles Avenue as a
residential collector street. The street carries an unusually high volume of cut{hrough traffic, exceeding
the capacity of a two lane residential street.

Sample photos of Los Robles Avenue, non-peak hourc

Are these the types of accidents that typically occur on a residential street?

71 0-Gap_Project_Scoping_letterJOl 1 -04-09 page 1 of 3



The 710 Gap Closure Project
Scoping for Environmental lmpact Study
April 9, 2011

Sample photos of Los Robles - peak hourc

Note: night photo - signal light is green, and traffic is still backed up.

According to project materials, the proposed Purpose and Need for the Project includes: "Reduce
congestion on north-south arterials and local streets currently adversely affected by diversion of freeway
trips." Los Robles is one of those streets.

. Los Robles Avenue has been defined as a collector street with a design capacity of 10,400 ADT.
The existing traffic volume approaches 18,000 ADT, which regularly exceeds the level of service
"E" design conditions (13,000 ADT).

. Traffic congestion during commute hours is so bad that residents cannot back out of their
driveway. The speed of traffic, especially during late night hours is excessive. There are many
traffic accidents due to the high traffic volume.

o The EIR for the Alhambra West Main Street Corridor Master P/an project studied the signalized
intersections in the city of Alhambra. The intersection adjacent to Los Robles Avenue is Atlantic &
Huntington Drive. The level of service during commute time is rated "F".

. The existing noise level on Los Robles Avenue exceeds the city of San Marino guidelines. The
residential area along Los Robles Avenue has been documented to be exposed to noise levels as
high as 72 dB( ) by two independent studies, that place the existing residential use in the
"normally unacceptable" category and clearly define it as impacted by traffic noise.

o Traffic generated air pollution and air quality, to my knowledge, has never been evaluated.

o Clearly, excessive traffic in a residential neighborhood presents numerous public safety issues
and is a constant public nuisance.

. Many of the homes on Los Robles were built in the 1920s. They have historic value due to their
age and several of the homes are considered to be architecturally significant.

Past projects in neighboring cities have negatively impacted our street, increasing traffic volume and
exacerbating the noise, air pollution, and public safety problems. Projects now in progress have the
potentialto adversely impact Los Robles further.

71 0-Gap_Project_Scoping_lette¡ _201 1 -04-09 page 2 of 3



The 710 Gap Closure Project
Scoping for Environmental lmpact Study
April 9, 2011

. A prior city of Alhambra project closed three streets at Huntington Drive and diverted the traffic to
Atlantic/Los Robles. The EIR for the Almansor Sfreef Traffic Diversion Project (April 1993),
indicates that traffic was deliberately shifted away from the nearby Alhambra residential area onto
both Garfield and Atlantic boulevards. The EIR concludes that the traffic diversion would increase
traffic on Los Robles Avenue, and it has.

o Subsequently, the city of Alhambra has approved the ln-n-Out Burger establishment at Atlantic &
Garfield, the cinema complex at Garfield & Main, and the West Main Street Corridor project, all of
which generate cut-through traffic on Los Robles Avenue. Furthermore, the northbound Atlantic
Boulevard lane striping has been changed since the ln-n-Out project from one northbound to Los
Robles, to two northbound lanes, allowing more traffic onto Los Robles.

. ln 1998, $46 million in Federal Transportation Funds was secured to assist the cities of South
Pasadena, Pasadena, and Los Angeles to alleviate traffic congestion. None of the work
completed has included a study of the traffic impacts to Los Robles Avenue in San Marino.

. Growth in Pasadena from increased housing density, entertainment at Old Town, shopping at
Paseo Colorado and Lake Avenue, and an increase in the number of businesses, have generated
more trafflc to western Pasadena. I am not aware of an environmental study of the impacts to Los
Robles Avenue in San Marino completed for any project.

. South Pasadena is currently implementing improvements to the Fair Oaks corridor including traffic
calming features and signal synchronization. Plans for traffic calming on Fremont Avenue have
been approved, but not implemented. None of these projects have assessed the impact to Los
Robles Avenue.

. The current traffic Signal Synchronization project underway by the County of Los Angeles includes
the synchronization of traffic signals on Atlantic Boulevard to increase traffic flow. This project
was declared categorically exempt from environmental review.

. An ATMS project is underway by the CounÇ of Los Angeles - San GabrielValley Traffic Signal
Forum that designates Atlantic Boulevard a "priority corridod' (major traffic conduit). The stated
purpose of the ATMS project is to increase traffic flow. This project was declared categorically
exempt from environmental review.

For those of us who live on Los Robles Avenue in San Marino, a study of the environmental impacts of
traffic is long overdue.

Since Los Robles Avenue has already been negatively impacted by excessive traffic, a plan to mitigate the
negative impacts must be developed and implemented as part of a regional mobility plan. lt is wrong to
allow a residential street to decline into a cut-through "freeway".

I appreciate that the goal of Caltrans and METRO regional planning is to provide the best public
transportation possible to the residents of Los Angeles County, while mitigating the adverse effects to the
environment and the people who live here and trust that an environmental impacts study and report for our
area will be forthcoming.

Sincerely,

7 I 0-Gap_Project_Scoping_letter_20 I 1 -04-09 page 3 of 3
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Stephanie Ryan
4806 Glenwood Ave
[.a Crescenta, CA
9T2T4

Ron Kosinski
Deputy Director
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main St.

Los Angeles, CA 9OOI2

44-207r

Regarding: Stop the proposed 710 tunnel

Dear Ron Kosinski,

Please stop pursuing the 710 tunnel and support other projects'

-The concept of the 710 tunnel extension is outdated; a modern master plan is needed for
greater [,os Angeles
-Effective rail from the ports is the better solution from both a business and

environmental standpoint. It is also a better solution for the Southern California
transportation system and the people that use it.
-The billions of dollars for the proposed tunnel would be better used funding other more

beneficial projects to help this state, plus generate better returns on investment and make

the U.S. more competitive globally.
-The same construction contractor and business could make money with other more

beneficial projects.
-The proposed tunnel would dramatically increase truck traffic and harm our children
from toxic diesel truck pollution. In particular, the2IO highway sits a few feet from at

least two high schools and would become the main truck thoroughfare north. It is well
documented that truck particulate and highway related pollution has a terrible effect on

the lungs of our youth and increases health problems for us all. Please reference Multiple
Air Toxics Exposure Study (MATES III) research and John Froines Ph.D. UCLA
Director of Cenfer for Occupational and Environmental Health çomments in l-AParent
Dec 2010.

Stephanie Ryan



Apnl7,20ll

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Directo¡
Division of Environmental Planning
California Deparbnent of Transportation, Dishict 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

DearMr. Kosinski.

RD

Completion ofthe 710 Freeway will no doubt alleviate congestion in Alhambr4 Monterey Park,
South Pasaden+Posadena,-and-Los Angr¡-les, but -ifwiltdsoeasesongestion throughout-the
entire basin as traffrc routes get eased with this newroadway. The spillover effect is enormous!

Also, in the directly impacted communities, you will also see decreased pollution, decreased
fatalities, and decreased hours travelled, which translates to billions of dolla¡s of savings
regionally.

This project is 40 years overdue and needed for the next 100 years on top of that. The time is
now!
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04/15/2011 12:20 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: SR-710 North Gap Closure Scoping Comments

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:20 PM -----

Sharon HalesSharon HalesSharon HalesSharon Hales     
<<<<halesclanhalesclanhalesclanhalesclan 5555@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/08/2011 04:59 PM

To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>, <garrett.damrath@dot.ca.gov>

cc Sharon Hales <halesclan5@gmail.com>, Kendall Hales 

<kendall@kendallhales.com>
Subject SR-710 North Gap Closure Scoping Comments

To Whom it May Concern:

I wish to request that the following considerations be taken into account regarding the proposed 

710 North Gap Closure:

1. Significant Impacts:  Air Quality The 710 Gap Closure Project would increase vehicle miles 

travelled.  It would also increase carbon emissions, potential traffic congestion on either end of 

the tunnels on the 10, 710, 110, 134 and 210 Freeways and would likely massively increase truck 

traffic on I-210 between Pasadena and San Fernando due to the convenient new connection 

between the ports and I-5 north.  Diminished air quality would impact surrounding communities 

along the 210 freeway, especially the numerous schools, parks, golf courses and other 

recreational centers where our children spend much of their days in the outdoors.  Increased 

traffic along I-210 will compromise the quality of life for the surrounding neighborhoods, and for 

natural wildlife habitat.

Alternatives: 

a. MultiMode Improved freeway ramp access from Foothill and LaTunaCanyon.

b.  Freight on Rails - Improve Alameda Corridor and UP/BNSF thru SFValley to Palmdale

c.  Fix Transit Gaps - GoldLine West extension and Rosemead/SR19 GoldLine-BlueLine 

connector 

d.  Truck ban on I-210 due to road grades in excess of 2% - 710>134>I5

Further, there should be a HotSpot APollution analyses and Health Impact Assessments for any 

school or important public area within 500ft of the I-210.

2.  Significant Impacts: Noise, traffic lights at night, traffic congestion along I-210

Mitigation: Soundwalls and light barriers; engine braking prohibitions with sound monitors and 

camera; truck scrubbers to equal or be below existing AP levels.



Comment:   As we look to a future in which we want to be less reliant on expensive fossil fuels 

and more conscious of the environment, it is absurd to encourage the transportation of goods via 

trucks.  Our government should be exploring transportation options that are GOOD FOR THE 

COMMUNITIES they serve instead of suggesting one that is horrendously expensive and will 

completely compromise our quality of life.

Respectfully submitted by,

Sharon Hales

Kendall Hales

2305 Panorama Dr.

La Crescenta, CA  91214

(818)249-5572



L2 April2OLL

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main St., MS 164
Los Angeles, CA. 90012

Re: Comments on Scoping (So called TLO "Gap Closure" Project)

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to comment upon the scope of the EIR/EIS on the SR

710 Freeway Extension (sometimes erroneously referred to as the "7L0 Gap Closure").

The significance and concerns of the ¡mpacts of vehicular pollutants released into the
atmosphere from proposed portals and ventilation stacks and which exceed accepted standards
and thresholds of both NAAQS and SCAQMD are discussed in Chapter 8.4.2 (pages 109-110) of
the Parsons Brinkerhoff Report (June 7, 2006):

"lf air pollutant levels were found to exceed these standards and thresholds, then the following
potential mitigation measures would be considered:"

o "Raising the height of the ventilation shafts to increase atmospheric
dispersion."

o "Relocate ventilation shafts away from areas of sensitive land use."
o "Revise the ventilation system to minimize the discharge at the portals."
o "Modify the ventilation system at the portals to increase dispersion."

The four potential mitigation measures listed are not realistic or are inadequate. These
measures can only be implemented after construction is complete and the tunnel is fully
operational. lt is therefore necessary they be shown as viable solutions in reducing pollutants
below levels of significance during the EIR/ EIS process.

Point L: "Raising the height of the ventilation shafts to increase atmospheric dispersion."

To what height? A detailed analysis of the various potential heights needed, "...to increase
atmospheric dispersion", must be given. This analysis must include the maximum shaft height
allowed by law and the maximum extension in height possible while still maintaining the
structural integrity of the ventilation shafts.

Point 2: "Relocate ventilotion shafts awoy from areos of sensitive land use."



To where? This is an unrealistic proposal. A definition of, "sensitive land use", is needed. This
definition must clearly state if residential, commercial and public lands are considered equally
sensitive. All potential sites for ventilation shaft relocation must be identified and the
effectiveness of relocating these shafts so as to reduce vehicular pollutants to below levels of
significance must be studied and proven. The maximum distance a ventilation shaft can be
placed away from the tunnel and remain effective must be shown.

Point 3: "Revise the ventilation system to minimize the discharge ot the portols."
Point 4: "Modify the ventilation system ot the portals to increase dispersion."

The terms "revise" and "modify" have not been defined. Defining these terms in clear and
unambiguous language is necessary prior to accepting them as potential mitigation measures.
Evidence must be provided as to how these revisions or modifications will be effective in
bringing vehicular air pollutant emissions to below significant impact levels.

After study or analysis, if these mitigation measures prove impractical or inadequate, other
potential mitigation measures must be thoroughly vetted during the EIR/EIS process.

Sincerely,

?*%Sam Burgess /
626 Prospect Ave. #B

South Pasadena, CA. 9L030
626-447-L20s

sam b u rgess@sbcgloba l. net



!2 April2OtL

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main St., MS 16A
Los Angeles, CA. 90012

Re: Comments on Scoping (So called 7I0"Gap Closure" Project)

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to comment upon the scope of the EIR/EIS on the SR

710 Freeway Extension (sometimes erroneously referred to as the "7tO Gap Closure").

The statement below is the same as my verbal statement made on 6 April of th¡s year during
the SR-710 Conversations held at Ramona Hall in North-East Los Angeles.

"The EIR/EIS must analyze and provide justification that indeed the South 710 and North 710
Projects are separate, not inter-related and that one does not impact the other."

"A public agency is not permitted to subdivide a single project into smaller individual
subprojects in order to avoid the responsibility of considering the environmental impact of the
project as a whole". (Orinda V. Board of Supervisors (1986) 182 Cal.App.3d 1145, fI7L.l

Sincerely,

626 Prospect Ave. #B

South Pasadena, CA. 91030
626-447-7205

samburgess@sbcglobal.net
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04/15/2011 12:21 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 Freeway

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:21 PM -----

Rick NathansonRick NathansonRick NathansonRick Nathanson     
<<<<ricknathricknathricknathricknath 777777777777@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/09/2011 10:26 AM

To <Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov>, 

<SR710Conversations@metro.net>
cc

Subject 710 Freeway

April 9, 2011
 
Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans – District 7
100 South Main Street, MS 16A
Los Angeles, California 90012
 
Dear Mr. Kosinski,
 
As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our 
community, County and State.  Some of them have been good changes and others of 
them not so good.  
 
Sometimes we have worked hard to have changes made and been delighted when the 
changes went our way.  Other times we have lost the debate and learned to live with 
the results of our defeat.
 
Now we are set upon a mission, the proposed change of which is on a greater scale 
than ever before. We who live here and along the corridor of the proposed 210 Freeway 
extension, the very residents who will be most greatly affected, cannot bear the burden 
of a decision not in our favor.
 
The rumbling noise of increased traffic, the acrid fragrance of the diesel exhaust, the 
additional volume of particulates, all of which show up at our doorstep 24 hours per 
day, can only multiply in their insidious way by allowing the 210 Freeway extension to 
proceed.

Increasing the flow of traffic and of “big rigs” in particular, through the East / West 210 
Freeway corridor will seem like a death sentence to all of us who live here.  Physically, 



mentally and financially this is the wrong idea for our schools along this route, our 
communities and our State and Federal budgets, as well.   
 
I am shocked to learn that the communities of La Canada / Flintridge, La Crescenta, 
Tujunga and Sunland have not been included in the impact studies which have been 
occurring with regard to this proposed extension.  If these communities are not included 
immediately, we will have no opportunity to fairly voice our concerns, and that is just not 
fair OR American. 
 
It is my understanding that the proponents of this extension do not live here.  We do, 
you and I.  
I trust in you to lead this in the right direction.
 
Please contact me if there is some way I can be of service to you or our mission to 
curtail this extension.
 
Sincerely,

Rick Nathanson
2849 Harmony Place
La Crescenta, CA 91214

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

Rick Nathanson
Mobile:    +818 / 359-3092
Home:     +818 / 957-1701
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
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04/15/2011 12:19 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 Fwy Extension

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:19 PM -----

Rick NathansonRick NathansonRick NathansonRick Nathanson     
<<<<ricknathricknathricknathricknath 777777777777@@@@gmailgmailgmailgmail ....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/07/2011 01:03 PM

To <Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov>, 

<sr710conversations@metro.net>
cc

Subject 710 Fwy Extension

April 7, 2011

 

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans – District 7

100 South Main Street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, California 90012

 

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

 

As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our 

community, County and State.  Some of them have been good changes and others of them not so 

good.  

 

Sometimes we have worked hard to have changes made and been delighted when the changes 

went our way.  Other times we have lost the debate and learned to live with the results of our 

defeat.

 

Now we are set upon a mission, the proposed change of which is on a greater scale than ever 

before. We who live here and along the corridor of the proposed 210 Freeway extension, the very 



residents who will be most greatly affected, cannot bear the burden of a decision not in our favor.

 

The rumbling noise of increased traffic, the acrid fragrance of the diesel exhaust, the additional 

volume of particulates, all of which show up at our doorstep 24 hours per day, can only multiply 

in their insidious way by allowing the 210 Freeway extension to proceed.

Increasing the flow of traffic and of “big rigs” in particular, through the East / West 210 Freeway 

corridor will seem like a death sentence to all of us who live here.  Physically, mentally and 

financially this is the wrong idea for our schools along this route, our communities and our State 

and Federal budgets, as well.   

 

I am shocked to learn that the communities of La Canada / Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga and 

Sunland have not been included in the impact studies which have been occurring with regard to 

this proposed extension.  If these communities are not included immediately, we will have no 

opportunity to fairly voice our concerns, and that is just not fair OR American. 

 

It is my understanding that the proponents of this extension do not live here.  We do, you and I.  

I trust in you to lead this in the right direction.

 

Please contact me if there is some way I can be of service to you or our mission to curtail this 

extension.

 

Sincerely,

Rick Nathanson

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

Rick Nathanson



Mobile:    +818 / 359-3092
Home:     +818 / 957-1701
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *



RIcrc NnTHANSoN
April T,2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans - District 7

100 South Main Street, MS'164

Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski.

As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our community, County and

state. some of them have been good changes and others of them not so gooq.

Sometimes we have worked hard to have changes made and been delighteci when the changes went our way.

Other times we have lost the debate and learned to live with the results of our defeat.

Now we are set upon a mission, the proposed change of which is on a greater scale than ever before. We who
live here and along the corridor of the proposed 210 Freeway extension, the very residents who will be most
greatly affected, cannot bear the burden of a decision not in our favor.

The rumbling noise of increased traffic, the acrid fragrance of the diesel exhaust, the additional volume of
particulates, all of which show up at our doorstep 24 hours per day, can only multiply in their insidious way by

allowing the 210 Freeway extension to proceed.

lncreasing the flow of traffic and of "big rigs" in particular, through the East / West 210 Freeway corridor will seem

like a death sentence to all of us who Iive here. Physically, mentally and financially this is the wrong idea for our
schools along this route, our communities and our State and Federal budgets, as well.

I am shocked to learn that the communities of La Canada / Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga and Sunland have
not been included in the impact studies which have been occurring with regai'd to this proposed extension. lf
these communities are not included immediately, we will have no opportunity to fairly voice our concerns, and that
is just not fair OR American.

It is my understanding that the proponents of this extension do not live here. We do, you and l.

I trust in you to lead this in the right direction.

Please contact me if there is some way I can be of service to you or our mission to curtail this extension.

ît
þ{nom*o-t--

2849 Hnnn¡oNv Pucr Ln CnEscerurn, CA.
Trr: (818) 957-1701

91214



Peter Rowan
4806 Glenwood Ave
La Crescenta, CA
91214

Ron Kosinski
Deputy Director
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main St.

lns Angeles, CA 9æL2

4-4-2011

Regarding: Stop pursuing the proposed 710 tunnel

Ron Kosinski,

-The concept of the 710 tunnel extension is outdated; a modern master plan is needed for
greater l-os Angeles
-Effective rail from the ports is the better solution from both a business and

environmental standpoint. It is also a better solution for the Southern California
transportation system and the people that use it.
-The billions of dollars for the proposed tunnel would be better used funding other more

beneficial projects to help this state, plus generate better returns on investment and make

the U.S. more competitive globally,
-The same construction contractor and business could make money with other more

beneficial projects.
-The proposed tunnel would dramatically increase truck traffic and harm our children
from toxic diesel truck pollution. In particular, the 210 highway sits a few feet from at

least two high schools and would become the main truck thoroughfare north. It is well
documented that truck particulate and highway related pollution has a terrible effect on

the lungs of our youth and increases health problems for us all. Please reference Multiple
Air Toxics Exposure Study (MATES III) research and John Froines Ph.D. UCI-A
Director of Center for Occupational and Environmental Health comments in LAParent
Dec 2010.

Please stop pursuing the 710 tunnel and support other projects.

If you need support for other projects, e.g. rail, please let me know.

usinessman and Citizen of Southern California



Peter A. Orona
5472 Allan St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
March 27 ,2011

SR 71 0 Conversations/OFFICIAL SCOPING/ElR
Q U ESTIONS/COM M ENTS/CO NCERNS
ONE GATEWAY PLAZA
LOS ANGELES. CA 90012

The proposed 710 Tunnel raises serious moral questions about public/private
transportation issues. We did not choose to live near a freeway, connector
road, or tunnel. Currently, productive residents living within the Meridian
Corridor do so without any complex technologies adding to our health risks. For
children, it brings an increased risk of asthma, according to researchers at the
Keck School of Medicine of the University of Southern California. "lt's one of a
host of breathing problems that can plague teens living and learning near L.A.'s
vast network of freeways - and these problems can follow them throughout life.
With traffic cris-crossing into every corner of SoCal, few families in any part of
town are immune to the risk (LA Parent March 15,2011 lssue)
http://www. reportingonhealth.org/feliowships/projects/air-teenage-lungs-1 ."
Freeway pollution and noise increase the risk of developing asthma, cancer,
hearing loss, and stress related diseases. Those of us who live in this
neighborhood can only look fonryard to a future filled with illness.
Today there is no 710 Suface Freeway Route, Valley Blvd.-Alhambra
Connector Road, or 710 Tunnel; consequently, the risk emanating from such
concepts are zero. To all Federal, State, County, and Local governments who
profess accountability when maintaining modern commercial productivity, it is
your duty to find a balance between an individual's right to exist, and
urbanization. Anything shoft of this is a travesty to the democratic process, and
an abatement of our humanity. As elected officials, it is your responsibility in
making sure that our communities are not abused. Our communities are holding
you accountable. As honorable civil servants of our communities, we
respectfully request the following items be addressed rigorously, competently,
and judiciously.

1. What would it take to construct the southern portal between the 60
Frwy (Pomona), and the 10 Frwy (San Bernardino)? can Freeway
lnterchanges be reconfigured? lf yes, then would it be possible for the
southern portal to begin just before the 10 Frwy, Can a tunnel be
constructed to go underneath the San Bernardino Frwy?



2. In regards to Electrostatic precipitators (ESP), or Electrostatic air cleaners.
What data is there on the effectiveness of ESP/Scrubbers on ambient outside
air? Are there a list of contaminants that scrubbers will remove and a list that
the scrubbers will not remove? Which companies will be contracted to build the
ESP's? Japan uses removal technologies in high-density areas, what is going
to be done in El Sereno? What kind of containment tunnel management will be
used; "dispersion containment", or removal containment"? How many tons of
waste will a "scrubber tower" hold prior to maintenance? Can a "scrubber tower"
implode? lf a "scrubber tower" fails or is destroyed, is there a back-up system,
or replacement procedure in place? Where is the waste from the scrubber
pollution going? Can the same, or better "scrubber" technology utilized in
nuclear submarines and spacecraft be applied to710 Tunnel Scrubber Towers?
How will 710 Tunnel Environmental Authorities continuously regulate/monitor
the atmospheric conditions inside and outside the tunnel region? As scrubber
technology improves, can scrubber towers be upgraded?
3. Provide information on studies done to measure simultaneously Particulate
Matter contamination emanating at both poftals (i.e., same
weather/seasons/day/hour). How will the Air Quality Descriptor for PM 2.5 and
PM10 be articulated in relation to the 710 Tunnel? Will PM 2.5 and PM 10
oarticles be eliminated in the process of being scrubbed? What contaminants
will be left over and breathed by citizens? Where will the tunnel poftals begin?
Allen? Concord? Valley Blvd.? Del Mar? How will mitigation measures be
addressed at the poftal entrances, and tower sites when the technology to
control pollution is not proven, or does not exist? How much toxins/noxious
gases/CO2lPlVi2.5/PM10 pafticles will cars and trucks release inside the 710
Tunnel per hour? Please provide low and high estimates. Will authorities shut
down the tunnel when too many hazardous PM2.5 and PM10 particles are
detected on any given day? How much smog will the 710 Tunnel's portals, and
scrubber tcwers contribute to the local existing pollution? f:oi" example, how w'ill
this new source of smog affect the smog inversions that the communities of La
CanadalFlintridge/Tujunga experience? How many tons of air pollution will the
proposed scrubbers capture? How often will the proposed scrubbers need to be
cleaned? Provide low and high estimates.
4. How would authorities mitigate the noise pollution during the construction of
the 710 Tunnel? How will you recapture, and recycle water from any tunnel
excavation encounters? Will authorities monitor noise levels, and pollution
levels during construction? lf levels exceed allowed limits, or the community's
concern will they halt work for the day?
5, How will the Valley Blvd.-Alhambra Ave. Connector Road (part of the Low-
Multi-Build Alternatives) benefit El Sereno? Compare and contrast the efficiency
and effectiveness between the Valley Blvd.-Alhambra Ave. Connector Road, a



710 Sufface Freeway Route, and the 710Tunnel. Provide all information on
any and all environmental studies, or repofts that have been done and
completed near, and around the proposed 710 Tunnel. lndicate what efforls
have been made to províde this information to the community of El Sereno.
Provide any tangent plans that are being considered in conjunction to the 710
Tunnel in order to mitigate LA County traffic problems. For example, will a
commuter train station be constructed in El Sereno between Alhambra Ave., and
Valley Blvd.?
6. What formulas/strategies are being used to measure risk acceptability in
relation to the 710 Tunnel? Provide all information on how safety, and risk
assessments of the proposed 710 Tunnel figure into human and environmental
degradation within the affected local communities? How many additional lives
will be lost prematurely due to the 710 Tunnel pollution and traffic accidents?
What are all the cost-benefit ratios? ls the risk of implementing the 710 Tunnel
not greater than the level of pollution output currently used in modes of
transportation?
7. Provide a number estimate of traffic that will move from the beginning
southern paft of the proposed 710 Tunnel to the exit in Pasadena. The number
should include projected number of cars, commercial trucks, and other vehicles.
Will truck traffic in the tunnel be limited? What will be the vehicle capacity for
the710 Tunnel? How many cars would be able to fit within the710 Tunnel
during bumper-to-bumper traffic? Approximately, how many trucks will fit inside
the 710 Tunnel? What kind of hazardous materials will be allowed to travel
through the 710 Tunnel? For example, will commercial trucks be allowed to
carry tankers with acids and flammable liquids through the 710 Tunnel?
8. Describe the potential biohazards that both tunnel construction, and usage
bring. How is the construction company going to prevent Valley Fever from
affecting people when digging, and clearing soil debris? Will there be limited
hours of construction? What are the current local industry's hazardous
emissions around the proposed 710 Tuänel? How can these materials interact
with the new air pollution that the 710 Tunnel will bring? How will they mitigate
truck pollution during construction? For example, will pavements be used during
tunnel construction to prevent excess dust? Where will all the trucks for hauling
out debris be parked? How many trucks will be used to haul away dirt? Where
will the excavated dirt be dumped? Again, can the dift contain Valley Fever
materials? Will the train system be used to haul out construction debris? How
do authorities intend to mitigate, or address the noise problem caused by the
train during the day, and night?
9. How will the 710 Tunnel benefit the community of El Sereno? How many
scrubber towers will be located in El Sereno, and what will be their locations?
How many Construction staging areas will be located in El Sereno, and what are
the locations of the staging areas?



10. How will a fire inside the 710 Tunnel be mitigated? Where there is fire there
is smoke. How will untested scrubber towers filter all the hazardous smoke from
inside a710 Tunnel fire? Will the toxic smoke be allowed to escape through the
scrubber towers, vents, emergency exits, and portals? Should fire-fighting foam
be used to combat fire inside the tunnel? Can powerful fans be used to redirect
the smoke above ground? Will there be double jeopardy during afire? What
kind of endangerment will inhabitants above ground face during a catastrophic
fire within the 710 Tunnel? Will there be a sprinkler system installed inside the
710 Tunnel in order to mitigate fires?
11. Will homeowners who live directly over/adjacent to the 710 Tunnel have to
relinquish their mineral rights?

12. Can Caltrans buy/build two tunnel boring machines? Having the boring
machines simultaneously working at both ends could cut tunnel construction
time in half. why can't the boring machines be designed, and built by
Americans within the United States?
13. After tunnel construction and cost, how many years will it take to break
even? when will Los Angeles county start making its profits?
14. Will authorities compensate the community, and individuals for any illnesses
related to PM2.5 and PM10 particles that would have originated from the 710
Tunnel site? Will they be given health insurance, or monetary benefits?
15. Will MTA provide medical experts to begin a comprehensive health study
around the local communities that will be affected by the 710 Tunnel? Will an
unbiased environmental overseer be hired to protect, and monitor the
community's health and safety concerns during, and after construction?
16. What kind of security will merit monitoring the entire 710 Tunnel facilities?
How will terrorist concerns be addressed? What will be done to safeguard the
occupants in, and around the 710 Tunnel?
17. How much green space will be needed to offset the pollution that will be
generated by the710 Tunnel? How many fully mature trees will be needed to
absorb vehicle exhaust emanating from both the portals, and scrubber towers?
18. How much will a toll road system cost to implement, and maintain?
19. Are current modes of production changing to prevent the harmful effects of
pollution? Provide information that the Market Place will create alternative-
affordable modes of transportation, and fuels by the time the 710 Tunnel is
completed? For example, when will Fuel Cell Vehicles (FCV's) be readily
available on a mass transit scale?
20. Will the 710 Tunnel engineers learn from all the errors that previous tunnel
mishaps demonstrate? For example, people living around tunnel porlals in
Australia are suffering, and dying. The Big Dig in Boston is a fiasco. Will an
independent panel of environmental expefts review the 710 Tunnel EIR? Will a
contact telephone number for all agencies, and government officials be provided



to voice concerns and complaints during construction?
21. Logistically, would it be possible to evenly spread the amount of freight
tonnage along the Pacific Rim harbors (San Diego, Long Beach, San Pedro,
San Francisco, and Seattle). What would it take to ensure that a more efficient
and effective On Time Delivery System be implemented? Would an upgraded
of our national railway system help prevent unnecessary truck traffic through the
counties of LA/RiversideA/entura/ San Bernardino/San Luis Obispo, etc.? For
example, can the coordination of freight goods that make their way towards the
Midwest, or Northwest be dropped off at any of the nofthern bays rather than
being distributed from the ports of Los Angeles or Long Beach?

22. Are the 710 Tunnel scrubber towers, and emergency exits going to be
equidistant from each other? Indicate tower and exit locations. Can tower and
exit locations be situated where there are no existing domiciles? lf a scrubber
tower is warranted in a residential neighborhood, can a four-block radius of
green space circumscribe the scrubber tower?
23. How many people concerned about the 710 Tunnel have read ADVICE &
PLANNING by Martin H. Krieger?
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04/15/2011 12:21 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: SR-710

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:21 PM -----

<<<<lazzerfoxlazzerfoxlazzerfoxlazzerfox@@@@roadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunnerroadrunner ....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/10/2011 11:34 AM

To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject SR-710

Ron Kosinski,

I am writing this to share my comments concerning the tunnel for the extension 

of the SR-710.  I am a resident of Glassell Park and opposed to this idea in 

general.

1.  The tunnel seems to be a bad idea since Los Angeles is earthquake prone 

and the feasibility of us having a major earthquake within the next decade is 

highly likely.  We all know what happens when the earth moves and how much 

damage can happen.  Especially if people are inside the tunnel when an 

earthquake occurs.

2.  The toxicity of the fumes from the diesel trucks and gasoline vehicles 

being expelled into the atmosphere in a concentrated form.  Since there are 

reported vents this seems the gases that escape from there will be more 

concentrated than a normal above ground freeway.

3.  The additional traffic that will be created on off-ramps would just 

recreate the same problem Alhambra currently has where the SR-710 terminates 

at the north end.

4.  The real reason this is even being looked at is due to the truck traffic 

generated by the ports of Long Beach and possibly Los Angeles.  Rail seems to 

be a more logical way to go since the infrastructure is already in existence.  

Why not look at using that as the means of transportation for the port traffic 

to Kern County and regions north?

I am sure these points have been made many times before.  I am a resident and 

tax payer who is currently opposed to the SR-710 Tunnel Project.

Cordially,

Patricia Douglas
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04/15/2011 12:35 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:35 PM -----

Val MarquezVal MarquezVal MarquezVal Marquez     
<<<<concernedconcernedconcernedconcerned ____nborsnborsnborsnbors@@@@pacbellpacbellpacbellpacbell ....nnnn
etetetet>>>> 

04/14/2011 04:58 PM

Please respond to
Val Marquez 

<concerned_nbors@pacbell.ne
t>

To <sr710conversations@metro.net>

cc

Subject 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction.  Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports
No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass 
exiting the 710 west bound to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without 
stoplights that would merge with Valley Blvd - making it easier to get off the 710, 
relieving the corridor  

CONCERNED NEIGHBORS OF EL SERENO
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04/15/2011 12:35 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:35 PM -----

PAMELA MARQUEZPAMELA MARQUEZPAMELA MARQUEZPAMELA MARQUEZ     
<<<<pamandvalpamandvalpamandvalpamandval@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/14/2011 04:56 PM

To <sr710conversations@metro.net>

cc

Subject 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction.  Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports
No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass 
exiting the 710 west bound to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without 
stoplights that would merge with Valley Blvd - making it easier to get off the 710, 
relieving the corridor

  PAMELA MARQUEZ
  3118 LOWELL AVE
  LOS ANGELES, CA 90032



Odom Stamps
318 Fairview Avenue

South Pasadena, CA 91030
Tel: (626) 441-5600

April 13, 20tI

Ron Kosi nski DenrJ.r¡ l-l'i sl_rì ct Director
Ca'ì I râns - ni sLrict 1

Division of Environmental Planning
100 South Main Street, MS 164
T,ns Anocl cs - CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Re: SR 710 Comments
on "Gap Closure"
Project NOP and
Q¡nnì nn /-2¡¡¡g¡lgvvvì/r¡¡Y
úlater Pollution

It \^/as my great pleasure to have been serving on the
South Pasadena City Council when the FHWA rescinded the
Record of Decision for a surface /cut and cover gap closure
freewar¡ throll^h ^rrr Fnr.rn T har¡e mân\/ COnCefnS abOUt and¿¿vvvYq), u¡¡lvqY¡¡ ¡,rq¡¡1,

objections to the latest Caltrans proposal of full bore
tunnel, which sets out to accomplish the same thing but I
believe my City Council has prepared a thorough set of
comments about the problems with the process and approach.
Therefore I will confine myself to commenting on a major
concern not yet addressed by the Council, which is the
accel-erated fouling of the Raymond Bas j-n Aquifer, if two
50' diameter full bore tunnels are allowed to be punched
throuoh the R1,ñ^ñ^ tr'-1,r r- at a clenth of 150 to 250, Thisurrrvu\jrr urrv r\OylrtvlfU ! OUIL qu q ve¡Jurr v

is where South Pasadena draws its water and it is some of
the cl-eanest water in Greater Los Angeles
Pasadenans want it to remain that h/ay!

South

Currently the San Gabriel- ValÌey ground water basj-n is
being polluted by the NASA Jet Propulsion Laboratory
Superfund Site on the La Canada/Pasadena border. The EPA
lists it (EPA rD No. C49800013030, Site No. 0903438 ) as
having 12 soif and water contaminants including
trichl-oroethylene, tetrachlorethylene, perchlorate, and
vofatil-e organic compounds at 20 times the level of
concenLration allowed by law. Not much has been (or can be
dnncì ahnrrl its snrearj si*^^ +r-^ ^-'+^nl_ nf the nollUtlOnuvrru I qpvv u r uù ÐÈJ!vqu Jlllug LIIY çÃLçIIL \JI L.¡.IC PU

Ì^/as identified in I919.



April 13, 201, -

Ivtr Kon ÁozfnsKa
Page Two

The Upper San Gabriel Valley has been sounding the
al-arm that about its proliferation, and even South Pasadena
has detected enough VOCs in one of its wel-Is to require
blending to reduce the concentration. I belj-eve this would
be greatly exacerbated by the big dig, and the potentj-a1
for a nevü slip pathway to be created in and around the
tunnel- linings between the SG Aquifer and the Raymond
Aquifer.

I have found no nel^t water quality studies included for
any of the five zones in your "route neutraf feasibility
study". New well tests should be undertaken throughout the
170 square mil-e region and this information must be
incl-uded and analyzed to assess the impact of anything as
great as what Caltrans proposes to undertake (the "largest
tunnel- in the worfd") - especially since it could
potentially impact over 870,000 househol-ds that depend on
th'i s ernri fcr I-rrrther- orlsi de Enoi neers /'-'-^rr"i 'ì 'i ^{-^d wit.hLrrrÐ a\4ur!çr . vs J l\Lll¡d-rr-L-Lro.Lc

Caltrans, such as at regional Un j-versities Iike Cal- Tech)
should be consulted regardíng the potential for any drilled
and cased tunneJ-ing to provide a slip path for conducting
water, along the downhíll gradients whi-ch you have shown in
your schematic design sections.

Stamps
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04/15/2011 12:29 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:29 PM -----

<<<<mamamama3333coopcoopcoopcoop@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/13/2011 11:19 PM To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject

     Hello, my name is Mary Cooper and I have lived in my beautiful home for 25 amazing years now and 
my daughter Alexandria for 21.  Throughout these fantastic years my daughter and I  have come to 
develop some wonderful relationships with my neighbors who bring an element of warmth and security as 
we all make a from the heart effort to look out for each other and each others homes. However, I have 
also been under the impression  for a large part of those 25 years that we would have an opportunity to 
purchase these homes.  In short, this neighborhood has been so great to my family and I that it holds 
tremendous sentimental value and offers such unique character.  I have listed below some alternative 
suggestion concerning the connection between the 710 to the 210 fwy which further jeopardizes or 
perhaps eliminates the opportunity of that purchase ever becoming a reality that I hope for so badly.

     This connection can be created by using the Hellman Ave. off ramp, increase public transportation, 
complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 via the tunnel at Arroyo Parkway.
Add two lanes to the 710 entering the 10 fwy in each direction. 

     Please review and take into consideration my suggestions it means a great deal to my family and I.



q2
April7,2011

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr Kosinski:

I am writing to protest the extension of the 710 Freeway to connect to the 210 Freeway.
It seems obvious that the people on record in favor of that extension are, for the most
part, those who would directly benefit financially from that project. The .No 710 Action
Committee" is representing those of us who strongly believe that such an extension
would compromise the environment even further by adding more trucks and other traffic
to the 210 Freeway. On any given day, trucks dominate an already very busy freeway
causing air pollution through additional particulate matter, extensive damage to the
roads, and increasing the number and severity of traffic accidents. The last thing that is
needed is to do anything that would increase those already enormous problems.

I have lived in La Canada for 39 years and have personally observed the complications
caused ever since the 15 Freeway connected to the 210. I urge you to abandon any
project that would connect the 710 with the 210 and increase the health and safety
factors, as well as the road damage, even more extensively.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

La Canada, CA 91011

Marjori . Hanna
1045 El Vago St.



ilargc Planc

9 Aprilzoro

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7
roo 5. Main Street
Los Angeles, CA goolz

Re: 7ro Freeway extension

Dear Mr. Kosinskí:

I g_reatly appreciate the outreach Metro is conducting in neighborhoods that may be
affected by an extension of the 7ro Freeway.

I live in Glassell Park, where the z Freeway meets the 5 Freeway. We are nowhere near
the 7ro Freeway, and a good distance from the zro.

Drivers who use the 7ro to go to or from central Los Angeles, can already access the
and a tunnel that would connect the 7ro to

; existing connector route. Drivers who use
F the city, or Pasadena and points along the
5 freeway connector--would not suddenly
rte destination is a good idea; they will

continue to use surface streets to get to the zro,

I appreciate that the people who live in Alhambra, Pasadena and South Pasadena don't
want construction and/or freeway traffic in their neighborhoods; however, ¡f the Vo is
to be connected, it only makes se-nse to do it directlyto the other "stubo that ends just
south of the zro.

A"connecting" t-unnel through Glassell Park might be the cheapest option, but it isn't
an efficient or effective solution to the needs of <ommuters who use the 7ro.

I hope you will consider my comments when making your decision.

Thank you,

l"vbH
M#ge Piane
Glassell Park resident since 1987

226v tlo¡s Au / los AngelG¡r Ca 900ó5 / 3z?-ns5-l5¡763 /mpianc@aol.com
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04/15/2011 12:37 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 Scoping Study

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:37 PM -----

Julia HastingsJulia HastingsJulia HastingsJulia Hastings     
<<<<jahastingsjahastingsjahastingsjahastings@@@@attattattatt....netnetnetnet>>>> 

04/14/2011 10:07 PM

To <Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject 710 Scoping Study

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Although Caltrans is doggedly pursuing an obsolete "710 Gap Closure"  

scheme, it is not too late for you to step back and consider more  

viable, technologically sound, and environmentally solid ways to move  

freight and people from the Port of Long Beach through the L.A. Basin.

Mr. Kosinski, we urge you to look at options that would not worsen  

pollution, noise, public health and safety and traffic congestion  

while eating up billions in taxpayer dollars and leading to endless  

class actions lawsuits.

We challenge you to give as much attention and spend as much time and  

money scoping light rail transit, freight rail corridors, and outlying  

freight distribution centers as you have given to the outmoded "Gap  

Closure" model.

We ask that you do not let the shipping and trucking unions dictate  

our region's future -- they care only about prolonging one mode of  

transport: rubber tires on asphalt.

Show some vision.   Drop this dinosaur of a plan, follow Governor  

Brown's lead and shift your thinking to a modern environmental  

paradigm which will help catapult L.A. to the forefront of  

transportation planning.

Do that, and Caltrans will be thought of as transportation innovators  

and pioneers.

But pursue a behemoth tunnel designed solely to service battalions of  

gas-guzzling, polluting big-rigs, and you will be seen as backward  

thinkers who would rather shill for the unions than make California  

safer, cleaner, and better for future generations.

Sincerely,

Lew and Julia Hastings

4855 Grand Avenue

La Canada-Flintridge, CA 91011 

      



April 1 1,2011

Ron Kosinski
Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main street, MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: SR-710 Environmental lmpact ReporU Scoping Request of May,2011

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

The scoping reporl and EIR/EIS must and does not include the cumulative impact of the
related rvidening of the southern portion of the l-710. The omission of such a cumulative
study and project definition constitutes unreasonable segmentation.

The scoping report and EIR/EIS must and does not contain an explanation of the need
for and benefits of this project.

The scoping report and EIR/ElS must fully study the no-build and low-build/multi-mode
options as the environmentally superior alternatives.

The scoping report and EIR/ElS must and does not include the alternative to transfer
container cargo to the railways instead of trucks.

The scoping report and EIR/EIS must and does not provide an integrated land use and
transportation system design.

es not include the environmenta ly super or
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GRID - Gabriel River Infrastructure Development

A Major Problem is on the Horizon for Southern California. The Panama Canal is being widened to
allow passage of large container ships. The Canal widening project is scheduled for completion in
August, 2014. Once the wider canal is open, container ships from the Far East will have passage to US

ports on the east coast. Significant revenue and jobs related to moving freight through the Ports of Los

Angeles and Long Beach, the Union Paciflc Railroad (UP), and the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad
(BNSF) will leave Southern California unless there is a significant improvement in the Ports' efficiency and

cost competitiveness. Both UP and BNSF have planned upgrades to their container transfer facilities for
a combined $18, and the Ports have $1 .58 in planned upgrades as well, but these are limited efficiency

improvements that will not result in lower pollution levels. None of these projects reduce the excessive
operating costs and labor inefficiency of container handling in the "golden mile" from cargo ship to Port
gate. Each of these upgrade projects is being fought by environmental groups concerned about negative
public health impacts, including increased smog, greenhouse gases, freeway truck traffic congestion,
water pollution from construction and highway runoff and wildlife habitat disruption.

Living Conditions will Dramatically Decline for Citizens Living Along lH-710. ln an effort to improve
local freight movement to and from the Ports, Caltrans has proposed widening the southern part of the l-
710 at an estimated cost of $6.88. This project would require destruction of numerous homes and private

properties to secure the proposed expanded right of way. Caltrans has also proposed building a toll

tunnel in the San Gabriel Valley to extend the northern terminus of the 710 to the l-210. Cost estimates

for tunnel construction have ranged from $38 - $148. Both of these projects will increase local pollution

levels and are strongly opposed by environmental groups, with active litigation.

GRID is a solution that merges economic imperatives

with environmental concerns.

Streamline Ship-to-Rail Operations at the Ports. The "Superdock Container Facility" (SCF) converts

otherwise unused space under current shipping cranes into a computerized storage facility for empty and

loaded containers. Containers are moved to
and from ships directly into the superdock. Full-

length trains drive under or adjacent to the SCF

to be loaded or unloaded within the Port, so

there is no intermediate shuffling of containers
to off-site container transfer facilities where
currently trains are assembled for transport
beyond Southern California. Use of the SCF
could reduce unloading and reloading time for
cross-country trains from 36 to less than 2
hours, at a much lower total cost than today's
oort facilities.

Use Underground Pipeline for Electric Cargo
Trains. To ootimize movement of containers to
and from Southern California and minimize Ihe Superdock Container Facility (SCF) consolidates ship to train loading for

both Ports in one emission-free terminal.

2of4



GRID - Gabriel River Infrastructure Development

pollution, an underground, powered rail "container conveyor'' freight pipeline is proposed to run from the

SCF to inland rail hubs connected to existing warehousing and trans-loading lots in the lnland Empire,

central California and beyond. This pipeline would move containers using clean electricity, drastically

reducing diesel fume emissions and freeing up large sections of currently truck-bound highway for

commuler use.

Embed Power and Water Transmission along the Freight Pipeline. The San Gabriel River bed is the

ideal right-of-way location for an unobstructed "container conveyoi' freight pipeline. Excavation of the river

concurrently provides the opportunity for underground installation of electrical conduit so that the urban

blight of high-voltage transmission towers are dismantled and removed. The thousands of acres currently

occupied by power line rights-of-way will be made available for massive urban renewal. Pipelines could be

included to carry desalinated water and for mitigation of storm water runoff that currently causes

downstream oollution and waste.

Create an tJrban Greenbelt lnterspersed with Environmentally SustaÍnable Neíghborhood
Ctusters. Following pipeline construction, the San Gabriel River can be rehabilitated to restore and

protect the watershed naturally. Ecologically sustainable, transit-oriented higher-density villages will be

connected by a greenbelt of walkways, bikeways, parks and sustainable aquifers. Clustered, affordable

housing with pedestrian-friendly streets creates livable neighborhoods, reduces dependence on the

automobile, lowers infrastructure cost and allows for aesthetically pleasing, protected open spaces.

Commuter light rail connecting the six existing easVwest Metrolink, light rail and Amtrak lines will

Infrastnrcture Derzelopment GRID

ocToBER I I th 2010 -

"What we need is a
smart system of
infrastructure equal
to the needs of the
2l't century.
A system that encourages
sustainable com m unities
with easier access to our
jobs, to our schools and
to our homes.

A system that decreases
travel time and increases
mobility. A system that
cuts congestion and ups
productivity. A system
that reduces harmful
emissions over time and
creates jobs right now".

President Barack Obama

Sénding €argo Underground
Via Pifeltne Cago Rail System

CrtdingThe Nation's
FiretCarFree Linear
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GRID - Gabriel River Infrastructure Development

dramatically increase mobility and reduce the need for trips to the downtown Union Station merely for
interconnection.

Together,Ihese Projects are GRID, the Gabriel River Infrastructure Development. GRID will slash
diesel emissions and substantially relieve highway congestion. Construction of GRID will not block or
hinder any existing traffic routes. GRID will save port and transportation jobs that would otherwise be lost
to Panama and Mexico while and creating thousands of new opportunities. Approval of GRID will obviate
the need for each railroad's independent new container transfer facilities, several Ports upgrades, the
widening of southern l-710 and a tunnel for the northern SR-710. The $158 to $238 estimated cost for
those projects can be applied as funding for a Public Private Partnership for GRID. Total cost for GRID is
as economically feasible as existing proposals that simply expand and exacerbate the problems they
attempt to resolve. Nearly all aspects of GRID can be domestically engineered, manufactured and
fabricated so that GRID would provide hundreds of thousands of jobs to California other of our nation's
states.

For additional information on GRID contact David Alba, Project Systems Designer, at (626) 513-3650 or
davidalba 1 @qmail.com.
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April 8, 2011

Mr. Ron Kosinski
Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7
100. S. Main Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Proposed 710 tunnel andLaCanada

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

RD

I am writing to express my great concern over several aspects of the proposed 710 tunnel
and the its possible negative effects on the city where my family resides, LaCanada. These are
my serious concerns:

1.) Increased Traffic. Truck and car traffic would overwhelm the2l0 that runs through La
Canada, and it is already overwhelming. Since the extension of the 210 freeway a few years ago,
LaCanada has seen an extraordinary increase in car andtruck traffic, so much so that it is now
extremely diffrcult and dangerous to exit through the right lane into LaCanadawhen coming
from either direction on the 210. There is simply a wall of trucks. The sound of this increased
traffic has increased exponentially and we in LaCanadalive with a constant roar of the freeways.

2.) Increased Particulate Matter from Increased Traffic. Our town has several schools which
are constructed right up against the highway. We already worry about the amount of particulate
matter and exhaust our children are exposed to, and we are very concemed for their health if a
signihcant increase in traff,rc results from the 710 tunnel.

I ask you to please listen to the people of La Canada and the other cities which would be
negatively impacted by the construction of this tunnel. I am very much against this drastic
proposal.

Yours trulv.

rtlør/fuzz'--...--
Judy Baldwin
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SR-710 Conversations - A Series of Informati

WEDI{ESDAY MARCH 30, 2011

Ê
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Please drop comments in the Comment Box or:
Mail to: Ron Kosinski,

Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7

100 S Main St
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Comments related to topics covered in Series 1, Series 2, and Series 3 meetings þlease print):
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04/15/2011 12:36 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Scoping Comment

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:36 PM -----

<<<<joannenojoannenojoannenojoanneno 710710710710@@@@aolaolaolaol....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/14/2011 09:18 PM To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject Scoping Comment

4/14/11

Ron Kosinski, Caltans Deputy Director Environmental

RE:  710 Gap Closure EIR/EIS Scoping Comments

The 710 freeway controversy is the longest running freeway fight, involving the most historic properties in 
the country. For more than 60 years (first proposed in the 30's) the City of South Pasadena has officially 
been opposed to the freeway with their first opposition resolution passed in 1949.

I'm sure you will be receiving many letters commenting on this extremely complex, multi layered issue.  My 
letter will focus on perceived and actual support for the project.

For many years, a small group of freeway proponents, through illusion, have created the perception that 
there was tremendous support for the freeway.  But, this perception is not reality.

In the last 20 years, there has been only one official public hearing for the California Transportation 
Commission (CTC) in September of 1993.  The following data as to the numbers for an against the 
freeway was obtained from Caltrans, the lead agency. This is actual real, factual data as opposed to 
fantasy, creative statements from a public relations consultant or a politician.

WRITTEN RESPONSES

1401 total    2 to 1 against

ORAL RESPONSES

204 total   5 to 1 opposed    (these citizens actually took the time to come to come to the hearing express 
their views)

These numbers show the depth of the opposition from the citizens/stakeholders who live in the 710 
corridor and will be affected negatively by the project.

At the beginning of the 710 Conversations and continuing into the pre-Scoping and Scoping meetings, the 
public had been asked to express their opinion on the 710 Gap Closure.  We were asked to say what we 
wanted and didn't want as far as the project.  



The people have been very loud and clear and have said "NO" to any freeway, toll way, tunnel and yes to 
any type to of multi mode, non-freeway alternative now and in the past.

It is time, after 70 years to end this controversy once and for all.  A freeway is not he answer...it will not 
solve the problem but a multi mode alternative will.

Thank you for your time and we hope that this time, through this process, we can actually end this fight

Joanne Nuckols
1531 Ramona Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030

626 799-1014
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04/15/2011 12:24 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 Freeway Completion

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:25 PM -----

James PriceJames PriceJames PriceJames Price     
<<<<pingomingopingomingopingomingopingomingo@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/12/2011 05:12 PM

To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject 710 Freeway Completion

Mr. Kosinski,

Nothing has been offered that can be seen as a legitimate reason for postponing the completion of the  
710 Freeway.

For the sake of the people of Alhambra, South Pasadena, Pasadena, and other affected communities, I 
would urge the powers that be to resume construction of the 710/210 connection. This project has been 
held up, for no good reason, for quite a long time.  Detractors have found no legitimate potential for 
detrimental impact.  Noise?  We all must put up with noise in the 21st Century.  We need this freeway 
connection.

Jim Price
Pasadena



RonRonRonRon    
KosinskiKosinskiKosinskiKosinski ////DDDD07070707////CaltransCaltransCaltransCaltrans ////CAGoCAGoCAGoCAGo
vvvv 

04/15/2011 12:19 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Proposed tunnel routes for the extension of the  710 

freeway.

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:19 PM -----

Jim and Susan StaufferJim and Susan StaufferJim and Susan StaufferJim and Susan Stauffer     
<<<<stauffstauffstauffstauff3000300030003000@@@@yahooyahooyahooyahoo....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/07/2011 12:29 PM

To <Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject Proposed tunnel routes for the extension of the  710 freeway.

Dear Mr.Kosinski.

I am a La Canada Flintridge resident who will be negatively impacted by the completion of the proposed 
tunnels to extend the 710 freeway.  La Canada has already been impacted severely by the connection of the 
210 freeway to the 15 which has routed more and more large trucks onto the 210 heading both east and west.  
The increased freeway noise is ruining our community as well as the increased toxic levels from exhaust 
fumes.  If the 710 extension tunnels are completed,  this will increase the heavy traffic onto the 210 through La 
Canada and further the environmental impact on the community.

 

I would like to see a "hot spot analysis" for La Canada Flintridge area which houses some 23,000 residents, 
three schools, two of which are located close to the 210 freeway; a hospital located at the junction of the 2 
freeway and the 210 freeway, two parks with playgrounds located near the 210 freeway (one is located on top 
of the freeway tunnel) and numerous hiking and horseback riding trails that crisscross the community adjacent 
to the 210 freeway which runs literally through the center of the community. All of these are "sensitive receptor 
community sites" that will be adversely affected by increase pollution from increased traffic on the 210 freeway 
in both west and east direction.   In fact, The Los Angeles Times published an article referencing the serious 
health issues resulting from pollution that raised awareness and is cause for great concern.



Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director /-tlL
Division of Environmental Planning
Taltransm District 7
100 S, Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

March l5.20II

We have been informed that the proposed extension of the 710 freeway may require a tunnel 3 to
4 miles long. The following is a list of concerns and a recommendation. I would appreciate this
being taken into consideration

Summary of Concerns:

TFuck inspections would result in greater congestion than we now experience:
The tunnel will be a prime target for a terrorist. Cell Phones would have to be restricted. In
addition the tunnel would be vulnerable to fire. The Holland Tunnel (2.6 miles long) in New
Jersey/New York requires restrictions on both the size of the trucks and the materials they
carry(noflammablematerials).In]949,a@causedenorTnouS
damage to'the south tube of the tunnel. Although no one was killed, thefire resulted in 66
ínjui:ibs. As a result, thetPort Authority a.dopted a strict series of rules on thè transportation
of hazardous materials within the tunnel.

Safety of life/Liabilities:
If a vehicle caught fire in the tunnel, and it was during rush hour, it would be impossible for
emergency crews to respond in time before the oxygen in the tunnel was depleted resulting in
fatalities

As was the case in the Mont Blanc 1999 frre, Public officials, Cal Trans, as well as those
professional persons involved in recommending, as well as approving this tunnel venture,
would be liable and subject to manslaughter charges. As was the case in the Mont Blanc
Tunnel Fire. when 39 people died. -4 Belgian tansport truck carrying flpur- and margarine
caughtfire in the tunnel.

Federal Employee Safety requirements:
In that many of the truck drivers would be employees of a company, OSHA approval would
be required before any employee would be required to use this tunnel.

Recommendation:
Due to both the hazards and truck restrictions, it is recommended that there be a rail system for
trucks/containers. In addition, One Way streets with traffic flow control stop lights, such as is
done in Denver, to move traffic through to the connecting freeways. This would be restricted to
single axel trucks with in state license plates only. Of course light passenger rail connecting to
the the'current rail system would further enhance'the quality of life in the area.



RonRonRonRon    
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04/15/2011 12:28 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 traffic mitigation alternative

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:29 PM -----

Jennifer PerezJennifer PerezJennifer PerezJennifer Perez     
<<<<jenniferjenniferjenniferjennifer 1069106910691069@@@@sbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobal ....netnetnetnet
>>>> 

04/13/2011 09:33 PM

To <sr710conversation@metro.net>, 

<ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>
cc

Subject 710 traffic mitigation alternative

Hello,

 

I am opposed to connecting the 710 and the 210 freeway. I think that we can improve traffice 

congestion by having signal synchronization it is a cost-effective way to increase street and road 

capacity without major new construction. Orange County Transportation Authority, in partnership 

with California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), had success. Why not Alhambra?

 

Sincerely,

Jennifer Perez



Mr. Ron Kosinski
Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main St.

Los Angeles, CA 90012

April 8,2011

Mr. Kosinski:

As a resident of the city of La Canada Flintridge, I believe that I am a stakeholder in the

upcoming look at the 710 extension project. I was not able to attend the meeting that was held in
LaCanadaFlintridge earlier this week so I am writing to ask that you provide me with answers

to the following very important issues that I believe should be evalu¿ted during this time.

First, as a parent who has children at Flintridge Preparatory, I am well aware of the freeway in its
current state. 'We pick up and drop offour children right under the 210. The impacts of the

freeway are easy to see. Soot, grime and the accompanying pollution must have an impact on

these children. It is easy to see why the State has built up laws to keep schools and new

freeways a certain distance apart. Given the potential to expand traffic (some reports are

absolutely stunning!), I would like to know how you plan to address keeping the children from
being exposed to even more harrnful polluted air.

Flintridge Prep is not in a unique situation. One look and anyone can tell you, this is a special

place. St. Bedes. St. Francis. La Canada High School. All are within a stone's throw from each

other. All future generations of children who will be attending these schools need to have their
rights to healthy air quality addressed. After all, school is not an "option". Children are required

to spend many hours of their day on campus. Expanding traffic through this sensitive zone is

akin to building an additional freeway through this area.

People also should understand when traffic is going to be most impacted. If those hours overlap

with school days, then this project should be dropped immediately. If there are ways to shift
hours to evenings, how much would that cost? Harming our children because of our inability to
think creatively is a sad excuse. I believe that the public deserves more scrutiny and analysis

than has been provided thus far.

Second, I would also like to know what other methods have been evaluated. Has Caltrans shown

potential future leadership by looking into alternative methods of transportation? Currently
trucks are the'þreferred" method of delivery, but how much is that truly costing our society?

Can Caltrans actually quantiff the cost of truck delivery vs rail delivery on a societal basis?

Traffic, air pollution, destruction of our infrastructure. In my opinion, trucks have many other



costs ¿rssociated with them that are not being accounted for in your analysis. I would like to

understand the magnitude of those costs and a more 66fäir" comparison before we simply go with
the standard answer, that what we are doing today is what we are going to be doing tomorrow.

To accomplish this, Caltrans should first determine how much it would save our commuters if
trucks were not allowed on the road during rush hour (or paid more to do so?). V/ouldn't
evening pickup and dropoffbe a simple solution that would help alleviate traffrc accidents and

congestion? Today's ânswer is probably cost, but I would atgue that current fees being charged

this industry are out of line with the true cost to society. I would like to see an analysis done on

nighttime delivery vs daytime delivery so that perhaps trucks using a freeway during rush hour

are charged a multþle of those using it during the evening hours.

Finally, given the budget situation, I am actually stunned that your entity would even be

approaching this subject in today's world. We have so many serious issues that need to be

addressed. I found the spending of monies to put traffic lights on our on-ramps to be biza¡re, but
this project may take the cake. I see many similarities between this project and the Big Dig in
Boston. That project, as you are probably aware, came nowhere close to its initial estimates. I
would like to Caltrans to address the similarities and the potential risks we have for overshooting
the current budget estimates. In all frankness, it is shocking and almost perverse for us to be

undertaking such a project when the roads are in the condition that they are and the budgets are

in the condition that they are. I believe a comparison and analysis ofjust how much this project

is really going to cost us is also of great importance.

I look forward to yow response to these three issues.

Best,



GRIFOTS
Grifols, lnc.
2410 Lillyvale Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90032
Tel: (323) 225-2221
www.grifols.com

March 31,2011

Ron Kosinski L#.,
Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 South Main Street, MS 164
Los Angeles, California 90012

RE: The Caltrans Env¡ronmental lmpact Report / Environmental lmpact
Statement for the l-710 Gap Closure Project Must lnclude the Likely
lmpacts at Grifols' Biologics Production Facility on Valley Boulevard

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

Grifols owns and operates a major biologics production facility at the Northern
terminus of 1710 and Valley Boulevard. At this facility Grifols produces life-
saving biologic therapies manufactured from donations of human plasma that are
used to treat chronically ill patient populations worldwide. Because of the
complex and environmentally sensitive processes employed at the Valley
Boulevard facility, the Caltrans EIR/EIS for the l-710 gap closure project must
consider the potential impact on Grifols' operations.

Grifols is one of the leading plasma therapy producers worldwide and is one of
only five producers that supply US patients. Even temporary or unscheduled
interruptions of Grifols' operations could have significant adverse public health
consequences. Patients who use Grifols' products often suffer from chronic, life-
threatening conditions that require life-long treatment. Some of the conditions
that Grifols' products treat include bleeding disorders such as hemophilia,
primary immune deficiency diseases, shock, trauma and burns. Without regular
treatment, many of these patients would suffer needlessly and die prematurely.

The lengthy and complex process of producing plasma therapies involves many
high-tech, environmentally sensitive processes. lndividuals who enter the
production environment are required to wear specialized outer garments and
follow a strict protocol for cleaning and gowning to avoid any possible
contamination of the products. The production environment is continuously
monitored for a wide aïay of pathogens and contaminants to ensure the purity of
the therapies. Even small air leaks or other external exposures could jeopardize
the product integrity and potentially endanger patient health.



Grifols lnc. March 31,2011
Page 2 o1 2

The careful production of these delicate biologic therapies could be severely
impacted by the dust, debris and vibration typically associated with a major
construction project such as the l-710 gap closure project. Of particular concern
is the likely spread of contaminants via air, vehicular traffic and pedestrians
resulting from large-scale earth excavation, Given the fact that some of the
current plans include a tunnel access point to be located at the foot of the Grifols
facility, the disruption caused by such a construction project would likely last for
several years, A construction project such as this must be carefully considered
and implemented to avoid compromising product integrity or disrupting product
supply.

Grifols is perhaps one of the largest business entities in the proposed impact
zone. More than 600 people are employed at the Valley Boulevard location and
in the past eight years, Grifols has invested hundreds of millions of dollars in the
construction of new facilities and substantial upgrades to existing facilities. As a
consequence, it is imperative that the potential impact of the l-710 gap closure
project on Grifols' operations be fully studied and considered. lt is worth noting
that the availability of the plasma therapies like those that Grifols produces, is a
matter of significant public health and has been the subject of intense scrutiny
from Federal regulators and members of the US Congress.

We look fonrvard to maintaining an ongoing dialogue with you and your office
about the potential impacts of the proposed l-710 gap closure project. ln the
interim, please let us know what steps to take to ensure that environmental
impacts on our facility are included in the scope of the EIR/EIS.

Best regards,

Greg Rich
President and CEO
Grifols lnc.

Willie Zunig
President and C
Grifols Biologicals lnc.
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Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning

CalTrans District 7
100 South Main Street Mail Stop 16A

Los Angeles, CA 900L2

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE: SUPPORT FOR THE 71ON GAP CLOSURE PROJECT AND COMMENTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL

REVIEW

This writing is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 710N Gap Closure project.

We support a tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide

freeway system at lnterstate21.0. lt is imperative this connection be completed NOW'

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

- The Gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years creating much confusion for

drivers; let's fix thisl The EIR should show how allfreeways and major roads in the

area in four directions will benefit from the closing of the gap.

- Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas

suffering from adverse health impacts will be relieved; the EIR should demonstrate

both of these aspects to show actual project benefits'
- Our commutes will be easier and take less time to go to work and come home; the

EIR should take into account how closing the gap improves the quality of life for
many people.

- Jobs will be created during these tough economic times; the EIR should detail how

the project helps our economy in creating jobs and in other ways such as the benefit

to the tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles will actually be able to

reach their destination when using the 71ON freeway instead of being routed off
through local communities.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed. Remember we voted, along

with 2/3 of all Los Angeles County voters, for Measure "R" that calls for the 710N Freeway to be

completed.

We cannot wait another 40 years for this project to become a reality.

303 W. Linda Vista Ave., #I7
Alhambra, CA 91801



SR-710 Conversations - A Series of Information Meetings

'Wednesduy, March 16, 20ll
IIdw¿¡rd Neil-I,

ø

NAME:

eivecl

ADDRESS. 
LL)5 Loonard Avo, CITy: Per sadenzr , zlP: 9 LL}T '

REPRESENTING:

Please drop comments in the Com ox or:
Mail to: Ron Kosinski,

Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7

100 S Main St
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Comments related to topics covered in Series 1, Series 2, and Series 3 meetings (please print):

I rnovad to Alh¿rrnbr¿r in L930" I have $een it grow ovor the

yL)ar$. I bt>ught rny ¿rperrtrnent on G¿¡rfieId, lllh¿rrnbr¿¡ in L97L.

After the 7LO Freowtry was oponed to Va.[Iey BLvd. the following

streets h¿¡ve been conges;ted by tr¿rffic: Frernr>nt, Atlantic ¿tnd

Garfi eId.

e

street red curb. AIso hezrvy tr¿rffic baclcs up between the ht>urs of

three and $even porrr My ton¿rnts czlnni>t get of rny drivewøry or rislc
over, pleÉr$u.

Note: Comments specifically for scoping will be accepted into the official administrative record
until April 14,2011.

Metro fir filttfüñlft



their l-ives fighting tr¿rffic.

Át one tilno f h¿rd Alharnbr¿r city place et tr¿riJ-er with the

speed on it. The police h¿tnded out a nulnber of tickets' but never

repea.ted it.
Also I h¿rve troubl-o renting tny ziparttnents" In order ttl rent I

arn $9OO a rnonth under the going rzrte, which is big loss'

This eongestion hurts more peopte in AJ-hambra th¿¡"n running the

freeway through South P¿rs¿tden¿r. Why couj-d not the freewzty be

extended to Huntington Drive? This would itnprovo Alharnbrer' and let

fiouth P¿rsaden¿r s<lJ-ve¡ the probletnl

I ¿rm am ¿Ìn older citizen ¿rnd feel th¿rt I probzrb.l-y wil-I never

$ee this probletn solved.

eJtb*/ (f¿,q¿,il¿e



MONY THE
MONY
GROUP

M0l{Y [ife lnsurance Company

811 North Bushnell

Alhambra, CA 91801

www.m0ny c0m

626 289 8450

626 281 2265 Fax

Don R. Keenan
Financial Professional

CA Lic. # 01 66437

April 1l,20ll

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7

100 South Main Street, Mail Stopl6A
Los Angeles, Californi a 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

Regarding support for the 710 Gap Closure, we support the 710 extension to the 210
freeway. It is my belief that you and your people have many facts and your final
recommendation will be the best for all concemed. In this letter I have included the four-
way test that Rotary International has found will help in making the correct decisions.

1. Is it the truth?
2. Is it fair to all concemed?
3. Will it build goodwill and better friendships?
4. V/ill it be beneficial to all concerned?

As a voter in the San Gabriel Valley living in Alhambra since the third grade ln 1946,it
appeats to me that the courts decision of the week regards the 710 extension to the 210
should be on its way to completion.

We have lived in our present home on North Bushnell Ave. in North Alhambra for 47
years. The street is composed of single family dwellings with a few duplexes and
triplexes mixed in. Each day, Monday through Friday from 4:00P.M. to 6:30P.M., it
becomes a7l0 extension because people drive to the end of the 710 on Valley Blvd., then
turn right on Valley to Marengo, then left to Alhambra Road and turn north on Bushnell
Ave. (our street) The drivers are headed for Huntington Dr. a block north on our street.
On the way up, they forget this is a residential street and proceed at very fast speeds just
as if its part of the 710. In the past animals have been killed, but to this point, no
children. However, it's just like an earthquake, it will happen, it's just a matter of when.
In the big picture, this is life but may be unnecessary. How many other streets in our city
are facing the same problem?

Registered Representative, Securities are offered by MONY Securities Corporation, Member NASD, SIPC, 1740 Broadway, New York, NY ']0019,

8007360166 M0NYLifelnsuranceCompanyandM0NYSecuritiesCorporationaremembersofThelVlONYGroup



It appears it's time for our leaders to make a decision as over 40 years seems time to
move on. A relatively small group of people have been stalemating this too long and its
time to do it!

Like ow families, the kids can complain and jump up and down to get their way, but in
the end Mom and Dad have to decide what is best. It's now time for our leaders to get it
done.

Thank you so very much for taking the time to read this letter.

Sincerely,

Don and Ma¡ilvn Keenan and Familv

















April 11,20L1
To: Mr. Ron Kosinski

Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7 100 S. Main St.

Los Angeles, CA 900L2

From: Mr. David Alba

Project Designer GRID Project
davidalbaL@email.com
TEL (626)s13-36s0

RE: Submission of Demand for Study Involving The Gabriel River lnfrastructure Development (GRID)

for Consideration as an Environmentally Superior Alternative to the Current Proposal of the Gap
Closure lnvolving the 710 Freeway and for lnclusion within the EIR/ElS process.

Dear Sir,

The GRID Project is a regional solution to urban transportation being brought forward as an alternative
solution directly obviating the need for the proposed tunnel project currently under consideration.
Additionally, the GRID Project seeks to serve as an alternative to; L) the need for widening the 7L0
freeway corridor from the Southern California Trade Gateway; 2) both lntermodal Container Transfer
Facilities currently proposed by the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific Railroads; and 3)

additional port expansion projects involving container terminal and on dock facility developments at
both Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach.

It is our position that all six of the above mentioned projects are linked by the necessity of expanding

capacity of goods movement through the ports. We anticipate that Metro's position is that goods

movement and the 710 Tunnel are not linked. This point of contention should not immediately dismiss
our demand for consideration. THE PROBLEM is freeway auto and truck traffic congestion throughout
the entire overburdened regional freeway system network in the East Basin of Los Angeles County,
regardless of the source and destination of that traffic.

GRID seeks to find a solution different from the 7tO gap closure approach and freeway expansion
projects like it. To facilitate continued freeway traffic by creating yet another arterial connection is akin

to a bypass operation for a morbidly obese heart disease patient. These procedures continue to enable
and facilitate the patient to continue eating double bacon cheese burgers and drink sodas by the liter
(more cars more trucks) so as to find himself in the same life-threatening condition literally within
months of the procedure being completed. ln this case, we are essentially healing the obese patient by

adding yet another hole to his belt. His quality of life is not improved by these methods.

GRID seeks to put the entire region's freeway network on both a diet and on an aspirin regimen to
greatly reduce the high traffic circulation pressure throughout the regional freeway networks from the
ports through the entire Southern California basin, including Los Angeles, Riverside, and Orange
Counties. GRID goes further to exercise the population's transportation habits by using new modes and
methods of 21" century mobility to improve the quality of life for these commuters in the form of
comfort, efficiency, and thrifty cost savings to their personal and family budgets.

The central focus of GRID in relation to impacting freeway traffic begins with port modernization. GRID

proposes that millions of trucks currently delivering containers to and from the ports via the funneling

llPage



7L0 freeway could be delivered by an electrified rail platform connecting both ports of Los Angeles and
Long Beach to the lnland Empire without clogging any freeway surface whatsoever. Furthermore, port
modernization would continue to eliminate several million additional short-haul truck deliveries to and
from the inland lntermodal Container Transfer Facilities (lCTFs) in the City of Commerce, again via the
710 freeway.

GRID seeks to utilize rights of way at or adjacent to the San Gabriel River corridor using freight pipeline
technology. Moving the Ports' freight containers underground forever eliminates the coexistence of
humans above ground with those containers and the vehicles used to carry them. This change will
create tremendous improvements in quality of life, including: 1) reduced physical dangers associated
with the proximity of cars to tractor-trailers; 2) reduced noise of vehicles moving freight; 3) significantly
reduced truck traffic impact and wearing on freeway surfaces; 4) significantly improved air quality by
removing the diesel fumes of more than 200 million truck-miles per year; and 5) reduced national
dependence upon imported oil because the container freight pipeline will run on domestically-produced
electricity.

Also included in GRID is the development of a mass transit line from the San Gabriel Mountain foothill
cities of Azusa and lrwindale/lH-210 to the Pacific shores at Seal Beach. The commuter line is to be
installed in the same rights of way as the freight pipeline on or adjacent to both the San Gabriel River
and the 605 freeway. Like the 710 Freeway, the 605 is a north to south freeway. lt is a most critical
freeway artery bisecting the entire east basin of Los Angeles County. The 605 freeway acts as a spine
intersectinglhe22,405,5,91, 105,60,10,and210freeways. Allwiththeexceptionofthe2tOand22
freeways intersect with the parallel lH-710. The average distance between the 605 and 710 is less than
8 miles.

A San Gabriel River Light Rail Commuter line mimics this critical transportation route for millions of
potential commuters. However, where the commuter rail line goes beyond the 605 freeway potential is

that this rail line intersects with all Metro, Metro Link, and Amtrak routes North East, East, and South
East of downtown Los Angeles. This creates an exponentially improved number of point-to-point
destinations provided transfer stations were to be developed at these intersections. The potent¡al
ridership at all Metro, Metrolink and Amtrak intersections COMBINED with the perfect parallel of the
605 freeway creates potential ridership opportunity for literally millions of commuters within close
proximity to these rail networks. Most important is that all roads (commuter rail lines) no longer lead to
Rome (DTLA). This new commuter rail opens opportunity for Metro and Metrolink lines to serve
thousands of new point to point destinations outside the immediate Los Angeles vicinity. lf ridership
from all Metro and Metrolink systems were to substantially grow as a result of this new rail line, it would
have a direct impact on automobile freeway use on all freeway networks listed above. To have a direct
impact on the 605 is to have a direct impact on the 71-0 freeway in that the intersecting freeways are so

closely parallel to one another combined with massive reduction flows of trucker traffic also impacting
these same freeway networks. These factors make GRID a worthy study for closer examination.

The opportunity to create a rail network and develop transfer stations at the San Gabriel River Route
creates exciting green development opportunities in transportation, quality of life, and natural
development infrastructure on a greenbelt area of land spanning 30 miles and many thousands of acres.
The transportation infrastructure installation will open the door to billions of dollars to be invested in
massive mixed-use green urban village developments plus conversion of the San Gabriel River from a

boulder-lined ditch to a revitalized and beautified river. These developments in mixed use green
development go on to create tremendous tax based revenues for the region, spawning sustainable jobs,

all emanating from these new transit developments.

2lP age



These developments further open the opportunity for a pure cycling and pedestrian surface
transportation network to feed into the underground transit system further motivating Transportation
Oriented Development (TODs). The recent and tremendously successful Cicl-Avia event held just this
past week in Los Angeles is a clear affirmation of our community's desire envisioning genuine car-free
bicycle centric multi-mile greenbelt developments whereby a genuine CiclAvia transportation and linear
green village mixed use network could be developed and positioned upon this vast 30 mile platform.

This letter of demand for consideration and study of the GRID project should be welcomed by our
transportation authorities. Moreover, the GRID project should be of interest to the many of our LOCAL

skilled construction and manufacturing companies currently supporting the tunnel project in that GRID

would provide much larger contract awards requiring many more of the same industries and skill sets far
exceeding those from a 4.5 mile tunnel project. GRID will likely require several times more key materials
than the tunnel project would require and is many times more labor intensive in scope. This multi-year
project is estimated to require jobs in the hundred thousand range for our region.

American companies and many thousands of fellow America workers from many states beyond
California contributing in vast manufacturing, fabrication, construction, and engineering services GRID

will ultimately be required firmly qualifying GRID as a Project of National Significance.

We would appreciate an opportunity to submit additional information and arrange presentations of the
GRID vision project to your executive staff and Board of Directors at your soonest convenience.

Thank you for your consideration.

Always Looking Forward,

David Alba

Project Designer G Rl D/ECSTC Systems
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04/15/2011 12:29 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Scoping Comments re Proposed 710 Freeway Extension

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:29 PM -----

David CzamanskeDavid CzamanskeDavid CzamanskeDavid Czamanske     
<<<<dczamanskedczamanskedczamanskedczamanske@@@@hotmailhotmailhotmailhotmail ....comcomcomcom>>>> 

04/13/2011 09:22 PM

To <ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject Scoping Comments re Proposed 710 Freeway Extension

 

SCOPING COMMENTS REGARDING PROPOSED 710 FREEWAY EXTENSION, NORTH END
 

The proposal to build a 710 freeway extension, whether above or below ground, is 
based on several illusions:
 

1. The ILLUSION that such a project will reduce traffic congestion. THE LIKELY REALITY 
is that if a freeway link is built, it will initially attract additional vehicles to this corridor 
to the extent that it will create large-scale traffic congestion and reduced speeds the 
day it opens. The LIKELY RESULT is that drivers will seek alternative routes, ie, surface 
streets, to avoid the congestion, just as they now do to avoid congestion on freeways, 
including both the 10 and 210, throughout Southern California.
 

2. The ILLUSION that public funds may be available in the near or even more long-term 
future to build a freeway extension. The LIKELY REALTY is that neither the Federal nor 
the State government will have significant funds, or be willing to commit significant 
funds, for this project due to the severe budgetary constraints the nation and the state 
are experiencing and will continue to experience into the foreseeable future. The 
Obama Administration desires to commit sizable funds for high-speed rail - whether it 
will be able to do is uncertain. The LIKELY RESULT is that a project of this type is likely 
to be very low on any Federal transportation priority list. 
 

3. The ILLUSION that private enterprise will come to the rescue to play a major role in 
funding this proposed project. The LIKELY REALITY is that such funding will not 
happen. Private enterprise needs profits to participate, and this project is unlikely to be 
profitable for the basic reason citied in Point 1 above. A significant toll (estimated to be 
in the $5 - $25 range) would be required to generate a profit. However drivers will pay 
a toll only to save time and congestion; they will not pay a toll to sit in congested traffic, 
especially if they are in a tunnel. The LIKELY RESULT is that drivers of passenger 



vehicles will be strongly motivated to avoid the toll and congestion and will seek relief 
by traveling on surface streets. Drivers of corporate-owned trucks may be willing to pay 
a toll, no matter what it is, especially since they are not allowed on many surface 
streets, but the hoped-for illusion that commuters will pay significant tolls to drive on 
such a toll road through a tunnel is just that: an illusion. (Note the tepid use of the 
Orange County toll road system, even before the current recession; use of that system 
has declined significantly since the recession, as described in a recent LA TIMES article.)
 

4. The ILLUSION that there will be sufficient traffic on a toll link in this freeway 
extension to repay costs financed by private enterprise. The LIKELY REALITY is that, 
though a freeway extension, if constructed, will be initially congested for the reasons 
stated above, the number of vehicles utilizing it will be insufficient to meet privately 
financed construction costs, with the LIKELY RESULT that the toll authority will be faced 
with a decision of either (a) increasing tolls, which may very well result in even less 
traffic and revenue, or (b) asking public agencies for a financial bailout, and/or (c) 
declaring bankruptcy. (The Orange County Toll Authority has had to face these very 
same hard choices.)
 

In summary, all freeway extension proposals presently offered are based on illusions, 
not reality. To ensure that the EIR for these proposals is complete, all of the above 
anticipated contingencies need to be fully analyzed in the environmental review 
process.

Please enter these comments on the official record of the scoping process for this 
illusionary project.
 

David Czamanske

PO Box 3572 
South Pasadena, CA 91031



3308Danzig Place
Alhambra, CA 91803
11 April 2011

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
California Department of Transportation, District 7

100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

As a Alhambra homeowner, I am wriiing io encourage a decision to corrrpete the

710 freeway extension to Pasadena an<lthe 210. This project has been held up in
the courts for many years and trafftc congestion in the basin has suffered. This is
a regional issue rather that just a S. Pasdena issue. Other communities have had to
make adjustments to accommodate the 105, others have had to adjust to Metro gold
line. Some people have to live next to LAX, others next to the ports, still others
live next to Hyperion and others next to petro refinery and jails and trash transfer
stations and Dodger Stadium, Rose Bowl, LA Live, eic. Alhambra is cut by the 10.

With rising gas prices, it is irnportant that CAL DOT reduce congestion which waste
gas and increases pollution with idling vehicles just creeping along. I live near the
completed 710 just where it ends at \¡alley. On congested days where traffic has

backed into the freeway it has taken me 30 minutes of creeping just to get to my
home. The current design of the temporary end of freeway is silly: it bottlenecks
from three lanes to two lanes and back to three lanes at the Valley l.rafftc signal.

If the 710 cannot be completed as originally planned, I strongly recommend the
7l0be completed through right of way Caltrans may akeady own. This is likely
to be several blocks N of Valley but still short of S. Pasadena. Instead of dropping
all N boundTl0 traffic onto Valley and Fremont, how about a extension with
some traffic drops off to Mission? Mission is just one block N. of Valley and the
7I0 rrgtú of way to Mission appears to be in place. This would seem to be small
project to get funding and would make a big Valley / Fremont congestion
improvement. Let's not wait any longer so we have to pay higher construction
costs of the future and let's getthatvacarÍ Caltrans right of way serving the public.

Respectfully,
c4f ¿*"o;*.

cliffweinan , |j , :
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To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 710 extension scoping study

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:28 PM -----

Cindy WilcoxCindy WilcoxCindy WilcoxCindy Wilcox     
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04/13/2011 08:32 PM

To <Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject 710 extension scoping study

Cindy Wilcox

4408 Union Avenue

La Cañada, CA  91011

(818) 952-0345, home

thewilcoxfamily@earthlink.net

 

April 13, 2011

 

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans, District 7

100 Main Street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

email: Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov

 

RE:  710 Extension Scoping Study

 

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

 

I demand the scoping study include La Cañada and La Crescenta.  Particulate matter, sulfur 

compounds and nitrogen compounds must be thoroughly studied and reported out. 

 

In addition, please study and report on the option to move cargo by rail.  While the diesel fuel 

used in train engines can be polluting, four engines can haul 100 cars with double-decked cargo 

containers.  This is great deal of cargo as compared to trucks.  The rail option must be 

considered.  

 

Thank you acting on these issues.  

 



Sincerely,

Cindy Wilcox

 



Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning

CalTrans District 7
100 South Main Street Mail Stop 164

Los Angeles, CA 900L2

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE: SUPPORT FOR THE 71ON GAP CLOSURE PROJECT AND COMMENTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL

REVIEW

This writing is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 710N Gap Closure project.

We support a tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide

freeway system at lnterstate2IO. lt is imperative this connection be completed NOW.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

- The Gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years creating much confusion for

drivers; let's fix thisl The EIR should show how allfreeways and major roads in the

area in four directions will benefit from the closing of the gap.

- Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas

suffering from adverse health impacts will be relieved; the EIR should demonstrate

both of these aspects to show actual project benefits'
- Our commutes will be easier and take less time to go to work and come home; the

EIR should take into account how closing the gap improves the quality of life for

many people.
- Jobs will be created during these tough economic times; the EIR should detail how

the project helps our economy in creating jobs and in other ways such as the benefit

to the tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles will actually be able to

reach their destination when using the 710N freeway instead of being routed off

through local communities.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed. Remember we voted, along

wilh 2/3 of all Los Angeles County voters, for Measure "R" that calls for the 710N Freeway to be

completed.

We cannot wait another 40 years for this project to become a reality'

Sincerely, ,\nr ll ,,

/ /ttz,. ///,,/z-r-'
Vnnn I c0t{7V

Chris Paulson

303 W. Linda Vista Ave., #L7

Alhambra, CA 91801



Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7

ø

100 SouthMain StreetMail Stop 16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dea¡ Mr. Kosinski,

RE: SUPPORT FOR TIIE 710N GAP CLOSURE PROJECT AIID COMMENTS FOR
EI¡^WROIIMENTAL REVIEW

This writing is being sent to you so we can be on the record on the 710N Gap Closure project.

We support a tunnel or a surface route extension connecting the 710N to the statewide freeway
system at Interstate 210. ft is imperative this connection be completed NOW.

Please include the following in the environmental analyses:

. The Gap has been in existence for nearly 40 years creating much confirsion for
drivers; let's fix this! The EIR should show how all freeways and major roads in the

area in four directions will benefit from the closing of the gap.
¡ Air quality will be substantially improved in the entire basin; and existing areas

suffering from adverse health impacts will be relieved; the EIR should demonstrate

both of these aspects to show actual project benefits.
o Our commutes will be easier and take less time to go to work and come home; the

EIR should take into account how closing the gap improves the quality of life for
numy people.

o Jobs will be created dwing these tough economic times; the EIR should detail how
the project helps our economy in creating jobs and in other ways such as the benefit
to the tourism industry; for example, visitors to Los Angeles will actually be able

to reach their destination when using the 7l0N freeway instead of being routed off
through local communities.

Please continue the environmental process with all due speed. Remember we voted, along with
213 of all Los Angeles County voters, for Measure "R'that calls for the 710N Freeway to be

completed.

We cannot wait another 40 years for this project to become a reality.

Sincerely,

Aram Vartivarian
3844Inglis Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90065



William D. Sherman, MD

320 Grand Avenue

South Pasadena, CA 91030

April23, 2011

Ron Kosinski

Deputy Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE; SR-710 Environmental lmpact Report/ Scoping Request.

I am making a request that the EIR/EIS performs a comprehensive disaster plan so that the impact on

the public in a disaster can be quantified. What is the effect of the tunnel in the disaster planning and

management of people in South Pasadena?

The proposed tunnel is vulnerable to natural and manmade disasters. Under natural disasters we

include earthquakes. The Geotechnical Study assured us that the tunnel would withstand a major

earthquake. When questioned they meant that the tunnel could be constructed in a manner that it
would not rupture during an earthquake. They acknowledged that drivers within the tunnel would

experience marked motion and that this motion could result ín traffic accidents and even a possible

tunnel fire. lf there were a tunnel fire would the area adjacent to the Huntington Memorial Hospital,

the site of the Northern Ventilation Building, be made uninhabitable due to toxic fumes from the fire?

The entire San Gabriel is dependent on this Hospital for emergency care. lt would be unacceptable to

lose this asset during and after an earthquake.

Manmade disasters include traffic accidents and terrorist attacks, Two drums of Diesel Fuel set off in

the tunnel in both the North and South roadway could kill and injure thousands of people. There will be

many trucks using this roadway and some of them will be carrying material that burns vigorously. The

Mount Blanc Tunnel fire in Europe involved a truck carrying margarine!

Will there be the egress of toxic fumes at the midpoint ventilation tower? Will there be other venting

portals along the pathway of the tunnel and will these too be expelling toxic fumes if there is a fire.



What are the security measures and safety measures being set up for the tunnel? Are there to be

other exits from the tunnel other than at either end? Are there to be "safe" rooms wíthin the tunnel? ls

there to be a sprinkler system within the tunnel to extinguish fires?

Will the Huntington Memorial Hospital be equipped to provide ventilator support to multiple patients

suffering from the inhalation of toxic fumes? Will the HMH be able to take care of multiple burn

patients?

Will the Cities along the route be expected to provide emergency care to victims within the tunnel? lf

there is an earthquake will the firefighters and emergency people of my city be off saving people in the

tunnel and abandoning the people of my city?

Yourstruly, ,{
',/ V

William D. Sherman, MD
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Carol Teutsch, M.D. 
841 Moon Ave  

Los Angeles, CA 90065 
cbteutsch@comcast.net 

April 1, 2011 
Ron Kosinski 
Deputy Director 
Division of Environmental Planning 
CalTrans District 7 
100 S. Main St., MS 16A 
Los Angeles, Ca 90012 
 
SCOPING COMMENTS ON 710 TUNNELS PROJECTS 
 
Dear Mr. Kosinski, 
 
I am asking for a clear purpose and need statement for the project which has remarkably still NOT been 
provided to the public after numerous inquiries. 

The framing of the question is critical so that one can look broadly at the regional transportation 
demands and consider alternatives and transformative transportation solutions in light of 
available funds. When a project is so large, so disruptive and so costly to the public it should 
have a thorough and transparent vetting of the process. The process thus far has been very 
muddled raising the question whether some group or groups will disproportionately benefit 
from building a tunnel. We have been told the project is for congestion. From current 
information from SCAG, now an outdated report with no newer traffic analyses publically 
available, a tunnel would open as an F. We have been told the tunnel is for cargo, but a regional 
cargo plan from the port to a final destination has not been part of this discussion because the 
projects have inappropriately been divided. Many questions remain whether a tunnel is even a 
viable option, and certainly it is not clear if it is a best solution for cargo when looking at 
alternatives.  

When Metro/Cal Trans (March 2011 in public forum) said that not allowing trucks might be a 
mitigation response I am even more baffled. Many preceding documents in the public domain 
lead us to strongly believe trucks and cargo are key drivers for this project. 

I am asking for full cost accounting.  There is considerable reason to believe that the true costs of the 
tunnel make this project non-viable.  The question in this era of severe financial constraints should be 
around what can and should we invest in infrastructure, and then what are the best investments.  
Something else besides logic is driving this process. Trying to build an 11-14 billion dollar tunnel  of 
uncertain need while cutting bus routes is very worrisome, especially in an era when the growing 
wisdom is focused on public transit. (LA TIMES March 25, 2011 “MTA BOARD OKs deep cuts in bus 
service”). 
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I am also very displeased with the lack of transparency and in fact lack of accuracy of cost 
estimates for this project despite multiple requests.  We know that the latest estimate 
submitted to METRO is clearly an underestimate because of obvious omissions and comparison 
to other tunnel projects. The PPP raises questions about ultimate public accountability if a toll 
road does not produce adequate revenues for investors. There is also tremendous murkiness 
about responsibility for liability for adverse impacts on health, unexpected problems in 
construction and horrific accidents in the tunnel.  

Unfortunately such a project is at high risk for corruption, again ultimately putting taxpayers at 
risk e.g., our college campus construction problems, the BIG DIG in Boston, problems with the 
red line, none of which builds confidence. We want a full open accounting of those who are 
lobbying and bidding for contracts and all those who are likely to get positions because of tunnel 
support. We want clarity around who will be in charge of assuring quality of the project as it is 
constructed. 

 

We are asking for QUALITATIVE AND QUANTIFIED ASSESSMENTS of the following topics: 

There are a number of new and forward looking reports that lay out principles for major infrastructure 
projects, particularly relating to transportation.  The EIR for the 710 should take these into consideration 
and directly address them. 

How does the 710 tunnel proposal fully address California’s Strategic Growth Council new guidance of 
Health In all Policies (HiAP Task Force Dec 2010)? 
 
The Task Force was charged with identifying "priority programs, policies, and strategies to improve the 
health of Californians while advancing the goals of improving air and water quality, protecting natural 
resources and agricultural lands, increasing the availability of affordable housing, improving 
infrastructure systems, promoting public health, planning sustainable communities, and meeting the 
climate change goals". 
http://www.sgc.ca.gov/hiap   accessed March 11,2011 
http://www.sgc.ca.gov/hiap/docs/publications/HiAP_Task_Force_Report.pdf   accessed March 25, 2011 
This policy indicates that addressing public health and health equity issues should be a critical part of 
decision making, with a collaborative approach of a wide array of stakeholders with innovative solutions 
across silos. Environments, such as air quality, affect health directly. Elements of a healthy community 
are defined.  Health in all policies has been applied outside of the United States since 1986. It is time we 
move in this direction so we find the best, most sustainable all around solutions. 
 
How does the proposal address the Prevention Institute report on TRANSPORTATION PRESCRIPTION 
(www.convergencepartnership.org/HealthyEquitableTransport  ) 
http://www.convergencepartnership.org/atf/cf/%7B245a9b44-6ded-4abd-a392-
ae583809e350%7D/HEALTHTRANS_FULLBOOK_FINAL.PDF  accessed March 27, 2011 which states 4 
principles as benchmarks to assess impacts of transportation plans on public health, equity, and 
environmental quality? 

http://www.sgc.ca.gov/hiap�
http://www.sgc.ca.gov/hiap/docs/publications/HiAP_Task_Force_Report.pdf�
http://www.convergencepartnership.org/HealthyEquitableTransport�
http://www.convergencepartnership.org/atf/cf/%7B245a9b44-6ded-4abd-a392-ae583809e350%7D/HEALTHTRANS_FULLBOOK_FINAL.PDF�
http://www.convergencepartnership.org/atf/cf/%7B245a9b44-6ded-4abd-a392-ae583809e350%7D/HEALTHTRANS_FULLBOOK_FINAL.PDF�
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1. Develop transportation policies and plans that support health, equity, and environmental 
quality. 

2. Prioritize transportation investments in distressed region, low-income neighborhoods and 
communities of color. 

3. Emphasize accessibility, instead of simply mobility, in transportation policies and programs at all 
levels of government as well as well as across sectors and policy silos. 

4. Ensure transparency, accountability, and meaningful participation by residents, advocates with 
diverse interest, and experts from different fields. 

 
A very nice and recent example of integrating public health objectives in transportation planning can be 
seen in an independent research report from the Victoria Transport Policy Institute (www.vtpi.org) 
(http://www.vtpi.org/health.pdf  accessed March 27, 2011). It clearly outlines health damaging effects 
with transportation such as traffic accidents, air pollution exposure, noise pollution exposure, stress and 
anxiety, constraints on active transport modes, constraints on outdoor space and financial cost burdens. 
Traffic deaths per capita tend to decline with increased per capita transit ridership.  Vehicle pollution 
health impact is covered, pointing out the impact on premature death and the problems associated with 
rising vehicle travel, which has counteracted much of the reductions in emission technology. It is a 
model I would like incorporated in the EIR analyses. “…giving greater priority to health objectives in 
transport planning…..” would lead us to different solutions and outcomes than if we take a 
transportation centric view. 
  
The tunnel project presents some unique concerns not seen with surface routes.   
 
There is a need for both an HIA  (Health Impact Assessment )and HRA (Health Risk Assessment) related 
to such a massive tunnel for vehicular traffic through earthquake zones because of known and unknown 
risks. The health risks being assessed should include but not be limited to asthma, vascular disease, 
cancer including brain tumors, diabetes, and loss of lung function. It should include monitoring of 
children and the elderly as well as adults of various ages. The bibliography and list of issues in the 
appendix should be used to expand the specifics I am seeking assessment for. 
 

• What type of ongoing air quality monitoring would be continuously(or a frequency which needs 
to be specified) provided inside the tunnel, at the portals and at the vents at PEAK 
concentrations-- not off peak data.  What sensitive receptor sites would be near (within 500 
feet to 1.5 miles based on scientific literature) of the portals and the vents (when the path is 
finally openly shared with the public)?  Sensitive sites should include but not be limited to 
schools, day care centers, hospitals, elder care settings (e.g. convalescent centers, senior 
centers), hospitals, residential areas, and parks and recreation sites.  

• We would expect monitoring for all sizes and kinds of particles (PM), including ultra fine and 
nano particles, carbon black (organic carbon and elemental carbon), and degradation of road 
products and tires and brake linings and diesel catalyst decay products (including but not limited 
to metal particulate emissions, strontium, and a variety of organic compounds) all of which can 
have adverse health impacts. 

• Nitrogen oxides (NOX) and nitrogen dioxide (NO2) 

• Ozone  

• Carbon monoxide (CO) 

http://www.vtpi.org/�
http://www.vtpi.org/health.pdf�


4 
 

What are the technical specs for this monitoring and what are the costs? What is the assurance that 
monitoring will continue indefinitely? We want a plan fully explored and costed out. 
 
What is the impact of trucks from other countries such as Mexico where regulatory standards are 
different?  What about trucks that don’t meet the clean truck standards for combustion? 
 
What are the ongoing expenses to run the ventilation system and maintain it? We understand that 
sometimes ventilation systems are turned down or off as cost saving measures and that running this 
system could run into a million dollars or more a day.  What kind of assurance and protection would we 
have against this? 
 
Different technical solutions exist for cleaning exhaust before releasing.  What are the technical 
efficiencies of what will be used and accounted for in the cost of the tunnel? What types of pollutants 
would not be treated with these ventilation systems?  What types of pollution would be incompletely 
treated? 
 
At the typical highway speeds (5-15 miles per hour not uncommon), how long would one typically be in 
a nearly 5 mile tunnel?  This information would then inform models of typical commuter exposure to the 
very concentrated pollutants reported in tunnels and consequent health effects.  What if one were 
stopped in a tunnel for an accident?  What are the safe exposure times? 
 
What provisions are made for safety and hazards?  Traffic accidents? What would happen in an 
earthquake?  In a power failure?  What are the specific hazards related to tunnel slope and 
concentration of contaminants spilled ? Information on tunnels gives examples of horrifying accidents, 
scenarios worsened by the tunnel. We would want some internal safety stations and rescue capability 
within this long tunnel as well as frequent emergency escapes. What provisions would be made for 
handicap escape?  Please define what would be included in any plans.  
 
 

kuykendall 
paustenbach tunnel r  

Larsson airway 
effects tunnels Resp M  

 
Please note there is a sponsor with commercial interest for one of these articles so bias should be taken 
into account. 
 
What mitigation strategies for noise, air pollution, vibration,light pollution, proximity to sensitive sites 
will be put in place during the extended period of construction?  
 
There is impact on health from noise and light pollution and tunnel ventilation shafts can change 
neighborhoods and obstruct views. Once the tunnel is operational, how will noise and light pollution be 
controlled? 
 
What standards for pollution by construction vehicles and heavy machinery will be applied to this 
lengthy project? How long will this project take? How will that timeline be legally enforced? 
 
There is a general plan for the county under active consideration with proposals for no sensitive users 
within at least 500 feet and perhaps 1500 feet of a freeway which will be in effect by the end of the EIR 
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and well before construction.  Please provide evidence that this has been carefully considered in the 
plans.  
 
How will building this tunnel affect overall air quality in the region and will it have an impact on LA 
missing the federal standards it needs to meet? I am not satisfied with the glib statements that have 
been provided by the agency on this issue including in their written materials without updated data and 
new specific studies.  Collaborative and early consultative work with AQMD and EPA who are interested 
in zero polluting options is critical for the EIR model and input, not just for the comments at the end of 
the process.  
 
There is concern about whether trucking is an appropriate choice for cargo transport and 
inappropriately subsidized by not accounting fully for externalities. The new GAO Report GAO-11-134 
showed that “ on average, additional freight service provided by trucks generated significantly more 
costs that are not passed on to consumers of that service than the same amount of freight service 
provided by either rail or water.” This report puts an additional burden on the EIR to consider 
alternatives such as rail and appropriately include consideration of all externalities.   
(Full report at http://www.gao.gov/new.items/d11134.pdf )  

d11134high.pdf

 
The health impact of truck traffic is enormous on communities and must be counted in the assessment.  
Please refer to the extensive scientific work and community work done as part of THE IMPACT PROJECT 
http://hydra.usc.edu/scehsc/web/index.html  accessed March 29, 2011. 
 
Multimodal solutions and transit options need extensive consideration in the EIR as do rail and non/low 
polluting options for cargo. Redirecting the funds for this project to multimodal solutions can 
significantly improve quality of life in communities and creates more local jobs than massive 
infrastructure projects. Transit projects should be considered in terms of the health benefits and other 
externalities they bring to community life as well as for equal access for mobility.  The social justice 
equity needs to be considered because substantial tolls are planned which may create an inequity for 
commuters to work who can and cannot afford the tunnel. 
 
Transit projects are generally much better aligned with leading current thinking about transportation 
than are massive freeway projects.  
 
 The likely possibility of traffic diverting from the tunnel into communities should also be considered and 
modeled, including diesel exposure, noise, proximity to schools and parks, etc.  
 
Detailed consideration of a broad array of externalities is a critical aspect of the comparative options 
analysis that must be provided to the public. 
 
The federal transportation bill is up for reauthorization. Transportation for America has carefully 
thought out principles for the future decision making for transportation where a huge number of dollars 
go.  Outcomes based and green themes are prominent.  Higher proportion of investments in transit is 
recommended along with multimodal options and more complete options. Pointing out the need to 
assure safety for all transportation users and improve public health outcomes appears in the objectives. 

http://www.gao.gov/new.items/d11134.pdf�
http://hydra.usc.edu/scehsc/web/index.html�
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  http://t4america.org/blueprint/   accessed March 29, 2011 

 
Tunnel construction has been associated with worker accidents and illness. What are the worker risks 
and costs of injuries and loss of life or lifetime disability. These are externalities that need to be figured 
into the costs. 
 
A new publication from USC and Occidental provides a nice framework which should be included in your 
considerations:  
http://departments.oxy.edu/uepi/Global%20Trade%20Executive%20Summary.pdf 

A new document from the Institute of Medicine on the Leading Health Indicators for Healthy People 
2020 has just been released. Pollutants and Air Quality Index ( including measures of ground level ozone, 
particle pollution (particulate matter), carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide and nitrogen dioxide) is in the 
list of indicators which is directly linked to adverse health effects for all and health goals for the nation. 
The text also refers to the HHS National Prevention and Health Promotion Strategy that includes an 
objective to reduce physical and chemical contamination of our earth.  
http://www.iom.edu/Reports/2011/Leading-Health-Indicators-for-Healthy-People-2020.aspx   accessed 
March 29, 2011. 

There is an increasing body of research that begins to put costs on air pollution, costs to human health 
and financial burdens on society. RAND, an independent research institute, did some cost analyses of 
the impact of failing to meet federal air quality standards to purchasers and payers of hospital care in 
California over 2005-2007.  They took into account ER visits for asthma and hospitalizations for 
respiratory and cardiovascular causes.  Much of this burden would fall on Medicare and Medicaid, public 
programs supported by tax dollars. http://www.scpr.org/news/2010/03/03/rand-study-says-air-
pollution-tab-hospitals-193-mi/ 

http://www.rand.org/pubs/technical_reports/TR777.html 

http://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/technical_reports/2010/RAND_TR777.pdf   (accessed 
March 30, 2011.  EPA has put forth stricter smog standards which have a national price tag estimated at 
$90 billion dollars but cleaner air could save $100 billion dollars in health costs over time.  California, 
with some of the worst air pollution in the nation, can attribute about 19,000 premature deaths per year 
to air pollution with ozone and particulates. 

http://www.scpr.org/programs/airtalk/2010/01/07/epa-proposes-new-stricter-smog-limits/  accessed 
March 28, 2011. 

 

 

 

 

http://t4america.org/blueprint/�
http://departments.oxy.edu/uepi/Global%20Trade%20Executive%20Summary.pdf�
http://www.iom.edu/Reports/2011/Leading-Health-Indicators-for-Healthy-People-2020.aspx�
http://www.scpr.org/news/2010/03/03/rand-study-says-air-pollution-tab-hospitals-193-mi/�
http://www.scpr.org/news/2010/03/03/rand-study-says-air-pollution-tab-hospitals-193-mi/�
http://www.rand.org/pubs/technical_reports/TR777.html�
http://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/technical_reports/2010/RAND_TR777.pdf�
http://www.scpr.org/programs/airtalk/2010/01/07/epa-proposes-new-stricter-smog-limits/�
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This is not a simple issue but it is important and the right decisions are CRITICAL to our survival in this 
region.  I am asking for very thorough health assessments across significantly different alternatives (and 
not some meaningless alternative comparisons) using scientific methods that are up to date. We could 
lead the nation by using independent scientists and public health leaders to help us come to the right 
decisions.  

 

 We cannot solve big city problems in silos with “tunnel vision” goals. I want to 
see health as a primary consideration in the way we solve our transportation 
issues, solutions that justly serve the whole population of our region.  
Everyone’s health is at risk if we don’t get it right. 

 
 
 
 
 



No 710 Action Committee 
 
 
7 April 2011 
 
Ron Kosinski, Deputy Director 
Division of Environmental Planning 
Caltrans – District 7 
100 South Main Street, MS 16A 
Los Angeles, California 90012 
 
 
Re: Deficit Route 710 Scoping Session 
 
Dear Mr. Kosinski: 
 
No 710 Action Committee is a coalition of community groups throughout Southern California opposed to 
wasteful expenditures and defective environmental analysis that have characterized the debate over the Route 710 
project for the past fifty years.   Because of the federal court injunction against any surface route, if a surface 
route is proposed by the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“Metro”), the so-called “scoping” of the next 
EIR/EIS on the Route 710 must be reformed.  If the surface route is contemplated, the “scoping” process must 
include NEW 2011 analysis for historic properties, air quality, the Multi-Mode Low Build alternatives, and a 
high level financial analysis. Otherwise, issues cannot be “flagged” in the manner required by CEQA and NEPA.  
  
1. 1999 Preliminary Injunction Determined  
 The 1993 Caltrans EIR/EIA Analysis Was Legally Defective  
 
In 1999, the U.S. District Court in Los Angeles determined that the 1993 Caltrans EIR/EIS for the Route 710 
surface route freeway proposal was legally defective and violated both CEQA and NEPA.   See, City of South 
Pasadena v. Slater (C.D.Cal. 1999) 56 F. Supp.2d 1106.  It appears that Metro’s “scoping” process for the 
potential future environmental studies may contain improper reliance on the defective 1993 EIR/EIS and the 
incomplete and defective analysis conducted for that document over eighteen years ago.   Such reliance would 
violate both CEQA and NEPA.   Caltrans and the federal government failed to appeal the 1999 preliminary 
injunction when they had the right to do so.  All determinations in that case are final and binding on Caltrans and 
the Federal Highway Administration.  Metro’s proposed reliance on any of the outdated and defective 1993 
analyses would be not only illegal, violating the 1999 injunction, but fundamentally wrong.   
 
2. Defective 1985 Historic Resources Analysis 
 
The “scoping” for the “gap closure” EIR/EIS must start with a complete NEW historic properties inventory of the 
various Route 710 proposed routes.   Over twenty-five years has elapsed since the Caltrans 1985 historic 
inventory.  Twenty-five years of more neglect and improper rehabilitation by Caltrans have rendered the prior 
survey outdated.  The passage of twenty-five years has caused hundreds of other structures to become historic by 
passing the fifty-year age threshold.   Scoping cannot “flag” environmental issues without a new historic 
properties inventory.   Scoping itself must include a new historic resources inventory.   
 
3. Defective 1992 Air Quality Analysis 
 
The air quality analysis in the 1993 EIR/EIS is outdated and legally defective.   The “scoping” process must 
include an ENTIRELY NEW air quality analysis before the “scoping” process commences.  The eighteen years 
that have passed since the 1992 air quality analysis have rendered that analysis wholly irrelevant to today’s 
conditions.  Federal law requires particulate analysis to PM 2.5, but the 1992 regulation only required the less 



rigorous PM 10. Reliance on prior air quality analysis would violate CEQA and NEPA.  Scoping depends on a 
new air quality analysis to “flag” issues under the current regulations and environment.  Scoping itself must 
include a new air quality analysis.     
 
4. Defective 1992 Analysis of Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative 
 
The 1993 EIR/EIS contained no analysis of the Multi-Mode Low Build (“MMLB”) alternatives proposed by 
South Pasadena and others.   A separate MMLB report done by Caltrans was rejected by the 1999 injunction. 
The “scoping” must first include a complete analysis of the MMLB in order to comply with CEQA and NEPA.  
Otherwise, the “scoping” will be unable to treat the MMLB as an alternative or be able to “flag” all potential 
environmental benefits associated with the MMLB.   Scoping itself must include a full MMLB analysis.     
 
5. Detailed Cost Analysis Must be Included 
 To Determine if Mitigation Measures Will be Too Costly to Undertake  
 
The 1999 injunction found that a project financial analysis is key to understanding the environmental impacts.   
The judge cited Title 23, United States Code, section 134(h)(2) and Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations, 
section 450.324.  In addition, the Federal Highways Administration ordered Caltrans to perform the financial 
analysis in the 1998 Record of Decision (“ROD”) and again in the 2003 ROD rescission letter.   Metro is acting 
with and under Caltrans and therefore bound by these prior decisions, laws, and administrative directives.    
 
The 1993 EIR/EIS failed to include any cost analysis.  The feasibility of the project directly involves mitigation 
measures related to air quality, historic resources, groundwater impacts, long-term seismic risks, and liquefaction 
risks due to groundwater.  If the overall project is not financially viable, added environmental mitigation 
measures could be needed after construction commences.  Thus a high level and detailed financial analysis must 
be completed as part of “scoping” under federal law.  The Orange County Transportation Authority recently 
abandoned a proposed Orange County/Riverside tunnel proposal when it became clear before “scoping” that it 
was not financially viable ---- No tolls would be generated during years of construction, but debt service would 
be required from the first borrowing of billions.  Other environmentally useful transit projects could be sacrificed 
and added environmental impacts created due to the lack of financial viability of the 710 project.  The “scoping” 
needs detailed financial analysis to enable the process to “flag” all environmental issues in each alternative.  
Without cost and financial analysis the various alternatives cannot be analyzed during “scoping” to balance the 
costs and benefits of each alternative project.  
 
 Conclusion:  
 The Metro Scoping Process is Illegal and Dishonest 
 
Based on the possible reliance on defective, incomplete, and outdated analysis in the 1993 Caltrans surface route 
EIR/EIS, and the lack of any financial analysis, Metro’s Route 710 “scoping” process could violate both CEQA 
and NEPA.  Metro must not undertake the “scoping” until the process of “scoping” is legally compliant.   
Otherwise “scoping” would be illegal and possibly violate the 1999 federal court injunction.   All errors 
identified in the injunction must be corrected as part of Metro’s “scoping” process.  
 
Sincerely,      
 

                                   
Joanne Nuckols     Claire W. Bogaard 
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All comments for scoping of sR-710 Gap closure.from MTA/Caltrans are sent:

Ron KosinsXiï"îutybistrict Dirãctor, Division of. Environmental Planning

Caltrans - District 7, 100 South ùãiñ ðtr""t, MS 164, Los Angeles' California 90012

Email: Ron-Kosinski@dot'ca'gov

U

The comments berow refrect resorutions and concerns expressed by the foilowing organizations:

LA-3t ü,ghoornooo council Board of Directors and stakeholders

NEt-A ôã"jitiont of NeÍghborhood Councils (total nine)

Stop710 Coalition (NELA City Coalitìon)

LA Red de El Sereno (Eastside Café)

Sierra Club, Angeles Cf'ãóìãi 1r*=óo¡tation and Conservation Committees

SUBJEGT:SR-TI0NoRTHExTENSloN/GAPCLoSURECoMMENTS
RE: Scope of Works for Gonsultant - Scoping Report

R:ii$ïi,iåïPs?i;'ìlio and administered by caltrans (crs) forthe current scopins indicated

three p

a revised Studv Area'
The scoping s"srioiffid-others did not clearly state or provide the basis for public contributions to

the scoPing that
develoP '

receive ¡ for a Project and

revise the Studv Area'

ting of the range of potential solutions,derived from

I sessions anA tnroiglt tr,""t and other comments provided

The Els/ElR and anypre-assess ment development must include and reflect the concerns and

considerations of the communities preiented in the serøs õne , March, sessions of the "scoping"'

basr,s for Atternatives Analyses'

cTs/MTA and the scoping Reportmusf assem bte and verify a quantitative set of needs and

ãræàr"" based on puøt¡õ and agencies' commenÚs as inputsto the process'

4t1412011



C:\TOM-Paviliondv2000\JanFeb1l\71oJan2011\TloScopingRes\Comments\GTscomment0414l1'doc ,-- 4o^^.1I Â qnn?2-,r7,t: 
C'T'V

4117 Barrett Road, LA 50032-1712'
323'528-9682, ctwil iams@yahoo'com

SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: ScoPing Background

As indicated above end elsewhere, the Calt s have not been cons¡stent'

forthright, and accessible, and they created and suspicion' This Lack of Trust'

Transparency, lnfo-Acceés, and puUic part ow-Med lncome res¡dents and

project opponents.

is to current drafts of information and documents'

I. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: General Comments - Scoping Report

ileve a "rigorous" EIR/ElS scoping process

t the more timited FHWA, which is bias to as yet

¡u¡'face.

lional comments for alternatives development
¡ based on the final Needs and Purposes'

MTNCTs must formatty repty in writing accepting the submittal of comments on the NOP/NOI in

order to assure futt inctusion of comments into fhe process.

MTNCTs must provide a monthly update of activities and minutes and of scheduled activities and

meeting in order to achieve'a "rigorous" EtR/EtS scoping process through use of the FTA

process.
MTNCTs, use of "Gap Closure" shows bias/non-obiectivity. MTNCTs must achieve a unbiased and

fully obiective approach for this proiect and'use one proiect name - Recommend SR-710

No¡'th Extension,
The EtNEtS musf inctude a full presentation of the

earlier E/RVE/Ss, Scoprngs, and full Fed ln,'

how these documents peñain to the exrsÚtng

M informatìon on a
ts for anY and all

and aróund the proposed 710 Proiect area and areas

considere
MTNCTs must mmittee(s) and/or Working Groups for

at teast Alternatives 'Assessments' 
and

EINãS PreParation Period.
MTNCTs must cleärty and ipecificatty indicate what efforts have been made to provide information

and notices this information to the community of El sereno.

The Scoping RePoft must Provide:
Sources/models oi projected traffic for freeways and añerials, presumabty SCAG which will

be used in att subsequent analyses, projections, forecasfs, and assessmenfs as paft of

the Atternatives Analyses and the EIR/I

Sources, access and availability, authors/o¡
Assumptions: fuel prices, LA parking, Truck

Assumptions regarding 5R710 Soufh Expat

4t1412011
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4117 Banett Road, LA 90032'1712'
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1. SUBJEGT: SR.71O NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: General Comments - Scoping Report

MTNCTs must extend the "scoping Period" as fhr

presentations have differing "Needs and F

and "lnitial Study Area" (fexf vs map) and
alternatives cannot fully reflect the "initial I

are used. MTNCTs must recirculate the :
"Proiect Area" of the "proiect" in order to re
settí ng, i m pacts, m itig ation, and alternatives (" potenti al sol utions")'

pand communities' participation as the scoping

even though such significant cammunify 
'ssues

MTNCTs Promotions and the ScoPrng

cping meetings' As no "initial study" was , .

lancê -towlM¡d-tncome resident impacted by

Meeting were disproporiionately focused on white, upper middte ctass outreach with little or

no releases through spanrsfr, Armenian, and chinese media.

Meetings were dispropõñionately iocused on higher income areas with little or no releases or

promotions inrougn media which focus on tow-middte income residents-

More affluent communities benefit while less pros

alternatives which may be considered in the curre

lower income, less affluent communities in ordel
more affluent communities (e.g', surface freeway

San Marino, South Pasadena and western Pasadena)'

The EtR/EtS musf inctude under SocioEcon omic elements the economic and socialsfafus of areas

which are adversely impacted and fhose which benefit from congestion reduction and

mobitity/accessibitiíy enhancements. The EtFl/Ets musf demonitrate balances of impacts/belgfits

for each of the øenefiteatimpacted communitie.s le.g., each neighborhood councilwithin the City of

Los Angeles).

The Lead Agencies provided conflicting Project Needs/Purposes which has promoted Public

Distrust of tñe project development, Tñe ngency Scoping session and some Public Scoping

;ä',o-nr-is;årãi ¡ncluaed in purposes añd Needs:;Develop a financiallY feasiÞle proiect,
! - -a--J:-- -..Linfn

private partnerships". During MTA considerations of moving forward r¡ h the Scoping, Dir' Katz
tr..,¡a annrar¡aÀ hr¡

ffi"'ìno"'änttoincluldefinancialsinthðElRprocessandwaSapproVedby
the Board. All ElRs/ElSs include elements under SocioEconomic elements in which such can be

considered and assessed.
and analyses musf include financial and economic

at LACo iobs creation, labar vs equipment rati91., LA9o.

co ntra cto r uses ys st ate/n ation al/i nte rn atio n al fi n an ci al

ratios, etc.

MTA/CTs meetings only included El Sereno, Highland Park in City of Los Angeles, although a third

of the Study area lies within the City of Los Angétes, third between m and SR19, and a third east of

4t1412011
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Rosemead/SR1g. More meetings were held in Alhambra, South Pasadena' and Pasadena in the

centralthird compared to one iñSan Gabriel (eastern third) and original one then two in LA,

western third. Two meetings were held totally outside of the lnitial Study Area Map and physical

Jescriptions in La Ganada Flintridge ld in Monterey Park and

East LA/City Terrace which lie within
MTNCTs must extend the "scoping nalyses for rigorous scoping

and public pañicipation in both Scoprng and Alternatit'

MTNCTs must recirculate an updated NOP/NO| as the purposes and needs and the study areas

presented in the originals chanþed significantty or are different from those being circulated to the

public and to agencies.

MTA/CTs must.extend Scoping and recirculate the NOP/NO| as the attempted education of the

pubt6 and Agencies about Cfen an¿ NEPA did not provide reatistic information on how to

comment on the NOp/Not for such a large Study Area of more than 100 sq miwith differing

purposes and needs and differing "proiect descriptions"'

MTNCTs must recirculate an updated N the NOP'NOI differs from

that presented in the Agency and Pubtic presented

measurements, 4.5 miles, and staft and ntions of Valtey Blvd. (Alhambra and LA) and Del

Mar (pasadena). Ðuring presentations, no project desc_ription information was provided and the

presenters indicated a//-pässiþ/e alternative,s, Surface/Subsurface, would be enteñained from the

Public or Agencies.

The Scoping report must include a full documentation of functionatty retated Ploiects and of the

project assõmptiors which form the basis of fhe purposes and needs for this "proiect" covering an

area of 1í+mi long and 6+ miles wide'

MTNCTs must integrate with the nine-ptus Los Angeles City's Neighborhood Councils within the

project Study Areaând zone of influence and must incorporate them into the Atternatives Analyses

process prior to the preparation of the ElNElS.

The EINEIS musf include:
C ategorical decl aration s :

sR7lO proiect shatt inctude trucks or shall ban trucks and
t-S shail oi shatt not include truck restrictions/bans once the 5R710 proiect may have

been comPleted for trucks;

A comprehensive tisting of att freight proiects in the SCAG's area from Po¡t Docks to

Logisfics centers or interstate raiishipments atong with the anticipated flow capacities and

volumes;

A thorough assessment of the needs an
retationship to the overall freight system
changes proposed for l-711South, l-210
beyond;

A thorough assessrnen t of the dependency of the 5R710 proiect upon the l-711South

prolect ,nd in" dependency of th'e High Deseñ Corridor Project on the 5R710 proiect; and

44t14t2011
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A comprehensive listing of project and tand use development depend_encies (including

Altadena, LaCrescenti, an'd Patmdate-Victorvitle) and assessment of growth inducements

and secondary impacts both on the up- and down-stream proiects.

,l. SUBJECT: SR.7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: Needs, Purposes, Goals, and Objectives

state that ANY improy se fulfills the "needs"

uantitative levels and I

Atternatives Analyses, EIR/EIS process must

provide a single ls, and obiect¡ves sR710 general categories

of include quant
General - Goals, Needs and Purqoses

General Regional Network - Quantitative - Goals, Needs, and Purposes

Regíonat Network - Any transporl facitities considered as affected, benefited or

degraded, by the absence or future presence of the 5R710 Notth Extension
project Area Ñetwork- Qualitative - Goals, Needs and Purposes

Project Area Network - Quantitative - Goals, Needs, and Purposes
project Regionat Network - Any transport facilities considered as involved and/or

affedãd, benefited or degíaded, 
'by 

the aösence or future presence of the

5R710 Notth Extension-*¡tn¡n the- Study Area of l-5, SR2, 5R134, l-210, l-605,

and l-10

Eased on the written "Preliminary Purposes and Ält

Repoft must ctarify and incorporate the following con

NOPINO|stated onty two needs and/or purposes bul

and purp
hard-cop ies of the presentati,on materials were

met with atthough they had been provided to

others and include the following:

The Scoping process has not provided a þasis for proposing potential.impacts, related mitigation

measures and reasoned alternatives - Lack of projeót description - no physical project in a

100 sq mi area - created confusion as to what comments involved. Alternatives

assessments and analyses must be open to all proposed alternatives and every alternative

must include a Truck dan and Truck Állowed Option with appropriate physical rather than

regulatory restrictions - e'g', clearances of 1Zftvs 16ft'

Ail needs and purposes musf be formalty approved by both caltrans and MTA and must be

quantified and objective and mu'st òe avaitabie and access ible via webpages to the public

and must allow fór full public commenting. Following such, additional appropriate

alternatives can be reasonabty formutated and presented. Att proposed alternatives must

be iudged numerically against quantified N/Ps'
Ail atternatives mustÖe assessãd in piøtic and in writing, recommend webpage for each and must

allow for futt pubtic commenting on the alternatives and the assessrnenf process'

sR71o North has been reviewed before the current efforts and thereby cunent needs and purposes

must be reviewed and compared to those of the 1990-2003 and those used for the 2006

feasibility studY.

4t14t2011
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The Scoping RepotT must provide the historic and cuffent needs and purposes for the SR710 "Gap

Closure" and/or North Extension, compare the differenf sefs (if different), and provide

rat¡onale for any changes from the historic sets fo fhose proposed for the current effotts"

l. lmprove reg¡onal mobility and accessibility for the movement of people, goods' and

serv¡ces
The Scoping and EtR/EtS /evels which

must include comqarable

- e values' crit to StudY

Regional mobilitY
Regional accessibilitY
Movement

Peopte - individual cars, bus, rail, and others
Goods - Containerized, bulk, or break-cargos, 3, 4,5, and 6 axled goods

trucks
Services - requires definitions or sources of terms

Att quantifications must include actual/evels for 19 2011 as paft of exsting

resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasfs ing period and typical

[ro¡ect tife for each of "Through Traffic" (origins or dest the Study Area) and
,Local Traffic" (origins and/oldestinations ñ¡tn¡, the study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as

to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, impoñant, and significant or fully quantified by

numerical or Percentage values.

2. Reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessm ent, and EtR/ElS must provide quantitative levels for -

Reduce - ln'feet, yards, - direct line, pavement lengths, travel tim.e.s, 9!c'
,'Circuitousity" 

-'síraighi-tine:route disfances between origins and destinations
,,Out-of-Direction" - shorfesf possib/e:fasfesf route disfanles for same origins-destinations.

Network - any part of transp'ortation facitities with more than 100 ADT involved in the Study

Area
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessm ent, and EtR/ElS must provide quantitative levels for the
,,Network,, used to establish the "routes" and distances - freeways, park-/expressways, highways'

arterials, and localsfreefs between origins and destinations

Att quantifications must include actual levels for 19 2011 as paft of exßting

resources and for 2Ot2O, 2035, and 2060 forecasfs ing period and typical

ptroject life for each of "Through the Study Area) and
,'LocalTraffic" (origins andloide udy Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as

to at teast 4 levels: insignificant, and significant or fully quantified by

numerical or Percentage values'

3. Reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local streets currently adversely affected

by diversion of freewaY triPs
The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Assessm ent, and EtR/ElS must provide quantitative levels and

specific listings for
RedLtce - straight-line:route distances betw
Congestion on A¡terials - giv C/ass I or ll' etc'

Congestion on LocalstreeÚs classifications

Noin-South Arteriats SE respectively
Examples- san Fernando Road, Monterey Fair oaks, Rosemead,

etc. but not Huntington, valley, Main-Las Tunas, Mission, Figueroa

4t1412011
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clarify as to whether East-west after¡als and tocalsfreefs are excluded

Currently adveisety'affected - W¡tn¡n the context of the LA County provide basis for

select¡on, references, and screening for adversely affected vs unaffected'

or percentage values.

4. lmprove reg¡onal travel time savings and thereby reduce loss of product¡vity associated

with congest¡on
The scoping Report, t, and EtR/Ets must provide quantitative levels for:

lmprove - inc basls and time frames - current, 2035' or 2065

regional travel time savings - Drsfricf 7 summations, study Area,

reduce toss ãf proO uctivitly - Driving, work, home and family, leisure.time' etc'

assocrafed with congestlon - defined congestion unà inui"rate - LOS-F, F , F' , F3, É'etc'

Att quantificafions must include actual levels for 1992

,""our""t and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts fo

project tife for each of "Through
"Local Traffic" (origins and/or de

to at least 4 levels: insignificant,
or percentage values.

5. Provide additional connectivity in the regional network for use by public transit

The Scoping Report, Alternative.s Assessm entl and EtR/ElS must provide quantitative levels for

Proiide - bus sfops, transit station facilities, etc'

as
ute

or percentage values.

l/air qualitY characteristics
EtR/EtS must provide quantitative levels for:

;h air qualitY values
te individual and operating mobile categones

for mobite sifes - e'g', nofth of Glenarm to

from l-10 to SR2, etc.

All qu
resou
project life for each Atternative within the Study Are'
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must be rankedas fo af teast 4/eve/s: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully

quantified by absolute or percentage values'

7. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources

The scoping Report, Atternative.s Assessrn ent, and EIRlEtS must prov¡de quantitat¡ve levels for:

Reduce- as fo area for 
""t"goil¡ig -'Airshed, LAMetro Biasin, Proiect region of influence'

Proiect study area, Proiect Right-of-W."lt .".t'.'
GHG Emissions - coz, oxidized"co, and cu¿ ("ompressed naturalgas; CH4 has 20x

more effect than CO2)

Mobilesources - including base-load eoal-fired generation of etectricity for transit, methane

production and detiviry rnfo buses and other vehicles, etc.

Ail quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and cunent 2011 as pañ of existing

resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project's pranning.period and typical

project tife for eacn inórnative within tie s;tudy Area. priteria Levels must be ranked as fo af /easf

4 levels: insignificant, recordable, impo,rtant, ind significant or futty quantified by absolute or

percentage values-

8.. Provide a proiect that consttains impacts in loJl.g9ttunities to acceptable levels

The scoping Report, Atternatives,qssessm ent, and EtR/Els must provide quantitative levels for:

Provide a Project -

2500ft of anY alternative'
e equal or better to existing levels'

Alt quantificafrons musl include actual/evels for 1992, i003, and .current 2011 as part of existing

resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060forecasfs for the p'roject''s ptanning.period and typical

project tife for eaci attemative within the study Area. crit'eria Levels must be ranked as fo aÚ /easf

4 levels: insignificant, recordable, imporTant, and significant or futly quantified by absolute or

percentage values'

9. Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration cost effectiveness and

viable funding strategiãs, including public private partnerships

Ãlro rourr"d inder siparate comments specific to this_s.ubiect-

The Scoping Report, Atternatives,qssãssril ent, and ETNEIS must pravide quantitative levels for:

DeveloP -
Financialty feasible project - tnclude capital, financial, and operations & maintenance cosfs

Cons¡deraioÃ 
j n"qri", fulty quantifi'ed cosfs and schedu/es of expenditures and revenues

cost effectiveness - lnclude cost/Benefit as fhe primary indicator of effecfrveness

Viable funding strategY -
publ6 privatã partneiéf,ps - excluding Desiglt and Build

Attquantifications-mu'st include'actuallevelsíor tglz, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing

resources and for 2020, 2035, and 206,0 forecasfs for the proiect's ptanning.period and typical' 'financial 
and funding relationships

highway elements . Criteria Levels

e,-impotiant, and significant or fully

quantified by absotute or percentage values'

SUBJEGT:
RE:

SR.TI0NoRTHEXTENSIoN/GAPGLoSURECoMñ/IENTS
Financial PurPoses and Needs
Resources, lmpacts, Mitigation and Alternatives
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written handouts of project purposes and Needs did not contain the same statements as presented

in visual slides and repéated verbally as part of the Agency and public scoping sessions. Although

direct responses to iniuiries for copies oi tne public presentations, no copies would be provided, a

cápy ¡s available through online sources at: Such

online sources were not made known to or in

listing has been discussed in a separate comment submittal and involves: Develop a financially

feasíb¡e project, taking ínto consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding strategies,

inctuding public private partnerships

The MTA Board approval of the environmental considerations for the SR-710 North Extension/Gap

Closure included amendment statement to include the financial aspects. Throughout the scoping

process, presentations of purposes and needs by Caltrans has included:' 
',Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration

cost effectiveness and
viable funding strategies,

, including public private partnerships"

Furthermore, Caltransiecognizes the EIR category: Economic and Social Effects -
,'Economic oi social effects of a þroject may be used to determine the significance of

physical changes caused by the project. Although primarily directed at physical

changes, Cgdn regulationé require that socioeconomic consequences of the

physical change be analYzed."

.This means evaluating the impacts on an existing community, on religious practices,

and on business activiiy Orought on by the physical changes directly related to the

project." (Volume 4 of tlre Caltrans referenced Environmental Handbook).

Therefore, CTy/MTA must provide in the Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/EIS full

financial analyses prepared for each alternative, including but not limited to:

Existing financiatresources available and proiect alternatives'shares of such resources

P roi e ct alte rn ativ e cosf esf imafes
Life-of-Proiect
TotalCaPital Costs
DebflFinancrng Cosfs
Operations CosÚs
Maintenance and Replacemenf Cosfs

Funding sfrafegres
Public OnlY
Public-Priúate Pa¡tnershþs as Fi&B, D&F&B, D&F&B&O, D&B&F&O&M

Revenue Sources
lnvestorAssessment Only - lJnsecured corporate bonds allowed

Public provides Rights-of-Way only,
pubticAssessme nt - Either separately or combined with investor assessmenfs

LACounty Sa/es laxes, Gas laxes, Propetty Taxes/Fees,
Betterment District Fees, efc.,

lJser and Beneficiary Origination Fees -
container/Tonnage/lJse Fees by Manifest- Potts of LB & LAm

Trucker Fees - fuel taxes, vehicle registration, direct user;

Beneficiaries and I m pacted SocloGroups
Delineate and defined exrsfrng s ocio-economic characfensfics of those who benefit

and those who maY suffer imPacts,
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Detineate and defined socio-econom¡c characteristics of those groups who benefit

and may suffer impacts during the Proiect planning period 2015-2035,

Detineate and defined socio-eco nomic characterisfics of fhose groups who benefit

and may suffer impacts during the tife-of-proiect period (2015-2065+);

1. SUBJECT: SR-7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: Needs and Purposes and Screening
Written handouts of project Purposes and Needs did not contain the same statements as presented

in visual slides and repeated verbally as part of the Agency and'public scoping sessions'

Once the needs and purposes for the Project are established and quantified as indicated as the

purpose of the scoping,'CTs/MTA must dêfine and circulafe sefs of threshold eriteria for alternatives
'scieening 

comparisons of alternative achievemenfs as compared to detriments. MTNCIs musf

use fhesé threshold criteria throughout the alternative development and screening process to . .

ensure that the project needs as êxpress ed in the project needs and purposes are met for both the

regional and localsystems in a quantified manner.

2. SUBJECT: SR.71O NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Proiect DescriPtion
The Project Descrþtion even within the CTs transmittal letter and attachments in the NOP/NOI for

agencies contains inconsistent text descriptions
Transmittal Letter "...710 Gap Closure Proje
710 from its existing northern terminus in the C
terminus...a gap in the l-710 corridor...Qþl4g
hiqhwav tunnel is under consideration.'.ma
Attachment to above letter: "The proposed proj

highway/freeway construction, heavy rail and b

management systems fno mention of multim
build alternative...contributes to congestion on
objective... relieve congestion and improve mol '

2011)

The Scoping Repoñ, Alternatives Anaþes, and EINEIS musf clearty provide obiectives (whic.!_

requires quántifications and scheduted elements) and perhaps longer term goals through the life of
pro¡ect, 2'115 and coordination between goals and obiectives and the Proiect's needs and

þrlpos"". Ihese texts differ from the needs and purposes of f/¡e Public and Agency Scoping
'sessions 

(serles 3). Here only fuvo objectives white presentations had 8-9 needs and purposes.

As scoprng is required to ctearty define the Proiect's area and location the lnitial Study Area

contained in the NOP/NO/ does not and the Pioject area contains 100 sqmi, approximately 6+mi

NS x l5+m i EW white the text Description - Welt: SR2, Nofth: 5R134/l-210, East: I-605, South: l-10

does not conform with the lmage Description'
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N̂

The Scoping Report, any Atternatives Anatyses, and EItrlEtS for any maior transportation

the

The Scoping Repoñ, any Alternafives Analyses, a,

infrastructure proiect must include the potential Fu

and the conditions of the same sysfe/n without the

any transpot't-related proiects or sysfems which m

- at the /evels of Metropolitan Network, Regional !.

The Scoping Repoft, any Alternatives Analyses, and EtR/E|S for any maior transportation

infrastru'ctule pio¡ect must include the desired Operational Levels and Regulatory/lndustry

Sfandards and Requirements, such as.' expected volumes/vehictes per hour per lane or maximum

percent tongitudinat grades for tight vs heavy duty trucks and other vehicles (2%, 5%, etc. for up to
'SO1Oft). 

Wfthout suãh requirements, proposat oiatternatives and mitigation measures cannot be

adequatety provided and may be unreasonable'

Materiats provided do not clearly identify.the Project's basic asslmptions for cunent and future

conditions retated to the any Alternatives Analyses' and EIP/EIS for

any major transportation ctude the basic physical, functional,

ecônomic, and financial rc development of the Proiect, Alternatives, and

mitigations.

The Scoping Repoñ, any Atternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must provide estimates or

assumptions, such as:
Gasoline/Diese/ Fuels of $4.50/gal by direct cosfs and Fuel laxes
LA City Day-Parking Fees
poñs of Los Angetes and Long Beach projections of containers imports/expotfs

So.Cat.tnternatiGateway and-lntegrated Container Transfer Facility proiections of
containers movements
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2. SUBJEGT: SR.7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP GLOSURE COÍIIMENTS

RE: Project Description - Caltrans Lands and Properties
and EtR/EtS, Calfrans (CTs) must provide a

currently unused for any
uses w¡th¡n the StudY Area
ase date, Purchase costs,

and currenf sfatus, whether occupied or vacant, perhaps as of January 1, 2011.

3. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: lmportant Known/suspected Resources end Expected Significant lmpacts

During the Series 1 sessions, many community members listed the resources considered to be

impoñant or.significant within their communities, their current transportation concerns, and

considerationJ(solutions) as to how to solve such concerns. Some of these sess¡ons occurred

before and after the date of circulation for the NOP/NOI but presenters stated that this is not part of

the Scoping comments.

MTNCTs must require incorporation of ALL pubtic sfafemenfs from participants during the Serie.s 1

SR-710 Conversaiions sessr'on s into the Scoping Repoñ and incorporate them into the Alternatives

Analyses and EtR/EtS for impoftant environmental resources, cunent adverse conditions, and

mitigation rneasures or alternatives for the Study Area, for example:

MOST IMPO RTANT RESOURCES
Mr'sslon Station/Farmers Market, Station/Farmers Market Trader Joe's Home Town

Mission-GoldLine Transit Stafion Village
Huntington/Fremont Transit MultiFamity Neighborhood Villages (MTA258Eg)

Sopa{ and Gtendate Cities of Trees and Top-Recognized K-I2 SchoolDrstricfs

Meridian-Garfietd Historic Drstricfs -1920-30s Old Transit Villages/Centers
H istoric D istricts -1 920-30s Old Tran sit Vill ageslCe nters
Sho¡f Line/Berkshire Historic District; Numerous Bungalow-l920-30s Transit Villages

Gotf courses, Brand, witderness, and other Parks, Forest Lawn, Equestrian

Great Views of SanGabriel, Verdugo, San Rafaet, and Hotlywood Valleys/Llills/Mountains

Green Hitts - Ascot Hitts, Etephant Hitt, Barrett Hitt, Montecito Heights, Monterey Hills

Arroyo Seco River and ValleY
Sm all TownNil I ag e/H ills En cl aves
Strength in Fusion - Hillside Ordinance/Manorization
Smalt TownMittage/Barrio Cohesion and HillNalley Enclaves

"Pride of Place" 1990s Env.Justice Suit Against 710 Tunnels
Alhambra's 710 Degradation of EI Sereno/Sierra Park
SoPas tsolation by Street Barriers along City Boundary

EI Sereno Recreational Center/Middle School
El Sereno Downtown Planning by Community Members
Community Vaiety - Buddhiit Temples, Korean Church and Protestant/Cathalìc Churches

Rose BowllParade, OIdTown, City Hall,
Huntington Hospital and Medical District
CSU Los Angeles, USC/LACo Medical Staftup Facilities
Active BioMedicat Adelante tndustriat Development, CRA and Enterprise Zones

PCC-College, Ambassador and CalTech lnstitue
Nofton Si mon s/11 u nti n gton M u seu ms
Soufh Pasadena and Pasadena City Libraries

Gold Li ne T ra n sit Villag es
M etroLi n k Tra n siUA mtra k Stati o n
Gridlron Roadway and GreentWalnut OneWay Couplet
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MTA Bus 256-Community Supported for 4 years
CentralAccess to LA, Pasadena, SanFernando Valley, Mountains, and Coast

SanFernando Road and Colorado Blvd- ArterialWays
Transit Vittages - Maycrest, Poplar, VanHorne. Eastern, Cotlis, Monterey Rd., Soto/Mission

Buses 78n9/256 and DASH
Firsf Sing/e Grade-Separated RR Crossrng

4. SUBJECT: SR.71O NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Geology, Mineral Resources, Soils and Topography
A major Study of the géotogy of the Study Area was conducted and resulted in a statement that all

routes were têchnica[y teaéiUe for various types of bored/mined tunneling methods' The Study

also found subsudaceevidence of extensions of known "active faults" but although stating that they

would do surface surveys, none were undeftaken and reported or documented. The geology of the

eastern half Study Area is complicated in areas and at depths through which tunnels may be

constructed and surface-exposed geological formation clearly show "faults", fractures, and zones of

overturning of beds with significant displacement.

Atthough fhese are not formally designated as "active", the EttrL-EIS must conduct a thorough

underjround study of any tunnel atignment with borings af no greater than 1000ft intervals and at

depfhõ of no /ess tnan Si¡On bebw sufface (e.g, based on 3x tunnel diameter of cover over a tunnel

diameter of 60ft plus a margin beneath the tunnel inve¡l/floor.
Allfautts, fractures with disþtacement of more than 1ft, and oveñurned folding must be fufther
documented and incorporated into deslgns and mitigation for ground stability rssues.

Although the geological study discussed methane gas occurrences in the borings, the information

providãd is inõonsistent and undocumented with appropriate protocols for ground gases. Several

oil/gas wells occur within the delineated study area and some are not abandoned. Gas was

attñbuted to one formation but without appropriated documentation and apparent specialist
knowledge of ground gases, composition, and characteristics'
The Scoþing Report, Átternatives Analyses and EltrllEIS musf be based on appropriate well-

documenteã sfudres of existing wett records (e.g., State DOGGR) and ground gases during every

boring for any purposes. A well-qualified'gas expeñ" must be used and a well monitored three-

point-monitoiing system must be used, similar to those used by MTNRTD for the Wilshire

segments of the earlier Red Line Phase 2 along Wilshire and Fai¡fax sfreefs.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: StructuralGeology, Seismiciff, Liquefaction, Subsidence, and Landslides
The earlier referenced geologicaistuOy did not include appropriate geological investigations of

ground stability. Geological materials may have been analyzed but the structural geology was not

ðocumented for the fivJzones or the current Study Area. General statements of seismicity and

"active faults" did not focus on the documentation required for the EIR/ElS and especially for
Alternatives Analyses.

The Atternatives Anatyses and EtR/ElS must inctude a futl geotogical documentation of all

significant construction and alltunnels zones and corridors, including.- 
Att fautts, fractures, and complex fotding - surtace and subsuñace evidence

Microseismic monitoring for events of <R4 (e.g., 100 seismometers)
Groundwater levels - initialand seaso nat (requiring piezometers in borings)

Ground levels monftoring (atl past records, quafterty and later annual measurements)
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The documentation must be based on 1O1Oft intervals w¡th¡n 3000ft of any significant construction

and alltunnels.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE GOMMENTS
RE: Water Resources and Quality - Surface Waters
The Atternatives Analyses and EIP/EIS must include a thorough stormwater and waterway

inventory throughoutine Stu¿y Area and must be used within the Alternatives Analyses to evaluate

the current storm water concerns of the RegionalWater Quality Controt Boards for reducing runoff

and reducing pollutants to surtace riverine and coastal regimes.

The Atternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include annualand maximum stormwater,
groundwater, and wastewater generation for each alternative and the Proiect and any treatment

required for discharge or onsite reuse.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Water Resources and Quality - Subsurface Waters
The Etp/EtS musf include a thorough groundwater inventory throughout the Study Area and such

information must be used within the Alternatives Anatyses to evaluate the current groundwater uses

and disposition concerns of the LA and San GabrietRrvers Easrns adiudication and Water Masfers.

The Atternatives Analyses and EtR/EtS must include an integration of the geological and
groundwater studies ín order to property consider the impacts of deep construction and su¡face

âevetopment upon the infittration/recharge, movement, and potential uses of groundwater.

4. SUBJECT: SR.71O NORTH EXTENSION / GAP GLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Air Pollution from Project lmplementation

The Atternatives Analyses and EtR/EtS must include a thorough inventory, analyses, modeling, and

assessrnent of air pottutant generation, air quality, and potential measures to maintain and improve

current air quatity. The baslc approach must include the basic criterion of "do-no-harm"; existing air
quality shait not-be degrade¿ anA shatl be improved over the planning period up to 2035 and

throughout the Prolect's capital improvements expected operating life, 50-100 years'

The Atternatives Anatyses and EtR/EtS must inclucle air quality considerations separately for: 1)

ONLY the Study areã, 21 a regional consideration for those areas where a "significant" change

(e.g., 5%o up oídown) can be documented to result directty from the Proiect, and 3) the Prolectl

retáted air shed based on AQMD delineations le.g., easf of t-405, east of IJS-I01, notth of l-105,

etc.).

At this time, changes in traffic are expected in the l-5 and noñhern t-210 corridor airsheds based on

regulatory changes of truck traffic. The Alternatives Analyses and EIR4EIS must include separate

aslessment of traffic generated air pollutanús based on Alternatives including any regulatory
constraints and requilements on modes of traffic (e.g., Truck Bans on LA downtown l-5) ratherthan
physicat attributes of the Proiect (e.g, height clearance, lane widths, grades, etc.)

The Alternatives Anatyses and EtR/ElS must include considerations of air pollutants generated

during both construction and operations of any "bLtild" alternative. Air pollutant generation wo.uld

genelatty correspond to the construction value and duration while aperations generation would
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generally conespond to the number and types of vehictes, not directly related to the distances and

number of passengers and/or volume of materials moved'

Existing Setting - Gonditions and Resources

As generally accepted, the Los Angeles Metropolitan area and the project area has been historically

and for the ioreseeable future (>2030) the worst air quality in the United States, and some have

recommended a special category for California's South Coast Air Basin. Similarly the South Coast

Air Basin (LAB) has the worsf road congestion in the US and especially when adjusted for
population resulting from the long distañt commutes by mostly single occupancy vehicles even with

the most stringent emission controls for mobile sources in the US.

The project area of about 100sq mi is largely residential or mixed residential and light commercial

land'uses. The project is delineated by major congested freeways and interchanges which

contribute to the degraded air quality within the study area and the Air Basin, as a whole. Most

cities and communities of the project area have numerous mixed multi-family and commercial

arterial corridors, except for Pasadena which has a more traðitionally defìned central business

district. Previous studies have shown more polluted air quality along l-210 east of the l-710

interchange and around the l-605/l-10 interchange compared to the eastern half of the Study Area

and to the somewhat more degraded air quality in the western third of the Study Area, all levels in

the Study Area are noticeably less air polluted than the l-710 corridor south of SR60.

The Alternatives Analyses and EtR/ElS must include detaited 1000-2000ft interval modelcells with

appropriate inventory information to support such modeling results to establish both short and

únge'r term air quatity intervals for current conditions. Ihese resu/fs on say a 1500ft grid must then

beõome the criteria levels for comparisons of impacts; any exceeding of the existing air quality

would be considered as significantt. Similaiy, based on the AQMD plans and proiections of air 
.

quatity, modeting of future-air quatity through 2035 must maintain or improve (reduce pollutants) air
quali{y without the Project, and the Atternatives Analyses and EIP/EIS musf include modeling

lesults to show that th'e Project woutd generate air quatity /eve/s equal or below the expected local

air quality based on the AQMD plans through 2035.

Few industrial zones exist within the project area and are generally concentrated along the historic

railroad corridors: near San Fernando Road, Monterey Road, Mission Road, and Valley Blvd' Most

industrial areas are considered as light to medium industries and integrated through community

redevelopment authorities; no heavy industrial land uses exist within the project area'

The Atternatives Analyses and E|P/1EIS must inctude the many structured, combined, and

unstructured "sensitive Receptors" contained Study Area such as:
CalTech, CSULA, PCC, Occidentat College, LACC/Fletcher Campus, Ambassador College,

Adelante/tJSC-Biotech, Huntington Hospital, Alhambra Hospital, LACounty/USC Medical

Center, Soufhwesf Museum, Norton Simon Museum, Huntington Library, Old Town

Pasadena, Schoo/s (K-12), ChurcheslTemple{Mosques, Clinics, Parks, and Golf Courses

lSoP, Alh), and Rose Bowl Parades (Pas).

As throughout the South Coast Air Basin, the predominant sources of air pollutants are

transportation facilities, such as:
Congested SR2, SR19, SR1 10, SR134, l-5, t-10,l-210, l-605, and l-710 ROWs/lnterchanges,
Union Pacific and BNSF Railroads' ROWs and Yards (SCIG, ICTF, Hobart, etc.),

Taylor Yard/MetroLink (SanFernando Rd.), Mission Road Yard, Hobart, and

Valley/AlhambraAve. Sidings.
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Few fixed or area industrial air pollutant sources exist.
Pasadena Power Plant-FairOaksiGlenarm (Pas),

Hum boldt/Ave33 ( l-A), Valley/Medford/Fowler (LA), Mission Ave./SotoA/al ley (LA),

Sycamore/Pasadena (SoP),
Westminister/Raymond/Mission Road (Alh),
BaldwiniLower Azuza (RosiElM), East of Peck Rd. (ElM).

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/ElS must contain:
Futl inventory of atl knownlpermitted and anticipated (=future) fixed air pollutant sources,

Full inventory of att known area and line air pollutant sources and estimated air pollutant
generationsfrom all area (>1)ac) and line sources of air pollutants,

Full inventory of atl known and expected sensitive receptors and conidors in the Study Area

and additionat detaited inventories for individual receptors within 5000ft of any maior
(>$200M capital works cosÍs,) proiect facilities .

Moni,itored and recorded air quatity within the prolect area - monthly/seasonal ranges and

resolution of at least four monitonng srtes per square mile (less than 3000ft separation),

Catibrated and modeled air quality within the project secfors and area 7 monthly/seasonal
ranges and resolution of at /ess fhan 1000ft separation,

urban Ã¡r Sned Model for project area and Smile zone of influence, especially upwind -
westerly - downtown - inctuding u¿orsf-case (maximum), median, and quartile wind

circulation/mixing conditions for study area

The Atternatives Analyses and EIR/E|S must include futtweather (T/RHtWDirfuVSpd) and air
potlutant monitoring of all expected pollutants and precursors (e.9., CO, NOX, VOC,
'PM10/2.5/0.1,etc.)-on 

a one-mile grid for at least one year and at least 1/month ballon-suruey of
stratification of weather and pottutants up to 1000ft above highest point in study area; conduct

monthly airborne LIDAR surveys for particulates and NOX.

Potential Significant lmpacts

The Atternatives Analyses and EtR/EtS must provide and compare existing, no-build future, öase-

case buitd alternative, and other alternatives for differences and changes of air pollutanf emr'ssions

and resulting regional and local air quality within the proiect study area.

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/ElS must include:
Projected future air pollutant generations from all area and line sources of air pollutants for

No-Build-, Build-Base-Case-, and Other-alternatives,
Seasona/ and Annuat air quality within the prqect area - manthly/seasonal ranges and

re1olution of four modeled sffes per square mite throughout construction periods and for
Year Two and 2035 Year oPerations

Modeted air quatity for each alternative within the project area - monthly/seasonal ranges

and resolution of af /ess than 1000ft separation within 5000ft of the alternatives'
operation ìnfluence

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/ElS must identify those:
Significantty tmpacted Communities - 70 highest levels of changes above existing levels for

any areas of 100 acres (1000+tt radius from model points)
Affected Communities - - upper quaftite levels of changes above existing and future no build

levels for any areas of 100 acres (1000+fr radius from model points)

Less Affected Communities - all areas with tess than 25% increase from existing modeled
levels
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Less óenefiTed communities - all areas w¡th¡n less than 25%o decrease from ex¡sting
modeled levels

Beneficiary Communities - l0 areas with most reduced air pollutant levels below existing
levels for any areas of 100 acres (1000+ft radius from model points)

The Alternatives Analyses and EtR/ElS must include and identify fhose areas with any increased air
pottutant /evels (reduced air quatity) which inctude single "sensdrve receptoi'as /lsfed above. The

EtR must identify atso identify fhose areas within the upper 10 highest increased air pollutant and

contain any "sensitive receptors" within 5000ft radius. The EIR must include a "Health Risk
Assessme nt" for any area with one "sensftiye receptor"' and must include a "Health lmpact
Assessme nt" for 1) any of the ten highest increase areas with at least one "sensifive receptof', 2)

and for any increase-areas with more than one "sensrÏlve receptof', and 3) areas with two highest
Ievels and two highest rncreases in pollutant levels.

If an atternative has fixed sources of emiss ions, allsources must be assumed to be wofthy of "hot

spot" modeting of the emissions and air quatity degradation. lf modeling indicates anyincreases rn

air pollutanfs, the alternative must include mitigation to collect and treat air pollutants before
emrssions. Fixed sources in any alternative shall not be designed to reduce ground levels to

existing emissions levels by elevating, heating, or increased fan velocity in order to dilute the
poltutant levels;the solution to air potlution shall not be by dilution and shall be achieved by
tre atme nUremov al of pol I utants.

Potenti a I S i g n ifi c a nt Ben efits

As indicated above, the Atternatives Analyses and EIR/ElS must include and identify "Beneficiary

Communities (areas ar zones)" within the project area and within 10,000 ft of the proiect area and
quantify levelslestimates of improvements. lf improvements occur or are expected to occur at
greater than 10,000ft from the project area boundary, fuñher sfudies and identification must be
required.

P rosp ectív e M ití g ati o n M eas u res/ Activ iti es

The EtF#EtS and Alternatives Anaþes and assessments must pratect Air Quality within the Air
Basin. Any Atternative which rncreases air emissions and degrades air quality within the proiect

area and modeting areas must include mitigations to return the area air quality to the existing
ambient levels and their continued declines throughout the mid-term period up to 2035 and to meet
the SCAQMD's planned achievements for 2035.

lf "Hot Spots" analyses and modeling of any altemative indicate rncreases affecting "Sensffive

Receptors", The Alternatives Anaþes and EIF/E|S musf include mitigation to return the air quality
modeled /evels to pre-existing levels equatto the 2012 ambient, and the mitigated alternatives musf

include receptor protection rneasures (e.g., air conditioning, filtration of intake air, interior air
filtration, etc.) to mitigate any risk of failure by the source mitigation.

tf atternatives have fixed emissions sources le.g., any device using fans, vent sfacks or "natLtral

venting" through poñal openings), att fixed emisslons must be treated before release and shall not
be "treated" by dilution to reduce the pollutanú emrssions levels.

The Atternatives Anatyses and EtR/ElS must include the following mitigation measures, as paft of
mitigation for contained facitities, electrostatic precipitators and assoøafed pafticulate filtration down
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to pMT.1 with removalltreatment efficiency sufficient ta reduce any tunnel alternatives'emrssions fo

equivalent to sunounding existing air quality without proiect.

The Etp¿4EtS musf inctude the fotlowing be compteted: an HRA and a socioeconomic impact study.

The EtFflEIS must include the fotlowing be identified and studied: air pollution impacts; global

warming impacts;noise standàrds and noise impacts; growth impacts; construction-related

impacti; aelsthetic impacts;traffic impacts; maintenance and operation impacts; and
impacts to the storm water runoff and discharge.

The EINETS musf include the document witt include Air Quality and HRA and The EIP/EIS must

include.and assess concerns with the future highway projects nof increasing traffic, air
quality, and health imPacts.

The EtpyE1S must inctude the fottowing: a detaited analysis of the effects of diesel particulates on

those tiving and working near lhe project; evaluation and examination of all potential health

effects caused by the project;drscussion of traffic-inducing and congestion-producing
impacts;drscussJon of irreversible impacts to habitat, navigable waterways, recreation

resources, and water quatity; and grovvth of goods movements infrastructure at the pofts

and in the lnland EmPire.
The EtNEtS musf include information about what trees will be considered to make the freeway

more attractive and voiced support for designated truck lanes and limited access.

The EtR/EtS musf include and assess information about a fuel-saver transit sysfem in response to a

need for public mass transit, pottution from diesel trucks, and traffic congestion.
The E\R/E/S musf include previous documents and studies be considered. The EIR/EIS must

include and assess with air quality, cost benefit analysis, globalwarming, and noise'

The EIpyE1S musf include and assess with noise and decrease in housing and quality of life.

The Etp¡4E1S musf include.and assess with public notification in the Study Area, traffic congestion

from trucks, health impacts, and zero emlssions.
The E\R/E/S musf include the EIR analyze a zero-emissions alternative.
The EIR/E|S musf include and assess with health impacts and community parTicipation framework'

The EtNE|S musf include and assess with heatth impacts in proximity to freeway, a threefold
increase in trucks, and the avaitability and tegat documentation of the NOP posting for the

proposed proiect.
The EtpyEtS musf ¡nôtude a tree planting proJect be incorporated into the proiect to reduce pollution

and noise.
The EtR/EIS m¿rsf inctude cul-de-sacs created by the project be used as opportunities for the

community gardens, tree planting, and daycare centers.
The E|F/EIS musf inctude and assess with air pollution and health impacts.
The EtR/ElS musf inctude and assess with more pottution and 5R710/l-10, /5R110, and /l-210

connection.
The EtNE¡S musf include and assess with air quatity impacts and reduction of diesel pafticulates.

The EIF#E|S musf include and assess with pollution, noise and impacfs fo parks.

The EtNEtS musf include and assess with air quality and improvements for Study Area railyards
(Mission, Taylor, and AuranVAlhambra Rd.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Air Resources - Noise

The Scoping Report and E|trl{EIS musf inctude a thorough and comprehensive monitaring of
existing noise levets at more than 20 different locations for each alternative at daily, hourly, and

instanlaneou{peak (10 sec.) intervals wÌthin the project area and similar manitoring wherever
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modeled traffic would increase over those at present. The Scoping Repoft and EIR/EIS musf
include inventory of all noise senslfiye land uses including but not limited to the following:

Medical, Senior Care, and Children Care facilities and complexes
Religious and cultural facilities
Educationa[, scientific, and research facilities,
Recreation al facilities and Parks
Major population concentrations - transit stafions, commercial centers

The inventories must include daily, hourly, and peal</maxima levels within the sensitive facilities

The Scoping Reporí and EtP/F|S musf include modeling of noise generation and proiections within
1000ft of any project elements in each alternative for both construction and operations. lf modeling
showed any increases within the initiat zones, the zones should be expanded to the limits of any
increases within and beyond the initial zones.

lf noise /eyels are found to exceed those during the monitoring period, the Scoping Repoft and
EIR/EtS must Ìnclude, as paft of mitigation for contained and open road facilities, noise absorption
and reflective measures with treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any alternatives' generation to
equivalent to sunounding existing noise quality without proiect.

The Scoping Repoñ and EtR/ElS musú include adequate mitigation for any rncreases over the
ambient noise levels by either controlling sources, intertering with noise fransmrssio n, or protecting
sensifive receptors.

4. SUBJECT: SR.7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Air Resources - Vibrations
The Scoping Reporf and EIPLEIS must include a thorough and comprehensive monitoring of
existing vibration /eyels at more than 20 different locations for each alternative at daily, hourly, and
instantaneou{peak (10 sec.) inte¡vals within the project area and similar monitoring wherever
modeled traffic, transit, or other vibration sources would increase over those at present. The

Scoping Repoft and EtR/EIS musf inctude inventory of allvibration sensitive land uses including but
not limited to the following:

Medical, Senior Care, and Children Care facilities and complexes
Educational, scientific, and research facilities
Major population concentrations - transit stations, commercial centers

The inventories must include daily, hourly, and pealdmaxima /eve/s within the sensitive facilities

The Scoping Repoft and EtR/E/S musf include modeling of vibratÌon generation and proiections
within 1000ft of any project elements in each alternative for both construction and operations. lf
modeting showed any increases within the initial zones, the zones should be expanded to the limits
of any rncreases within and beyond the initial zones.

tf vibration levels are found to exceed lhose during the monitoring period, the Scoping Report and
EIF/EIS must Ìnclude, as part of mitigation for contained and open road facilities, vibration
absorption and isotation measures with treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any alternatives'
generation to equivalent to surrounding existing vibration regimes without proiect.

The Scoping Report and EtNElS musf include adequate mitigation for any rncreases over the
ambient vibration level{regimes by either controlling or isolating sources, intertering with vibration
transmission, or protecting/isolating sensrTive receptors, facilities, and equipment.
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4. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Cultural, Archeological, and Historic Resources
Approximately 10 years has passed since Caltrans completed an updated suruey of historic
resources in Pasadena. Obviously, a large number of additional structures will have reached the
5O-year mark and will need to be researched.
Because of the potential adverse impacts on poss,b/e National Register eligible propeñies, the
Scoping Repoft and EIP/EIS musf include a careful and thorough historic suruey within 1000ft of
any proposed facilities or alternat¡ves of the Project under considerat¡on. The survey of historic
propeft¡es must be done by an experienced historic preseNation consultant - and in cooperation
with State Office of Historic Preseruation, Pasadena Heritage, Soufh Pasadena Preseruation
Foundation and Los Angeles Conservancy.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COññMENTS
RE: Hazards - Accidental, Natural, and Targeted Events
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS musf include a full and thorough inventory, analyses, and
assessment of hazards from accidents, natural events, and targeted events ("events") that could be
expected during both construction and operations of any "build" alternative. ln general, evenfs
would generally correspond to the construction activities and duration, while operational events
would generally correspond to the number and types of vehicles, not directly related to the
dl'súances and number of passengers or volume of materials moved. Accidents would be more
numerous as the modes become mixed: motorcycles, sedans, SUVs, vans, mini-,buseg full-buses,
light and heavy pickups, long-distance buses, and 3,4,5,6-axled trucks, while flow/capacity
generally related in a direct positive manner to accidents. Other targeted events relate to very
different factors but would generally relate positively with vehicular volume/flow and perhaps to
larger vehicles with larger on-board füeltanks.

The Scoping Repoñ, Alternatives Analyseg and EIP/EIS musf include review of naturalevenfs,
eañhquakes, rain sforms, droughts, wind storms, efc., for the Study Area which could be expected
within the project operational life span, 50-100 years for major capital projects. The Scoping Repoñ
and EIP/EIS a/so must include review of human/urban events, traffic accidents, pedestr¡an suicide
attempts, etc., for the Study Area which could be expected within the project operational life span,
50-100 years. As the latter occur on a daily basis,

As generally accepted, the Los Angeles Metropolitan area and the Study Area has historically had a
few significant accidents within road tunnels as most "tunnels" are short and through-passage is
rapid (seconds to minutes). As these accidents have occurred they could be considered as a
minimum level of involvement and not a'worst case event.

The Scoping Repoft and EINEIS musf include review of accidental events, including a worsf case
of two liglú vehicles and two heavy duty vehicles with a total'fuel spill of 150 gallons, and worst
case natural events (e.9., ,6R earthquake on the Raymond Hill or Alhambra Active Faults at depths
of /ess than two miles with periods of 2 minutes) for any alternatives.

So far, no reported significant "targeted event" has occurred in California although many suitable
targets exist.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIe/EIS musf include a base case intentional
"targeted event" which can be based on the following:

Two light duty vehicles - moving through the project facilities each way (total: four vehicles)
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Each vehicle carries two drums of fuel in rear compaftments with attached road flares
Vehicles release their ignited road-flare on fuel drums onto pavement with maximum

tongitudinal grades and speed away, occupants vacate thru nearest emergency exits or
sacrifice.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Landuse Gompliance and Suitability

The Scoping Repoft,'Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS musf include an inventory'of all existing
/anduses and relationship of existing landuses and existing landuse plans for the Study Area. The
inventory must also include all known transportation origin and destination studies related to the
Study Area, including any origins, any destinations, and any pathways passrng through any paft of
the Study Area. The inventory must fu¡fher include all project landuse and demographic related
growth during the current planning period up to 2035 and expected for the life of proiect, up to 2065.

Landuse grovvth beyond 2035 must consider the assumed cosfs and availability of fuels for goods
andpassenger transport by light and heavy duty vehicles compared to road and railfransifs.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: SocioEconomics - Costs/Employment

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyseg and EIR/EIS musf include an inventory of all existing
and future CTs, MTA, and State properiies within the Study Area and within 1000ft of any proposed
facilities. As part of the inventory, all existing occupants, residents, and site workers must be
interviewed and any cultural concerns, comments, and rssues must be collected and incorporated
into cultural assessment of existing conditions and how any particular project alternative may
influence the cultural aspecfs of those involved in past and cunent property and community
resources of public propefties.

An inventory of all vacant and/or leased-rented properlies must also include their currenU2011
valuations and current revenues and expenditures.

The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Analyseg and EIR/EIS musf include inventories of iobs and
employment for heavy construction and for transit and vehicle operators and maintainers within the
Study Area, Region, and County. Prolected employment for Project related joÖs musf be quantified
and located as to the Study Area, Region, and County.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Anaþeg and EIP/EIS rnusf include a full economic analyses of
Study Area and Regional conditions and economic and employmenú resources and opportunities
and given current conditions an assumed economic constraints of local, county, regional, and state
resources for both the planning period to 2035 and the life of project period to 2065.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EINEIS musf include an inventory of all tolled
transpoftation facitities within LA Çounty, SoCal/SCAG area, California, and the western US and
their charges, lengths, capacity and Levels of Services.
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4. SUBJECT:SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / cAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: SocioEconom¡cs - Environmental Justice
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/EIS musf include an inventory of all existing
and future CTs, MTA, and State properties within the Study Area and within 1000ft of any proposed
facilities and the ethnicity and income characterisfics. Ás pañ of the inventory, all existing
occupants, residents, and site workers must be interuiewed and any cultural concerns, comments,
and /ssues must be collected and incorporated into cultural assessment of existing conditions and
how any pafticular project alternative may influence the culturalaspecfs of those involved in past
and current propefty and community resources of public properties. The Scoping Repoñ,
Alternatives ,Analyses, and EIR/E/S musf include an assessrnent of environmental justice rssues
within and amongsf fhe State owned propeñies' tenants, renters, /easees, and occupants based on
direct interuiews and audited records and assessed conditions, valuations, and term{conditions.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives ,Analyses, and EIR/E/S musf include comparisons of
environmental property conditions amongst the various communities within the Study Area and
assess whether preferential treatments have been administered for those involved.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/EIS musf include inventory and assess fhe
identified "Beneficiary Communities (areas or zones)" within the Study Area and LA County and
quantify level{estimates of transportation improvements. lf improvements occur or are expected to
occur beyond the Study Area, further st¿rdres and identification shall be required to inventory and
assess prospective improvements. lf improvements are generally restricted to the Study Area or if
portions of the Study Area (eastern vs western) show statistically significant differences, fufther
sfudres of improvements vs ethnici$rtncomes/employment must be undertaken.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / cAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Secondary, lndirect lmpacts Growth lnducements

Either as a Freeway or Tunnel systems, any infrastructure transportation road improvements are to
serve areas well beyond the limits of the improvements, and to integrate with other projects which
are planned, underway, or completed as an overall program or system. Therefore by the very
nature of roadway (infrastructure) projects, secondary and/or indirect impacts (both beneficial and
detrimental) are generated for area outside of the direct project area.

The SR710 is such a project and will generated secondary and indirect impacts outside of the limits
of the physical project. Some such impacts are further identified as "growth inducements" where
the intentional or unintentional consequences of the project spur the development of currently
undeveloped lands within the project's "service areas" (e.9., Altadena, La Crescenta, LaCanada-
Flintridge, NE San Fernando Valley, Mint Canyon, Canyon Country, Palmdale, etc.).

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EItr./EIS musf include an inventory of all areas
which will derive any discernible improvement of transportation conditions due to each Alternative
both within and beyond the Study Area. Specifically specialsfudres must focus on:

Potts of LA and Long Beach,
near dock areas south of l-5,
l-710 corridor (including 15,000ft either sÌde) from the poñs to I-10,
l-210 conidor (east and north, l-605 to l-5),
t-5 (t-605 - SR14) and SR14
High Dese¡f Corridor and 5R138

C.T.lr
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As the project's life extends throughout the current forecast period of the So.Cal.Assoc.Govts. and

actually well beyond 50-100 years, major secondary growth inducement impacts can be expected
as typical of any such roads project. As this particular project has been deemed so vitalto the
entire regionaltransportation region (e.9., entire San GabrielValley,2l0 Corridor/Eastern San

Fernando Valley, and Palmdale), the impacts of its implementation may have even more
spectacular effects in the region and well beyond the 100 sq mi "lnitial Study Area".
The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/EIS musf include a thorough inventory,
assessment, and beneficiary projections for all area related to any transportation systems passrng

through the Study Area. MTNCTs may consider fhese areas for prospective beneficiary
assessrnent for the cosfs of co nstruction and operations and maintenance. Such areas must also
be assessed for potential Environmental Justice rssues.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Infrastructure - General Transportation

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EINEIS musf provide alltransportation
assumptions for the planning (2035) and life of project period (2065) for each Alternative:

Fuel Prices
Parking Prices
P arking/U nit Req uirements
Labor cosfs
Origins/Destinations
Passenger and Goods projections

During the SR710 Conversations - Series 1 Sessions, the Public provide many transportation
concerns and issues.
The Scoping Reporí, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/E/S musf include individually reviewed,
compiled, and assessed of the concerns as part of the general review of transportation and their
relationships to each Alternative, include the following:

Freeway Butchery - Noñhern and Southern Soufh Pasadena
Truck/HOV/Bus Ban on 5R110
NtW Bound Trucks on t-210 Avoiding t-5 - AND >2% ROAD GRADE - NO CLIMBING LANES
NOISE/DIESEL ON BOTH S/DES
5R134/210 CO/VGESflON AND RAMP TAILBACKS - HOV/LOS F 330-630pm
5R11?>OrangeGrove Freeway SR/FremonVColumbia>Pasadena>711Stub SRI l1>Arroyo/Marengo
SAN GABR. VALLEYAIONTEREY HILLS COMMUTERS /N S/NGLE OCCUPANT CARS
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Planning in OpenlTransparent Manner- l-5/ExpressLanes
Lack of SCAG4MTA Coordinated Transpoftation Plan for Regional Rail/Road Commuter Roufes
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Plan of RailTransportatian in Open/Transparent Manner
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Plan of Rail Transportation for Container Freight
Lack of SCAG/MTA Fuel Taxes and Plans for Transportation/Landuse Planning
Losses of DASH4AITA Feeder and Workers'buses - <25% San Gabriel Bus Commuters

Lack of SCAG/MTA Fuel Taxes and Parking Fees for Transportation/Landuse Planning
lnadequate Last Mile Transport feeders (DASH, etc.) and Pedestrian/Transit Villages/Centers.
W-E Commufers based on single occupancy vehicles - 95% on Huntington, Valley, and Figueroa
LA DoT pays for 85% of commuters from east of the 710 Corridor - Let the Beneficiaries Pay - Need

congestion pricing zone for non-transit passengers = ExpressDrsfncfs
Cheap downtown parking rewards srng/e occupancy commuters, low income forced to transit
Past fuet prices supported singte occupancy WSGValley vehicles and higher transport O&M for

LACity; future much higher fuel prices must be reflected in transporf
Lack of Connector Road to Mission Road, not Alhambra Ave., Shared Sacrifices.
Lack of Alhambra congestion reduction measures, purposefully making worst, to get ???
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Lack of Fed, State, LACI funds = PPP + Traffic Assessmen t/Parking Districts + Congest¡o n $20-

Tolls.
Freeway Butchery - Via 5R110 - Noñhern/Southern and 5R710 EasterntWesfern Soufh Pasadena

-SR2, SnlS¿, l-6, and l-210 -FarWe.sl SoufhCe ntrat, NorthCentral, East, & Norih

- t-10 city Terrace/Ramona Gardens - Marengo-CityTerr.-Ram.-Garuey
SRI I O TrucMHOVJBus Ban forces traffic to Figueroa and Huntington

oad, and FremonVFairOaks
Grove and FaìrCaks)
nd MontereY Road
nt Thru Commuters (5-7%'

'the Good of San Marino Commuters (5-7%' 2+¡

Huntington and Monterey Rd Thru-Traffic Congestio¡ ldLine -
Disregard of At-Grade Crossrngs and Lack of Parking
Poor MTA Thru-Bus Routings Lack of Adequate Fee Connections

Protecting N-s Roufe of Bus 258. ..Ridership/Productivity/seruice
poor MTA Thru-Bus Routings Lack of Adequate Feeders/shuttles - First/Last Miles Connecfions

Lack of Local Feeders/shutttes for NE/SW MuttiFamily Vitlages - Firs%Last Mile Problems

Historìc soPas Isotation/segregation from LA, El Sereno and GaNanza

H istoric separation/l sotatio n of M u lti/si ngle F a mily Develop ments

LACK of CaHSRA Coordinated Ptan of Routing/Stations in OpenlTransparent Manner

commuter GAPS - <10% Mutti-occupancies - Few carNanPools
Caltrans' GAP - SR2 and SR-134 why not lnterstate Ranking

Trucl</HOV/Bus Congesfion on sR and Díversions to sRl34lSRAI-210
NO Arteriat/U134/t-lRamp Management- Cotorado, Brand, SanFernando: CongestionlTailbacks

Colorado, Brand, SanFernando, Ã¡teriatWays- lntersections and Signa/s Synchronization

SanFernandoRá A¡leriatWay - Signa/s Synchronization for the Good of Northern Commuters

Thru-Traffic Congestion Sacnfices Local Traffic

4. SUBJEGT: SR.71O NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: Resources and Plans - Transportation - Highways

The ves Analyses, and EtR/ElS must include inventory of all infrastructure

road by segments of 5000ft each within the Study Area'

4. SUBJECT: SR.7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: lnfrastructure Resources and Plans - Transportation - Local Roads

The Scoping Repor-t, Alternatives Analyses, and flNflS musf inctude inventory of all infrastructure

LAGo Callfor Projects 2007,2009,2011 and after

4. SUBJECT: SR.71O NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: lnfrastructure Resources and Plans - Transportation - Mainline Railroads

The Scoping Report, Atternatives Analyses, and EtR/ElS musf include inventory of all current

Mainline Rã¡lroa,ds, rights-of-way, facitities, and capacities within the Study Area and those

transpoftation corridors related thereto' The invento
information regarding all planned and prospective ne

Mission, and Taylor yards) through the planning peri

the remainder of the Proiect's operating life to at lea:

Alternatives Analyses in order to suppõn development of Atternatives retated to heavy rail systems

for goods, seruices, and Passengers'
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4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / eAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: lnfrastructure Resources and Plans - Transportation - Rail Transit
The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Anaþes, and EINEIS musf include inventory of all cunent
infrastructure - rail transit, rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the Study Area and úhose
transportation corridors related thereto, including prospective Gap Closures (e.9., North Gold Line
to No¡th Hollywood and Gold Line - North to South. The inventory shall also include current sfafus
and information regarding all planned and prospective new facilities (e.9., Gold Line, Orange Line,
MetroLink, etc.) through the planning period up to 2035 and those expected throughout the
remainder of the Project's operating life to at least 2065. The inventory must be included for
Alternatives Analyses in order to suppor-t development of Alternatives related to transit ral sysfems
for seruices and passengers, and perhaps goods.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / cAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: lnfrastructure Resources and Plans - Transportation - Road Transit
The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS musf include inventory of all current
infrastructure - road transit, mixed and dedicated rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the
Study Area and fhose transportation corridors related thereto, including prospective Gap C/osures.
The inventory shall also include current sfafus and information regarding all planned and
prospective new facilities (e.g., integrated road/railstafions for Gold Line, Orange Line, MetroLink,
transit villages, inter-modal connections [MTA 256 and Gold Line], etc.) through the planning period
up to 2035 and those expected throughout the remainder of the Project's operating life to at least
2065. The inventory must be included for Alternatives Analyses in order to supporf development of
Alternatives related to transit road systems for seryrbes and passengers.

4. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMñIIENTS
RE: lnfrastructure Resources and Plans - Services - Sewerage and Drainage
The Scoping Repoñ, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS musf include inventory of all infrastructure
utilities and seruiees resources currently suppoñing the Study Area and those planned by State,
County, and Local agencies at least through the regional planning period to 2035 and forecasted or
expected throughout the typical capital project life of 2U s2065.

The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/EIS musf include all infrastructure utilities and
services resources required by each Alternative and through comparisons of all Alternatives for the
Pro¡ect.

The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIP/EIS musf include comparisons of all
infrastructure utilities and seruices resources required by each Alternative and available supporf.ing
existing and expected facilities and sysfems. If any alternative's utilities and seruices requirements
cause the regional seryices ratios to fall below their levels of seryrbes without the Project, the
Prqect alternative must include compensation/mitigation to raise seruice levels back to fhose
expected without the Project.

5. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE GOMMENTS
RE: Mitigations
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS each must include mitigation measures for
each Alternative; however, without a defined base case alternative prospective mitigation
measures, activities, and compensation cannot be readily defined. MTNCTs must provide a
reasonable opportunity for the Public to participate in the Alternatives Analyses in order to provide

G.T.l¡
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the opporfunity for the Public to provide Scoping inputs for each Alternative of concern for the
Public as úhls has not been available during the "Scoping"process, Senes 3 sesslons.

6. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / cAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Alternatives - General
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/EIS musf inctude "all possible" transporTation
alternatives as emphasized throughout all Scoping Senes 3, 5R710 Conversations without any
limits other than the Study Area figure. Therefore the Scoping Report and EIR/EIS musf include the
wider range of alternatives than those indicated in the NoP/Nol/scoping listings of:

Route Neutral Su¡face and Suösudace Highway/Freeway
Heavy Passenger and Freight Rail lmprovements
Bus and Light RailSysfem lmprovements
LocalSfreef Upgrades
Sign al syn ch ron izati on
Pedestrian and Bike Access lmprovements
Traffic Managemenf Sysfems
No Build

and then included allfive Zones (GeotechnicallTechnical Feasibility Study).

Throughout the NOP/NOI and all three series of SR710 Conversations, presentation included the
federal court's review of the 1990s "Multi-Mode Low-Build" alternative which was judged not to have
been adequately reviewed and appraised by CTs as part of the Federal jurisdiction.
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS musf specifically include updated Multi-Mode Alternatives eyen
though not specifically listed by the NOP/NOI.

During the SR710 Conversations, Series 1 , various "Considerations" included various additional
Alternatives categories :

MultiMode lmproved freeway ramp access from Foothill and LaTunaCanyon...
Freight on Rails - lmprove Alameda Corridor and UP/BNSF thru SFValley to Palmdale
Fix Transit Gaps - Gold Line West Extension to Orange Line

and Rosemead/SR19 Gold Line North/South connector
Truck ban on l-210 due to road grades in excess of 2o/o - 710>134>ls

The Scoping Repoft, Alternatives,Analyses, and EItr/EIS must include alternatives derived from the
Series I Considerations.

The Scoping Report and EIP/EIS musf include the following general categories of alternatives:
Tunnels with and without trucks

fram 5R710 South Sfub fo l-5, SR2, SRl34, and l-210 and
from l-10 to l-210 east of Fremont Ave.
Based on MTNPPP
Based on MTMParsons-Brinkerhoof Study and Geotechnical Study

Su¡face or Elevated Roadways with and without trucks
from 5R710 South Sfuó fo l-5, SR2, 5R134, and l-210 and
from I-10 to l-210 east of Fremont Ave.

Surface and Elevated Highway Limited Connectors within the Study Area (1-2 miles)
MultiMode - Connector facilities and many other road improvements of existing facilities
MultiMode - lmprovements of existing facilities without Connectors
BusRapidTransit - Road improvements focused entirely on improved bus movements
Multimodaltransportation landscape of South Pasadena applied throughout the Study Area
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6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / cAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Subsurface Alternatives
Subsurface Alternatives herein do not include limited or extended "Cut-and-Cover" subsurface
facilities as they are more similar to "subgrade" or 'depressed section" surface freeways.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIP/EIS musf include a wide range of possible
suÖsurface road facilities, beyond those considered under the earlier 2006 and January 2011
conceptualdesigns for the "Meridian" tunnel route (through the Zone 3). The Scoping Report,
Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS musf include the Meridian Tunnel Alternatives of MTNPPP of
2010-11 and the MTNP-B of 2006, see figure below.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS musf include the fottowing subsurface,
bored/mined tunnelsysfems for the following conidors:

1. Far West - l-10/l-710 to south end of Mt Washington and thence to l-5 (Zone 1, southern
alignment);

2. West - l-10/l-710 to mid wesf srde of Mt Washington and thence to the l-5/SR2
interchange (Zone 1, noftherly alignment);

3. West-Central- l-10/l-710 to no¡th end of Mt Washington and thence to equivalent of Ave
38 and Eagle Rock Blvd. (norlh of intersection with Verdugo, southern alignment in
Zone 2);

4. West-Central- l-10/l-710 to 5R134 at San Rafael lnterchange, wesf of l-210 (far west
alignment in Zone 3, West-Garvanza)

5. Central- l-10/l-710 to no¡th stub end of l-710/l-210 (St.Johns/Pasadena nofth of
California, central alignment in Zone 3, beneath Alhambra City);

6. PPP ltem 2 January 2011 Tunnel of 21,A00 ft total project and thereby Alhambra Ave to
California Blvd., X2 - x3 TBM Diam. Covers, WITHOUT connector bridges and viaducts

7. P-B 2006 Tunnel of 21,000 ft total project from thereby Alhambra Ave to California Blvd.,
X2 - x3 TBM Diam. Covers, WITH connector bridges and viaducts to the existing I-710
Stub at Valley Blvd.

8. Easf-Central- I-10/l-710 to nofth end of 5R110 at Glenarm thence to l-210 easterly
alignment in Zone 3)

9. West-Far East - l-10 to l-210 (Zone 3 Palm/Marengo SR1 1 0-Arroyo)
10. Central-Far East - l-10 to l-210 (Zone 4/5 San Marino)
11. East-Far East- l-10to l-210 beneath Rosemead SRlg (Zone S)

As exampled in figure below for western two-thirds of Study Area:
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ln all above subsuíace alternatives, the Scoping Report, Alternatives.Analyses, and EIR/EIS musf
include addition alternative subsefs for the initial road altemative WITH and WITHOIJT

Two-three times tunnel diameters for tunnel cover above the tunnel crown
Trucks and Truck Lanes and Truck Climbing Lanes

Ban Trucks of 3-4 axles and loads of 2A,000 /ôs gross - 3-4% Grades
Ban Trucks of 4-6 axles and loads of 40,000 /bs gross - 2%o Grades

Tunnelcoyers of times tvvo and times three
"Bus Rapid Transit" HOV lanes
Soufh Po¡tals entirely south of Valley Blvd-
Soufh Poñals entirely south of l-10"*
Notth Po¡üals entirely north of California Blvd.
North Poñals entirely no¡th of l-210

**The EIR/EIS must include tunnel alternatives with poñal beginning and ending south of l-10 and
with tunnels beginning from the south side of l-10, leaving the existing south l-710 Stub with
minor modificafrbns for Hellman Ramp/lnterchange and for Connector from Valley to West
Mission Rd. in Alhambra.

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / cAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Surface Alternatives - At Grade to +20ft above to -20ft below ground levels
Development of surface alternatives is based on the basic approach of "Let those who benefit
provide the corridor and endure the solutions". As established at present and future, congestion on
N-S afterials lies primarily within the city of Alhambra and thereby surface alternatives must lie
within Alhambra on the south and Pasadena on north and may pess through San Marino and/or
South Pasadena. No alternatives should be routed through adjacent communities without
demonstrated and approved significant community benefits.

The Scopíng Repoft Alternatives Analyses, and EINEIS musf clearly include those su¡face
altematives which achieve the needs and purposes within those areas where congestion relief and
other improvements are required or realized. Similarly alternatives must be excluded where fhose

C.T.ì¡
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alternatives benefit communities beyond the project implementation areas while inflicting impacts
on communities which do not realize benefits.

The Scoping Repoft Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/EIS musf include the following N-S Full length
(l-10 to l-210) surface alternatives:

West-Alhambra - Fremont /SR1 1 0 Conidor with interchanges at
Alhambra City - Mission Rd./Main
Soufh Pasadena - Huntington Drive or 5R110
Pasadena - California Blvd.

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, Tmile Road w of
l-605 and e of SR2) with interchanges at

East Pasadena
East of Huntington Library
San Gabriel tW. Rosemead
Monterey Park (l-10)
Montebello lSR60/

Rosemead/5Rl9 - l-210-5R60 with interchanges at
t-l0
Mission Road
Huntington Drive

6. SUBJEGT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / cAP CLOSURE COIUIMENTS
RE: ViaducUElevated Highway Alternatives (20-35ft height)
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/E/S musf include full length elevated
alternatives along the same routes from l-10 to l-210:

West-Alhambra - Fremont /5R110 Corridor with interchanges at
Alhambra City - Mlssion Rd./Main
South Pasadena - Huntington Drive or 5R110
Pasadena - California Blvd.

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, Tmile Road W of l-605
and E of SR2) with interchanges at

East Pasadena
East of Huntington Library
San Gabriel tW. Rosemead
Monterey Park (l-10)

Rosemead/5Rl9 - l-210-5R60 with interchanges at
t_10
Mission Road
Huntington Drive

Such elevated viaducts have been constructed in many California and other sfafes, such as -
http.//thei8 1 challenge. orglcm/Resou rceFiles/resources/Austin. pdf
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6. SUBJEGT: SR.7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: Viaduct/Elevated/Surface "Connector Roads" Alternatives
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EtR/E|S musf include an intermediate Build-Proiect

Atternativeinctuãing numerous highway connector elements between existing highway elements

but not connecting tne ful N-S dimension of the Study Area; fhese must include as a minimum:

West- Soufh End - Alhambra CitY
Mission Rd. and separately or combined-Mission-Meridian-Main/Huntington Drive

Hellman-CSULA
Hetlman-Fremont (North and South of l-10)
V a I t ey- P al m/Mi ssio n- P al m/M a i n- M a re n g o/Al h am b ra Ro ad

West-North End - Pasadena
5R111-ArroYo-l-210
SRll0-SR710 Notth Stub

Oth e r p ros pectiv e Co n n ectors :
Central-Mid ValleY Corridor

Easf Pasadena - l-210 to Huntington
San Gabriel tW.Rosemead - l-10 to Mission
Monterey Park - l-10 to GarueY

Rosemead/SR19 -
l-210 to Huntingtont
I -2 1 0 to Footh ill/S iena Mad re
l-10 to Mission Road/LasTunas

i: l

http:/iwww.texasfreeway.com/Austin/photos/1 83/1 83.shtml

304t1412011



South Connectors

G:\TO6-Paviliondv2000\JanFeb11\710Jan201 I \Tl0ScopingRes\Gomments\CTsComment041411 .doc C'T'ì¿

4117 Barrett Road, LA 90032'1712'
323-528-9682, ctwiliams@yahoo'com

Norlh Connectors

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives/Multi-Occupancy Only Alternat¡ve

The Scoping Repoñ Alternatives Analyses, and E\R/E/S musf include Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)

sysfems for both N-S and E-W corridors.

È-:
I

r.latf '-
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ln all above surface and elevated road atternatives, add a second atternative for the initial road

alternative with a dedicated "Bus Rapid Transit" facitity, and the BRTan additional alternative set for

the following E-W corridors:
M a re n go-C ÌtY T e rra c e- G a rv eY
Main-ValleY
Mission Road-H untington Drive
B ro adw ay- F ig u e ro a - M onte rey Ro a d
Spnng-San Fernando Road-Eagle Rock-Colorado

The BRT facility must include:
lJpgrade curb lane - smooth surface, adjusted lane and curb curvature, driveway controls,

overhead clearances for trees, wires, and signage

Signal Synchronization and Transit Signal Over-Rides
Out-of-Lane StoPs and Stations

t ntegrated M ulti-Road Transit Staflons
I ntegrated P a rk' N- Ride T ran sit Sfafions

As a separate road alternative or as enlargement part of any MultiMode Alternative, add an

atternaiive inctuding futty dedicated bus-lane/BRT Corridor facilities along:

San Fernaido Road-Eagte Rack Blvd.-Colorado as two-way SW-NE facility

Fremmont/Palm-Marengo as one-way couplets N/s facility
Gartied/Attantic as one-way couplets N/S facility
Rosemead as two-waY N/S facilitY
Valley - Main/Mission to Peck Road
Mission-Huntington Drive - chavez to BuenaVista/Duañe
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6. SUBJEGT: SR.71O NORTH EXTENSION / GAP GLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: Multimode Alternatives (including Transportation System Management)

The Scoping Report Atternatives Analyses , and E\R/E/S musf inctude the fottowing MultÞMode

sysfems fo ithe'iltustrate ten-plus E-W and N-S corrdors, see figure below

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Anaþes, and EIR/E/S musf inctude and develop a multimode 
..

approach cons¡steni with those of MoveLNFIST/Rand, South Pasadena, and others which usually

involve several þasic elements
Gef Goods and Passengers on Rail

Gef goods off the roads
Gef passen gers in multi-passenger road vehicles
Make sfreefä roads, freeway op-erate smafter- higher consisfent /7ows

lncreased passenger miles with fewer vehicles
Reduced pea¡-hourspeeds but increased vehicle/hour and average daily_trr.p.2

price route and destination and origin parking to reflect frue cosfs to the Public
price fuel to reflect true environmentai and infrastructure costs and impacts

MTNCTs must inctude review of and assessment of apptication to LACounty in European urbal 
^,

plans to remove most light duty gas/diesetfueled individuat-passenger vehicles from cities by 2035

and attindividuat-passenger vehicle by 2050.

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EtR/EtS musf include tmpoñant Components as

well as many others:
Freight "zero Pott Road Freight 2035"

Gaps - BNSF/IJ?RR>LOSSAN > High Deserf corridor and sanLutsobtspo

Passengers
RailTransit SYsfems

N E-Red Line Extension th rough Glendale
Gold Line west Exte nsion-G tend ale/B urbanl</N. Hollywood
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GotdLine East Grid - Whittier/Azusa N-S Crosslrnk
Road Transit SYsfems

Make Sfreefs Work Better
Road Efficiencies
Demand Management
Parking Management

Free 1-3 hr retail Parking
$25/car space-day - W-of /-5, N of S/auson, E of Vermont, S of Los Feliz

park-N-Ride - P'arking Zone Perimeter of LA City as shown as example below:

Congestion Pricing for access to areas west of Par-N-Rrde facilities
Simitar to bistr¡ct Pricing (London, Singapore, HongKong, Dubai, etc.)

State/Locat Registration - FuttCosf Recovery for allvehicles in Study Area

LA County FuelTaxes for a minimum of $5/gal- Gas and Diesel

-
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6. SUBJEGT:SR.7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE GOMMENTS

RE: RailOnly Alternatives

The Scoping Repoft, Atternatives Analyses, and ETPJEIS musf inctude the following Railroad

Alternatives for passe ngers, goods and sevices:
All containers oñ raitJ5etween ports and logistics centers in San Bernandino, Los Angeles,

and San Luis Obispo counties within exìsting railroad corridors (e.9., Alameda Gorridor

Central. Alameda òorridor East, "Alameda Corridor North", Alameda/LOSSAN Corridor

NorthWest, and San Gabriel River Corridor [GRID])
Passengers on "GaP" rails -

Existing Gold Line west to North Hollywood-Red Line and Orange Line

Existin! northern to existing/planned southern Gold Lines (crossing spokes) at-

Atlantic
San Gabriel
Rosemead or Peck
Easterly most boundary of illustrated study Area, east of l-605

passengers on "New" Light Rails (actually returning to earlier trolley alignments)-
Valley
Huntington
Figueroa
Sãn Fernando-Eagle Rock (connecting to Gold Line West Gap Closure

Heavy Railfor Freight and Longer-Distance Passengers
.,i

lr+.., ., rìji

r- 
--¡îr
\1. "'ulÍ-t

Project - Blue double pointed arrow
Main raitroads in thick red (UP) blue (BNSF), green (ACTtuUP/BNSF), and unshaded (LOSSAN) hatched lines
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7. SUBJECT: SR-7IO NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COñIMENTS

RE: Methods and Approaches
'S musf include quant¡tat¡ve and numerical

ults. Words such as
bY numericalvalues
tors musf not be used

ls, all programs and input files must be

made available preferably online or by CD/DVDs fo the Public'

Att computer models must be verifiabte as to their organization, use of information; and calculations

and must be audited/verified by a independent speciatist in each field and computer

s c i e n ce s/p rog r am m i n g.
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A comprehensive listing of project and land use development dependencies (including 
Altadena, LaCrescenta, and Palmdale-Victorville) and assessment of growth inducements 
and secondary impacts both on the up- and down-stream projects. 

 
 
1.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Needs, Purposes, Goals, and Objectives  
 
Some EIR/EISs simply state that ANY improvement, reduction, or increase fulfills the “needs” 
without regard to any quantitative levels and levels of impacts.   
Prior to the initiation of Alternatives Analyses, the Scoping efforts and/or EIR/EIS process must 
provide a single set of all needs, purposes, goals, and objectives for the SR710 general categories 
of include quantitative “Needs” and “Purposes” 

General Regional Network – Qualitative – Goals, Needs and Purposes 
General Regional Network – Quantitative – Goals, Needs, and Purposes 

Regional Network – Any transport facilities considered as affected, benefited or 
degraded, by the absence or future presence of the SR710 North Extension 

Project Area Network – Qualitative – Goals, Needs and Purposes 
Project Area Network – Quantitative – Goals, Needs, and Purposes 

Project Regional Network – Any transport facilities considered as involved and/or 
affected, benefited or degraded, by the absence or future presence of the 
SR710 North Extension within the Study Area of I-5, SR2, SR134, I-210, I-605, 
and I-10 

 
Based on the written “Preliminary Purposes and Needs” of the Scoping Sessions, the Scoping 
Report must clarify and incorporate the following comments by specific needs and purposes: The 
NOP/NOI stated only two needs and/or purposes but during agency and public scoping other needs 
and purposes were added in visuals and verbal presentations but without inclusion of all items in 
hard-copy handouts to the public.  Verbal requests for copies of the presentation materials were 
met with responses that the client had not approved such, although they had been provided to 
others and include the following:  
 
The Scoping process has not provided a basis for proposing potential impacts, related mitigation 

measures and reasoned alternatives - Lack of project description – no physical project in a 
100 sq mi area - created confusion as to what comments involved.  Alternatives 
assessments and analyses must be open to all proposed alternatives and every alternative 
must include a Truck Ban and Truck Allowed Option with appropriate physical rather than 
regulatory restrictions – e.g., clearances of 12ft vs 16ft. 

All needs and purposes must be formally approved by both Caltrans and MTA and must be 
quantified and objective and must be available and accessible via webpages to the public 
and must allow for full public commenting.  Following such, additional appropriate 
alternatives can be reasonably formulated and presented.  All proposed alternatives must 
be judged numerically against quantified N/Ps. 

All alternatives must be assessed in public and in writing, recommend webpage for each and must 
allow for full public commenting on the alternatives and the assessment process. 

 
SR710 North has been reviewed before the current efforts and thereby current needs and purposes 

must be reviewed and compared to those of the 1990-2003 and those used for the 2006 
feasibility study.   
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The Scoping Report must provide the historic and current needs and purposes for the SR710 “Gap 
Closure” and/or North Extension, compare the different sets (if different), and provide 
rationale for any changes from the historic sets to those proposed for the current efforts.. 

 
1.  Improve regional mobility and accessibility for the movement of people, goods, and 
services 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels which 
must include existing and future “growth” levels comparable with modeled levels  

Improve – existing and alternative values, criteria levels of significance to Study 
Regional mobility 
Regional accessibility 
Movement  

People – individual cars, bus, rail, and others 
Goods – Containerized, bulk, or break-cargos, 3, 4,5, and 6 axled goods 

trucks 
Services – requires definitions or sources of terms 

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and 
“Local Traffic” (origins and/or destinations within the Study Area.  Criteria Levels must be ranked as 
to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by 
numerical or percentage values. 
 
2.  Reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for –  

Reduce – In feet, yards, - direct line, pavement lengths, travel times, etc. 
“Circuitousity” – straight-line:route distances between origins and destinations 
“Out-of-Direction” – shortest possible:fastest route distances for same origins-destinations 
Network – any part of transportation facilities with more than 100 ADT involved in the Study 

Area 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for the 
“Network” used to establish the “routes” and distances – freeways, park-/expressways, highways, 
arterials, and local streets between origins and destinations 
 
All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and 
“Local Traffic” (origins and/or destinations within the Study Area.  Criteria Levels must be ranked as 
to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by 
numerical or percentage values. 
 
3.  Reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local streets currently adversely affected 
by diversion of freeway trips 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels and 
specific listings for  

Reduce – straight-line:route distances between origins and destinations 
Congestion on Arterials – give specific classifications – Major Highways Class I or II, etc. 
Congestion on Local Streets -  Collectors or local streets – give specific classifications 
North-South Arterials   NE-NW to SW-SE respectively  

Examples - San Fernando Road, Monterey Fair Oaks, Rosemead, 
etc. but not Huntington, Valley, Main-Las Tunas, Mission, Figueroa  
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Clarify as to whether East-West arterials and local streets are excluded 
Currently adversely affected – Within the context of the LA County provide basis for 

selection, references, and screening for adversely affected vs unaffected. 
 
All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and 
“Local Traffic” (origins and/or destinations within the Study Area.  Criteria Levels must be ranked as 
to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute 
or percentage values. 
 
4.  Improve regional travel time savings and thereby reduce loss of productivity associated 
with congestion 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:  

Improve – increase compared to what basis and time frames – current, 2035, or 2065 
   Seconds, minutes, etc. 
regional travel time savings – District 7 summations, Study Area,  
reduce loss of productivity – Driving, work, home and family, leisure time, etc. 
associated with congestion – defined congestion and enumerate – LOS-F, F1, F2 , F3, F4,etc. 

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and 
“Local Traffic” (origins and/or destinations within the Study Area.  Criteria Levels must be ranked as 
to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute 
or percentage values. 
 
5.  Provide additional connectivity in the regional network for use by public transit 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for 

Provide – bus stops, transit station facilities, etc. 
Additional Connectivity – lineal footage, ramps, etc.  
Regional Network – Study Area by freeway/figure, by operational origins-destinations, etc. 
Use by public transit - MetroLink, Metro heavy rail, Metro Light Rail, Metro buses,  

municipal buses of all cities within the Study Area. 
All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and 
“Local Traffic” (origins and/or destinations within the Study Area.  Criteria Levels must be ranked as 
to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute 
or percentage values. 
 
6.  Improve regional and local mobile source site/air quality characteristics 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:  

Improve -  increases or reductions in establish air quality values 
regional and local mobile source[s] – estimate individual and operating mobile categories 
regional and local mobile site[s] – estimated for mobile sites – e.g., north of Glenarm to 

Foothill/Orange Grove in Pasadena, I-5 from I-10 to SR2, etc. 
air quality characteristics – particulate matter – PM0.1, PM2.5, PM10, etc. 

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each Alternative within the Study Area and throughout the region. Criteria Levels 
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must be ranked as to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully 
quantified by absolute or percentage values. 
 
7.  Reduce greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:  

Reduce – as to area for categorizing – Airshed, LAMetro Basin, Project region of influence, 
Project study area, Project Right-of-Way, etc. 

GHG Emissions – CO2, oxidized CO, and CH4 (compressed natural gas; CH4 has 20x 
more effect than CO2) 

Mobile sources – including base-load coal-fired generation of electricity for transit, methane 
production and delivery into buses and other vehicles, etc. 

 
All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each Alternative within the Study Area.  Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 
4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or 
percentage values. 
 
8.  Provide a project that constrains impacts in local communities to acceptable levels 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:  

Provide a project -  
Constrains impacts – Explain and quantify 
Local communities – All neighborhoods with 2500ft of any alternative.   
Acceptable levels – All project levels must be equal or better to existing levels. 

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each alternative within the Study Area.  Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 
4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or 
percentage values. 
 
9.  Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration cost effectiveness and 
viable funding strategies, including public private partnerships 
Also covered under separate comments specific to this subject. 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:  

Develop - 
Financially feasible project – Include capital, financial, and operations & maintenance costs 
Consideration – Requires fully quantified costs and schedules of expenditures and revenues 
Cost effectiveness – Include Cost/Benefit as the primary indicator of effectiveness 
Viable funding strategy - 
Public private partnerships – excluding Design and Build 

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing 
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical 
project life for each alternative within the Study Area and any financial and funding relationships 
beyond the Study Area, such as facilitation of tolling on other highway elements .  Criteria Levels 
must be ranked as to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully 
quantified by absolute or percentage values. 
 
 
SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Financial Purposes and Needs  

Resources, Impacts, Mitigation and Alternatives 
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Written handouts of Project Purposes and Needs did not contain the same statements as presented 
in visual slides and repeated verbally as part of the Agency and public scoping sessions.  Although 
direct responses to inquiries for copies of the public presentations, no copies would be provided; a 
copy is available through online sources at: http://www.bizfed.org/files/710NorthGap_ppt.pdf.  Such 
online sources were not made known to or referenced for the Public.  The exception (last one in 
listing has been discussed in a separate comment submittal and involves: Develop a financially 
feasible project, taking into consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding strategies, 
including public private partnerships 
 
The MTA Board approval of the environmental considerations for the SR-710 North Extension/Gap 
Closure included amendment statement to include the financial aspects.  Throughout the scoping 
process, presentations of purposes and needs by Caltrans has included: 

“Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration 
cost effectiveness and  
viable funding strategies,  
including public private partnerships” 

Furthermore, Caltrans recognizes the EIR category: Economic and Social Effects - 
“Economic or social effects of a project may be used to determine the significance of 
physical changes caused by the project. Although primarily directed at physical 
changes, CEQA regulations require that socioeconomic consequences of the 
physical change be analyzed.”  
 
“This means evaluating the impacts on an existing community, on religious practices, 
and on business activity brought on by the physical changes directly related to the 
project.” (Volume 4 of the Caltrans referenced Environmental Handbook). 

 
Therefore, CTs/MTA must provide in the Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS full 
financial analyses prepared for each alternative, including but not limited to: 
 

Existing financial resources available and project alternatives’ shares of such resources 
Project alternative cost estimates  

Life-of-Project 
Total Capital Costs 
Debt/Financing Costs 
Operations Costs 
Maintenance and Replacement Costs 

Funding strategies 
Public Only  
Public-Private Partnerships as F&B, D&F&B, D&F&B&O, D&B&F&O&M 

Revenue Sources 
Investor Assessment Only – Unsecured corporate bonds allowed 

Public provides Rights-of-Way only,  
Public Assessment – Either separately or combined with investor assessments 

LACounty Sales Taxes, Gas Taxes, Property Taxes/Fees, 
Betterment District Fees, etc.,  

User and Beneficiary Origination Fees –  
Container/Tonnage/Use Fees by Manifest- Ports of LB & LAm 
Trucker Fees – fuel taxes, vehicle registration, direct user; 

Beneficiaries and Impacted SocioGroups 
Delineate and defined existing socio-economic characteristics of those who benefit 

and those who may suffer impacts, 

http://www.bizfed.org/files/710NorthGap_ppt.pdf�
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Delineate and defined socio-economic characteristics of those groups who benefit 
and may suffer impacts during the Project planning period 2015-2035, 

Delineate and defined socio-economic characteristics of those groups who benefit 
and may suffer impacts during the life-of-project period (2015-2065+); 

 
 

1.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Needs and Purposes and Screening 
Written handouts of Project Purposes and Needs did not contain the same statements as presented 
in visual slides and repeated verbally as part of the Agency and public scoping sessions.  
 
Once the needs and purposes for the Project are established and quantified as indicated as the 
purpose of the scoping, CTs/MTA must define and circulate sets of threshold criteria for alternatives 
screening comparisons of alternative achievements as compared to detriments.  MTA/CTs must 
use these threshold criteria throughout the alternative development and screening process to 
ensure that the Project needs as expressed in the project needs and purposes are met for both the 
regional and local systems in a quantified manner. 
 
 
2.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Project Description 
The Project Description even within the CTs transmittal letter and attachments in the NOP/NOI for 
agencies contains inconsistent text descriptions as follows: 

Transmittal Letter “…710 Gap Closure Project…consists of constructing an extension of Interstate 
710 from its existing northern terminus in the City of Alhambra to a new, yet to be determined 
terminus…a gap in the I-710 corridor…distance of approximately 4.5 miles…An underground 
highway tunnel is under consideration…may involve one of five possible route alignments.”  
Attachment to above letter: “The proposed project…may include…surface and subsurface 
highway/freeway construction, heavy rail and bus/light rail systems. local street upgrades, traffic 
management systems [no mention of multimode low build considered in 1990s-2000s] and a no 
build alternative…contributes to congestion on local streets and…regional freeway system. The 
objective…relieve congestion and improve mobility within the study area.” (emphasis added; Mar.28, 
2011)  

 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must clearly provide objectives (which 
requires quantifications and scheduled elements) and perhaps longer term goals through the life of 
project, 2115 and coordination between goals and objectives and the Project’s needs and 
purposes.  These texts differ from the needs and purposes of the Public and Agency Scoping 
Sessions (Series 3). Here only two objectives while presentations had 8-9 needs and purposes.   
 
As scoping is required to clearly define the Project’s area and location the Initial Study Area 
contained in the NOP/NOI does not and the Project area contains 100 sqmi, approximately 6+mi 
NS x 15+mi EW while the text Description - West: SR2, North: SR134/I-210, East: I-605, South: I-10 
does not conform with the Image Description -  
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The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for any major transportation 
infrastructure project must all clearly define the physical locations and the functional network 
elements of the Project.  The current NOP/NOI and presented materials do not clearly identify the 
Project, description, and physical/functional locations.  References to the five zones are not 
explained and related to the Project location(s). 
 
The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for any major transportation 
infrastructure project must include the potential Functional Systems in which the Project will function 
and the conditions of the same system without the Project.  The Functional Systems must include 
any transport-related projects or systems which may influenced or affected by the proposed Project 
– at the levels of Metropolitan Network, Regional System, Study Area, and Corridor/Local Areas. 
 
The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for any major transportation 
infrastructure project must include the desired Operational Levels and Regulatory/Industry 
Standards and Requirements, such as: expected volumes/vehicles per hour per lane or maximum 
percent longitudinal grades for light vs heavy duty trucks and other vehicles (2%, 5%, etc. for up to 
5000ft).  Without such requirements, proposal of alternatives and mitigation measures cannot be 
adequately provided and may be unreasonable. 
 
Materials provided do not clearly identify the Project’s basic assumptions for current and future 
conditions related to the Project; the Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for 
any major transportation infrastructure project must include the basic physical, functional, 
economic, and financial conditions assumed for the development of the Project, Alternatives, and 
mitigations. 
 
The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must provide estimates or 
assumptions, such as:  

Gasoline/Diesel Fuels of $4.50/gal by direct costs and Fuel Taxes 
LA City Day-Parking Fees 
Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach projections of containers imports/exports 
So.Cal.Internatl.Gateway and Integrated Container Transfer Facility projections of 

containers movements 
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2.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Project Description – Caltrans Lands and Properties 
As part of the Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS, Caltrans (CTs) must provide a 
map and listing of all existing CTs, State, and MTA properties which are currently unused for any 
public purposes, are vacant, or have been leased for non-transportation uses within the Study Area 
as defined in the figure above.  The listing should indicate original purchase date, purchase costs, 
and current status, whether occupied or vacant, perhaps as of January 1, 2011.  
 

 
3.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Important Known/Suspected Resources and Expected Significant Impacts 
During the Series 1 sessions, many community members listed the resources considered to be 
important or significant within their communities, their current transportation concerns, and 
considerations (solutions) as to how to solve such concerns.  Some of these sessions occurred 
before and after the date of circulation for the NOP/NOI but presenters stated that this is not part of 
the Scoping comments.   
 
MTA/CTs must require incorporation of ALL public statements from participants during the Series 1 
SR-710 Conversations sessions into the Scoping Report and incorporate them into the Alternatives 
Analyses and EIR/EIS for important environmental resources, current adverse conditions, and 
mitigation measures or alternatives for the Study Area, for example:  
 
MOST IMPORTANT RESOURCES  

Mission Station/Farmers Market, Station/Farmers Market Trader Joe’s Home Town 
Mission-GoldLine Transit Station Village 
Huntington/Fremont Transit MultiFamily Neighborhood Villages (MTA258/79) 
SoPas and Glendale Cities of Trees and Top-Recognized K-12 School Districts 
Meridian-Garfield Historic Districts -1920-30s Old Transit Villages/Centers 
Historic Districts -1920-30s Old Transit Villages/Centers 
Short Line/Berkshire Historic District;  Numerous Bungalow-1920-30s Transit Villages 
Golf Courses, Brand, Wilderness, and other Parks, Forest Lawn, Equestrian  
Great Views of SanGabriel, Verdugo, San Rafael, and Hollywood Valleys/Hills/Mountains 
Green Hills - Ascot Hills,  Elephant Hill, Barrett Hill, Montecito Heights, Monterey Hills 
Arroyo Seco River and Valley 
Small Town/Village/Hills Enclaves 
Strength in Fusion – Hillside Ordinance/Manorization 
Small Town/Village/Barrio Cohesion and Hill/Valley Enclaves 
   “Pride of Place” 1990s Env.Justice Suit Against 710 Tunnels 

Alhambra’s 710 Degradation of El Sereno/Sierra Park 
SoPas Isolation by Street Barriers along City Boundary 

El Sereno Recreational Center/Middle School 
El Sereno Downtown Planning by Community Members 
Community Variety – Buddhist Temples, Korean Church and Protestant/Catholic Churches 
Rose Bowl/Parade, OldTown, City Hall, 
Huntington Hospital and Medical District 
CSU Los Angeles, USC/LACo Medical Startup Facilities 
Active BioMedical Adelante Industrial Development, CRA and Enterprise Zones 
PCC-College, Ambassador and CalTech Institue 
NortonSimons/Huntington Museums 
South Pasadena and Pasadena City Libraries 
 
GoldLine Transit Villages 
MetroLink Transit/Amtrak Station 
GridIron Roadway and Green/Walnut OneWay Couplet 
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MTA Bus 256-Community Supported for 4 years  
Central Access to LA, Pasadena, SanFernando Valley, Mountains, and Coast  
SanFernando Road and Colorado Blvd. Arterial Ways 
Transit Villages - Maycrest, Poplar, VanHorne. Eastern, Collis, Monterey Rd., Soto/Mission 
Buses 78/79/256 and DASH 
First Single Grade-Separated RR Crossing 
 

 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Geology, Mineral Resources, Soils and Topography 
A major Study of the geology of the Study Area was conducted and resulted in a statement that all 
routes were technically feasible for various types of bored/mined tunneling methods.  The Study 
also found subsurface evidence of extensions of known “active faults” but although stating that they 
would do surface surveys, none were undertaken and reported or documented.  The geology of the 
eastern half Study Area is complicated in areas and at depths through which tunnels may be 
constructed and surface-exposed geological formation clearly show “faults”, fractures, and zones of 
overturning of beds with significant displacement.   
 
Although these are not formally designated as “active”, the EIR/EIS must conduct a thorough 
underground study of any tunnel alignment with borings at no greater than 1000ft intervals and at 
depths of no less than 300ft below surface (e.g, based on 3x tunnel diameter of cover over a tunnel 
diameter of 60ft plus a margin beneath the tunnel invert/floor.   
All faults, fractures with displacement of more than 1ft, and overturned folding must be further 
documented and incorporated into designs and mitigation for ground stability issues.   
 
Although the geological study discussed methane gas occurrences in the borings, the information 
provided is inconsistent and undocumented with appropriate protocols for ground gases.  Several 
oil/gas wells occur within the delineated study area and some are not abandoned.  Gas was 
attributed to one formation but without appropriated documentation and apparent specialist 
knowledge of ground gases, composition, and characteristics.   
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must be based on appropriate well-
documented studies of existing well records (e.g., State DOGGR) and ground gases during every 
boring for any purposes.  A well-qualified “gas expert” must be used and a well monitored three-
point monitoring system must be used, similar to those used by MTA/RTD for the Wilshire 
segments of the earlier Red Line Phase 2 along Wilshire and Fairfax streets. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Structural Geology, Seismicity, Liquefaction, Subsidence, and Landslides 
The earlier referenced geological study did not include appropriate geological investigations of 
ground stability.  Geological materials may have been analyzed but the structural geology was not 
documented for the five zones or the current Study Area.  General statements of seismicity and 
“active faults” did not focus on the documentation required for the EIR/EIS and especially for 
Alternatives Analyses.   
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include a full geological documentation of all 
significant construction and all tunnels zones and corridors, including:   

All faults, fractures, and complex folding – surface and subsurface evidence 
Microseismic monitoring for events of <R4 (e.g., 100 seismometers) 
Groundwater levels – initial and seasonal (requiring piezometers in borings) 
Ground levels monitoring (all past records, quarterly and later annual measurements) 
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The documentation must be based on 1000ft intervals within 3000ft of any significant construction 
and all tunnels. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Water Resources and Quality – Surface Waters 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include a thorough stormwater and waterway 
inventory throughout the Study Area and must be used within the Alternatives Analyses to evaluate 
the current storm water concerns of the Regional Water Quality Control Boards for reducing runoff 
and reducing pollutants to surface riverine and coastal regimes.   
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include annual and maximum stormwater, 
groundwater, and wastewater generation for each alternative and the Project and any treatment 
required for discharge or onsite reuse. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Water Resources and Quality – Subsurface Waters 
The EIR/EIS must include a thorough groundwater inventory throughout the Study Area and such 
information must be used within the Alternatives Analyses to evaluate the current groundwater uses 
and disposition concerns of the LA and San Gabriel Rivers Basins adjudication and Water Masters.  
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include an integration of the geological and 
groundwater studies in order to properly consider the impacts of deep construction and surface 
development upon the infiltration/recharge, movement, and potential uses of groundwater. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Air Pollution from Project Implementation 
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include a thorough inventory, analyses, modeling, and 
assessment of air pollutant generation, air quality, and potential measures to maintain and improve 
current air quality.  The basic approach must include the basic criterion of “do-no-harm”; existing air 
quality shall not be degraded and shall be improved over the planning period up to 2035 and 
throughout the Project’s capital improvements expected operating life, 50-100 years.  
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include air quality considerations separately for:  1) 
ONLY the Study area,  2) a regional consideration for those areas where a “significant” change 
(e.g., 5% up or down) can be documented to result directly from the Project, and  3) the Project-
related air shed based on AQMD delineations (e.g., east of I-405, east of US-101, north of I-105, 
etc.).   
 
At this time, changes in traffic are expected in the I-5 and northern I-210 corridor airsheds based on 
regulatory changes of truck traffic.  The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include separate 
assessment of traffic generated air pollutants based on Alternatives including any regulatory 
constraints and requirements on modes of traffic (e.g., Truck Bans on LA downtown I-5) rather than 
physical attributes of the Project (e.g, height clearance, lane widths, grades, etc.) 
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include considerations of air pollutants generated 
during both construction and operations of any “build” alternative.  Air pollutant generation would 
generally correspond to the construction value and duration while operations generation would 
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generally correspond to the number and types of vehicles, not directly related to the distances and 
number of passengers and/or volume of materials moved. 
 
Existing Setting - Conditions and Resources 
 
As generally accepted, the Los Angeles Metropolitan area and the project area has been historically 
and for the foreseeable future (>2030) the worst air quality in the United States, and some have 
recommended a special category for California’s South Coast Air Basin.  Similarly the South Coast 
Air Basin (LAB) has the worst road congestion in the US and especially when adjusted for 
population resulting from the long distant commutes by mostly single occupancy vehicles even with 
the most stringent emission controls for mobile sources in the US. 
 
The project area of about 100sq mi is largely residential or mixed residential and light commercial 
land uses.  The project is delineated by major congested freeways and interchanges which 
contribute to the degraded air quality within the study area and the Air Basin, as a whole.  Most 
cities and communities of the project area have numerous mixed multi-family and commercial 
arterial corridors, except for Pasadena which has a more traditionally defined central business 
district.  Previous studies have shown more polluted air quality along I-210 east of the I-710 
interchange and around the I-605/I-10 interchange compared to the eastern half of the Study Area 
and to the somewhat more degraded air quality in the western third of the Study Area; all levels in 
the Study Area are noticeably less air polluted than the I-710 corridor south of SR60. 
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include detailed 1000-2000ft interval model cells with 
appropriate inventory information to support such modeling results to establish both short and 
longer term air quality intervals for current conditions.  These results on say a 1500ft grid must then 
become the criteria levels for comparisons of impacts; any exceeding of the existing air quality 
would be considered as significant.  Similarly, based on the AQMD plans and projections of air 
quality, modeling of future air quality through 2035 must maintain or improve (reduce pollutants) air 
quality without the Project, and the Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include modeling 
results to show that the Project would generate air quality levels equal or below the expected local 
air quality based on the AQMD plans through 2035. 
 
Few industrial zones exist within the project area and are generally concentrated along the historic 
railroad corridors: near San Fernando Road, Monterey Road, Mission Road, and Valley Blvd. Most 
industrial areas are considered as light to medium industries and integrated through community 
redevelopment authorities; no heavy industrial land uses exist within the project area. 
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include the many structured, combined, and 
unstructured “Sensitive Receptors” contained Study Area such as: 

CalTech, CSULA, PCC, Occidental College, LACC/Fletcher Campus, Ambassador College, 
Adelante/USC-Biotech, Huntington Hospital, Alhambra Hospital, LACounty/USC Medical 
Center, Southwest Museum, Norton Simon Museum, Huntington Library, Old Town 
Pasadena, Schools (K-12), Churches/Temples/Mosques, Clinics, Parks, and Golf Courses 
(SoP, Alh), and Rose Bowl Parades (Pas). 

 
As throughout the South Coast Air Basin, the predominant sources of air pollutants are 
transportation facilities, such as: 

Congested SR2, SR19, SR110, SR134, I-5, I-10, I-210, I-605, and I-710 ROWs/Interchanges, 
Union Pacific and BNSF Railroads’ ROWs and Yards (SCIG, ICTF, Hobart, etc.), 
Taylor Yard/MetroLink (SanFernando Rd.), Mission Road Yard, Hobart, and 

Valley/AlhambraAve. Sidings. 
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Few fixed or area industrial air pollutant sources exist:  
Pasadena Power Plant-FairOaks/Glenarm (Pas),  
Humboldt/Ave33 (LA), Valley/Medford/Fowler (LA), Mission Ave./Soto/Valley (LA),  
Sycamore/Pasadena (SoP),  
Westminister/Raymond/Mission Road (Alh),  
Baldwin/Lower Azuza (Ros/ElM), East of Peck Rd. (ElM). 

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must contain: 
Full inventory of all known/permitted and anticipated (=future) fixed air pollutant sources, 
Full inventory of all known area and line air pollutant sources and estimated air pollutant 

generations from all area (>10ac) and line sources of air pollutants, 
Full inventory of all known and expected sensitive receptors and corridors in the Study Area 

and additional detailed inventories for individual receptors within 5000ft of any major 
(>$200M capital works costs) project facilities 

Monitored and recorded air quality within the project area – monthly/seasonal ranges and 
resolution of at least four monitoring sites per square mile (less than 3000ft separation), 

Calibrated and modeled air quality within the project sectors and area – monthly/seasonal 
ranges and resolution of at less than 1000ft separation, 

Urban Air Shed Model for project area and 5mile zone of influence, especially upwind – 
westerly – downtown – including worst-case (maximum), median, and quartile wind 
circulation/mixing conditions for study area 

 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include full weather (T/RH/WDir/WSpd) and air 
pollutant monitoring of all expected pollutants and precursors (e.g., CO, NOX, VOC, 
PM10/2.5/0.1,etc.) on a one-mile grid for at least one year and at least 1/month ballon-survey of 
stratification of weather and pollutants up to 1000ft above highest point in study area;  conduct 
monthly airborne LIDAR surveys for particulates and NOX. 
 
Potential Significant Impacts 
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must provide and compare existing, no-build future, base-
case build alternative, and other alternatives for differences and changes of air pollutant emissions 
and resulting regional and local air quality within the project study area.  
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include: 

Projected future air pollutant generations from all area and line sources of air pollutants for 
No-Build-, Build-Base-Case-, and Other-alternatives , 

Seasonal and Annual air quality within the project area – monthly/seasonal ranges and 
resolution of four modeled sites per square mile throughout construction periods and for 
Year Two and 2035 year operations  

Modeled air quality for each alternative within the project area – monthly/seasonal ranges 
and resolution of at less than 1000ft separation within 5000ft of the alternatives’ 
operation influence 

 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must identify those: 

Significantly Impacted Communities - 10 highest levels of changes above existing levels for 
any areas of 100 acres (1000+ft radius from model points) 

Affected Communities - - Upper quartile levels of changes above existing and future no build 
levels for any areas of 100 acres (1000+ft radius from model points) 

Less Affected Communities - all areas with less than 25% increase from existing modeled 
levels 
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Less benefited communities - all areas within less than 25% decrease from existing 
modeled levels 

Beneficiary Communities - 10 areas with most reduced air pollutant levels below existing 
levels for any areas of 100 acres (1000+ft radius from model points) 

 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include and identify those areas with any increased air 
pollutant levels (reduced air quality) which include single “sensitive receptor” as listed above. The 
EIR must identify also identify those areas within the upper 10 highest increased air pollutant and 
contain any “sensitive receptors” within 5000ft radius.  The EIR must include a “Health Risk 
Assessment” for any area with one “sensitive receptor” and must include a “Health Impact 
Assessment” for 1) any of the ten highest increase areas with at least one “sensitive receptor”, 2) 
and for any increase-areas with more than one “sensitive receptor”, and 3) areas with two highest 
levels and two highest increases in pollutant levels. 
 
If an alternative has fixed sources of emissions, all sources must be assumed to be worthy of “hot 
spot” modeling of the emissions and air quality degradation.  If modeling indicates any increases in 
air pollutants, the alternative must include mitigation to collect and treat air pollutants before 
emissions.  Fixed sources in any alternative shall not be designed to reduce ground levels to 
existing emissions levels by elevating, heating, or increased fan velocity in order to dilute the 
pollutant levels; the solution to air pollution shall not be by dilution and shall be achieved by 
treatment/removal of pollutants. 
 
Potential Significant Benefits 
 
As indicated above, the Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include and identify “Beneficiary 
Communities (areas or zones)” within the project area and within 10,000 ft of the project area and 
quantify levels/estimates of improvements.  If improvements occur or are expected to occur at 
greater than 10,000ft from the project area boundary, further studies and identification must be 
required.   
 
Prospective Mitigation Measures/Activities 
 
The EIR/EIS and Alternatives Analyses and assessments must protect Air Quality within the Air 
Basin.  Any Alternative which increases air emissions and degrades air quality within the project 
area and modeling areas must include mitigations to return the area air quality to the existing 
ambient levels and their continued declines throughout the mid-term period up to 2035 and to meet 
the SCAQMD’s planned achievements for 2035. 
 
If “Hot Spots” analyses and modeling of any alternative indicate increases affecting “Sensitive 
Receptors”, The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include mitigation to return the air quality 
modeled levels to pre-existing levels equal to the 2012 ambient, and the mitigated alternatives must 
include receptor protection measures (e.g., air conditioning, filtration of intake air, interior air 
filtration, etc.) to mitigate any risk of failure by the source mitigation. 
 
If alternatives have fixed emissions sources (e.g., any device using fans, vent stacks or “natural 
venting” through portal openings), all fixed emissions must be treated before release and shall not 
be “treated” by dilution to reduce the pollutant emissions levels.  
 
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include the following mitigation measures, as part of 
mitigation for contained facilities, electrostatic precipitators and associated particulate filtration down 
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to PM0.1 with removal/treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any tunnel alternatives’ emissions to 
equivalent to surrounding existing air quality without project. 
 
The EIR/EIS must include the following be completed: an HRA and a socioeconomic impact study.  
The EIR/EIS must include the following be identified and studied: air pollution impacts; global 

warming impacts; noise standards and noise impacts; growth impacts; construction-related 
impacts; aesthetic impacts; traffic impacts; maintenance and operation impacts; and 
impacts to the storm water runoff and discharge.  

The EIR/EIS must include the document will include Air Quality and HRA and The EIR/EIS must 
include and assess concerns with the future highway projects not increasing traffic, air 
quality, and health impacts.  

The EIR/EIS must include the following: a detailed analysis of the effects of diesel particulates on 
those living and working near the project; evaluation and examination of all potential health 
effects caused by the project; discussion of traffic-inducing and congestion-producing 
impacts; discussion of irreversible impacts to habitat, navigable waterways, recreation 
resources, and water quality; and growth of goods movements infrastructure at the ports 
and in the Inland Empire. 

The EIR/EIS must include information about what trees will be considered to make the freeway 
more attractive and voiced support for designated truck lanes and limited access.  

The EIR/EIS must include and assess information about a fuel-saver transit system in response to a 
need for public mass transit, pollution from diesel trucks, and traffic congestion.  

The EIR/EIS must include previous documents and studies be considered. The EIR/EIS must 
include and assess with air quality, cost benefit analysis, global warming, and noise. 

The EIR/EIS must include and assess with noise and decrease in housing and quality of life.  
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with public notification in the Study Area, traffic congestion 

from trucks, health impacts, and zero emissions. 
The EIR/EIS must include the EIR analyze a zero-emissions alternative. 
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with health impacts and community participation framework.  
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with health impacts in proximity to freeway, a threefold 

increase in trucks, and the availability and legal documentation of the NOP posting for the 
proposed project. 

The EIR/EIS must include a tree planting project be incorporated into the project to reduce pollution 
and noise.  

The EIR/EIS must include cul-de-sacs created by the project be used as opportunities for the 
community gardens, tree planting, and daycare centers. 

The EIR/EIS must include and assess with air pollution and health impacts. 
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with more pollution and SR710/I-10, /SR110, and /I-210 

connection.  
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with air quality impacts and reduction of diesel particulates. 
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with pollution, noise and impacts to parks. 
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with air quality and improvements for Study Area railyards 

(Mission, Taylor, and Aurant/Alhambra Rd. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Air Resources - Noise 
 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include a thorough and comprehensive monitoring of 
existing noise levels at more than 20 different locations for each alternative at daily, hourly, and 
instantaneous/peak (10 sec.) intervals within the project area and similar monitoring wherever 



\\Sv07nw2\VOL1\Env\EnvDocs\Generalist\G_Damrath Group\710 Gap\230.02 Formal Scoping\Comment letters\Individuals\Clyde 
T. Williams\CTsComment041411A.doc    C.T.Williams, 
  4117 Barrett Road, LA 90032-1712,  
  323-528-9682, ctwiliams@yahoo.com 

 8/24/2011 19 

modeled traffic would increase over those at present. The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must 
include inventory of all noise sensitive land uses including but not limited to the following: 

Medical, Senior Care, and Children Care facilities and complexes 
Religious and cultural facilities 
Educational, scientific, and research facilities,  
Recreational facilities and Parks  
Major population concentrations – transit stations, commercial centers 

The inventories must include daily, hourly, and peak/maxima levels within the sensitive facilities  
 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include modeling of noise generation and projections within 
1000ft of any project elements in each alternative for both construction and operations.  If modeling 
showed any increases within the initial zones, the zones should be expanded to the limits of any 
increases within and beyond the initial zones. 
 
If noise levels are found to exceed those during the monitoring period, the Scoping Report and 
EIR/EIS must include, as part of mitigation for contained and open road facilities, noise absorption 
and reflective measures with treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any alternatives’ generation to 
equivalent to surrounding existing noise quality without project. 
 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include adequate mitigation for any increases over the 
ambient noise levels by either controlling sources, interfering with noise transmission, or protecting 
sensitive receptors.   
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Air Resources - Vibrations 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include a thorough and comprehensive monitoring of 
existing vibration levels at more than 20 different locations for each alternative at daily, hourly, and 
instantaneous/peak (10 sec.) intervals within the project area and similar monitoring wherever 
modeled traffic, transit, or other vibration sources would increase over those at present. The 
Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all vibration sensitive land uses including but 
not limited to the following: 

Medical, Senior Care, and Children Care facilities and complexes 
Educational, scientific, and research facilities 
Major population concentrations – transit stations, commercial centers 

The inventories must include daily, hourly, and peak/maxima levels within the sensitive facilities  
 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include modeling of vibration generation and projections 
within 1000ft of any project elements in each alternative for both construction and operations.  If 
modeling showed any increases within the initial zones, the zones should be expanded to the limits 
of any increases within and beyond the initial zones. 
 
If vibration levels are found to exceed those during the monitoring period, the Scoping Report and 
EIR/EIS must include, as part of mitigation for contained and open road facilities, vibration 
absorption and isolation measures with treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any alternatives’ 
generation to equivalent to surrounding existing vibration regimes without project. 
 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include adequate mitigation for any increases over the 
ambient vibration levels/regimes by either controlling or isolating sources, interfering with vibration 
transmission, or protecting/isolating sensitive receptors, facilities, and equipment.   
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4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Cultural, Archeological, and Historic Resources 
Approximately 10 years has passed since Caltrans completed an updated survey of historic 
resources in Pasadena. Obviously, a large number of additional structures will have reached the 
50-year mark and will need to be researched.   
Because of the potential adverse impacts on possible National Register eligible properties, the 
Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include a careful and thorough historic survey within 1000ft of 
any proposed facilities or alternatives of the Project under consideration. The survey of historic 
properties must be done by an experienced historic preservation consultant – and in cooperation 
with State Office of Historic Preservation, Pasadena Heritage, South Pasadena Preservation 
Foundation and Los Angeles Conservancy. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Hazards - Accidental, Natural, and Targeted Events 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include a full and thorough inventory, analyses, and 
assessment of hazards from accidents, natural events, and targeted events (“events”) that could be 
expected during both construction and operations of any “build” alternative.  In general, events 
would generally correspond to the construction activities and duration, while operational events 
would generally correspond to the number and types of vehicles, not directly related to the 
distances and number of passengers or volume of materials moved.  Accidents would be more 
numerous as the modes become mixed: motorcycles, sedans, SUVs, vans, mini-buses, full-buses, 
light and heavy pickups, long-distance buses, and 3,4,5,6-axled trucks, while flow/capacity 
generally related in a direct positive manner to accidents. Other targeted events relate to very 
different factors but would generally relate positively with vehicular volume/flow and perhaps to 
larger vehicles with larger on-board fuel tanks. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include review of natural events, 
earthquakes, rain storms, droughts, wind storms, etc., for the Study Area which could be expected 
within the project operational life span, 50-100 years for major capital projects.  The Scoping Report 
and EIR/EIS also must include review of human/urban events, traffic accidents, pedestrian suicide 
attempts, etc., for the Study Area which could be expected within the project operational life span, 
50-100 years.  As the latter occur on a daily basis,  
 
As generally accepted, the Los Angeles Metropolitan area and the Study Area has historically had a 
few significant accidents within road tunnels as most “tunnels” are short and through-passage is 
rapid (seconds to minutes).  As these accidents have occurred they could be considered as a 
minimum level of involvement and not a worst case event. 
 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include review of accidental events, including a worst case 
of two light vehicles and two heavy duty vehicles with a total fuel spill of 150 gallons, and worst 
case natural events (e.g., >6R earthquake on the Raymond Hill or Alhambra Active Faults at depths 
of less than two miles with periods of 2 minutes) for any alternatives. 
 
So far, no reported significant “targeted event” has occurred in California although many suitable 
targets exist.  
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a base case intentional 
“targeted event” which can be based on the following: 

Two light duty vehicles – moving through the project facilities each way (total: four vehicles) 
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Each vehicle carries two drums of fuel in rear compartments with attached road flares 
Vehicles release their ignited road-flare on fuel drums onto pavement with maximum 

longitudinal grades and speed away, occupants vacate thru nearest emergency exits or 
sacrifice.  

 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Landuse Compliance and Suitability 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all existing 
landuses and relationship of existing landuses and existing landuse plans for the Study Area.  The 
inventory must also include all known transportation origin and destination studies related to the 
Study Area, including any origins, any destinations, and any pathways passing through any part of 
the Study Area.  The inventory must further include all project landuse and demographic related 
growth during the current planning period up to 2035 and expected for the life of project, up to 2065. 
 
Landuse growth beyond 2035 must consider the assumed costs and availability of fuels for goods 
and passenger transport by light and heavy duty vehicles compared to road and rail transits. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  SocioEconomics – Costs/Employment 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all existing 
and future CTs, MTA, and State properties within the Study Area and within 1000ft of any proposed 
facilities.  As part of the inventory, all existing occupants, residents, and site workers must be 
interviewed and any cultural concerns, comments, and issues must be collected and incorporated 
into cultural assessment of existing conditions and how any particular project alternative may 
influence the cultural aspects of those involved in past and current property and community 
resources of public properties. 
 
An inventory of all vacant and/or leased-rented properties must also include their current/2011 
valuations and current revenues and expenditures. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventories of jobs and 
employment for heavy construction and for transit and vehicle operators and maintainers within the 
Study Area, Region, and County. Projected employment for Project related jobs must be quantified 
and located as to the Study Area, Region, and County.  
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a full economic analyses of 
Study Area and Regional conditions and economic and employment resources and opportunities 
and given current conditions an assumed economic constraints of local, county, regional, and state 
resources for both the planning period to 2035 and the life of project period to 2065. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all tolled 
transportation facilities within LA County, SoCal/SCAG area, California, and the western US and 
their charges, lengths, capacity and Levels of Services. 
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4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  SocioEconomics – Environmental Justice 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all existing 
and future CTs, MTA, and State properties within the Study Area and within 1000ft of any proposed 
facilities and the ethnicity and income characteristics.  As part of the inventory, all existing 
occupants, residents, and site workers must be interviewed and any cultural concerns, comments, 
and issues must be collected and incorporated into cultural assessment of existing conditions and 
how any particular project alternative may influence the cultural aspects of those involved in past 
and current property and community resources of public properties. The Scoping Report, 
Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an assessment of environmental justice issues 
within and amongst the State owned properties’ tenants, renters, leasees, and occupants based on 
direct interviews and audited records and assessed conditions, valuations, and terms/conditions. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons of 
environmental property conditions amongst the various communities within the Study Area and 
assess whether preferential treatments have been administered for those involved. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory and assess the 
identified “Beneficiary Communities (areas or zones)” within the Study Area and LA County and 
quantify levels/estimates of transportation improvements.  If improvements occur or are expected to 
occur beyond the Study Area, further studies and identification shall be required to inventory and 
assess prospective improvements.  If improvements are generally restricted to the Study Area or if 
portions of the Study Area (eastern vs western) show statistically significant differences, further 
studies of improvements vs ethnicity/incomes/employment must be undertaken. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Secondary, Indirect Impacts Growth Inducements 
 
Either as a Freeway or Tunnel systems, any infrastructure transportation road improvements are to 
serve areas well beyond the limits of the improvements, and to integrate with other projects which 
are planned, underway, or completed as an overall program or system.  Therefore by the very 
nature of roadway (infrastructure) projects, secondary and/or indirect impacts (both beneficial and 
detrimental) are generated for area outside of the direct project area.   
 
The SR710 is such a project and will generated secondary and indirect impacts outside of the limits 
of the physical project.  Some such impacts are further identified as “growth inducements” where 
the intentional or unintentional consequences of the project spur the development of currently 
undeveloped lands within the project’s “service areas” (e.g., Altadena, La Crescenta, LaCanada-
Flintridge, NE San Fernando Valley, Mint Canyon, Canyon Country, Palmdale, etc.). 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all areas 
which will derive any discernible improvement of transportation conditions due to each Alternative 
both within and beyond the Study Area.  Specifically special studies must focus on: 

Ports of LA and Long Beach,  
near dock areas south of I-5,  
I-710 corridor (including 15,000ft either side) from the ports to I-10,  
I-210 corridor (east and north, I-605 to I-5),  
I-5 (I-605 – SR14) and SR14 
High Desert Corridor and SR138 
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As the project’s life extends throughout the current forecast period of the So.Cal.Assoc.Govts. and 
actually well beyond 50-100 years, major secondary growth inducement impacts can be expected 
as typical of any such roads project.  As this particular project has been deemed so vital to the 
entire regional transportation region (e.g., entire San Gabriel Valley, 210 Corridor/Eastern San 
Fernando Valley, and Palmdale), the impacts of its implementation may have even more 
spectacular effects in the region and well beyond the 100 sq mi “Initial Study Area”. 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a thorough inventory, 
assessment, and beneficiary projections for all area related to any transportation systems passing 
through the Study Area.  MTA/CTs may consider these areas for prospective beneficiary 
assessment for the costs of construction and operations and maintenance.  Such areas must also 
be assessed for potential Environmental Justice issues. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Infrastructure – General Transportation 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must provide all transportation 
assumptions for the planning (2035) and life of project period (2065) for each Alternative: 

Fuel Prices 
Parking Prices 
Parking/Unit Requirements 
Labor costs 
Origins/Destinations 
Passenger and Goods projections 

 
During the SR710 Conversations - Series 1 Sessions, the Public provide many transportation 
concerns and issues.   
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include individually reviewed, 
compiled, and assessed of the concerns as part of the general review of transportation and their 
relationships to each Alternative, include the following: 

Freeway Butchery – Northern and Southern South Pasadena  
Truck/HOV/Bus Ban on SR110 
N/W Bound Trucks on I-210 Avoiding I-5 – AND  >2% ROAD GRADE – NO CLIMBING LANES 
NOISE/DIESEL ON BOTH SIDES 
SR134/210 CONGESTION AND RAMP TAILBACKS – HOV/LOS F 330-630pm 
SR110>OrangeGrove Freeway   SR/Fremont/Columbia>Pasadena>710Stub  SR110>Arroyo/Marengo  
SAN GABR. VALLEY/MONTEREY HILLS COMMUTERS IN SINGLE OCCUPANT CARS 
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Planning in Open/Transparent Manner – I-5/ExpressLanes 
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Transportation Plan for Regional Rail/Road Commuter Routes 
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Plan of Rail Transportation in Open/Transparent Manner 
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Plan of Rail Transportation for Container Freight 
Lack of SCAG/MTA Fuel Taxes and Plans for Transportation/Landuse Planning 
Losses of DASH/MTA Feeder and Workers’ buses - <25% San Gabriel Bus Commuters 

Lack of SCAG/MTA Fuel Taxes and Parking Fees for Transportation/Landuse Planning 
Inadequate Last Mile Transport feeders (DASH, etc.) and Pedestrian/Transit Villages/Centers. 
W-E Commuters based on single occupancy vehicles – 95% on Huntington, Valley, and Figueroa 
LA DoT pays for 85% of commuters from east of the 710 Corridor – Let the Beneficiaries Pay – Need 

congestion pricing zone for non-transit passengers = ExpressDistricts 
Cheap downtown parking rewards single occupancy commuters, low income forced to transit 
Past fuel prices supported single occupancy WSGValley vehicles and higher transport O&M for 

LACity; future much higher fuel prices must be reflected in transport 
Lack of Connector Road to Mission Road, not Alhambra Ave., Shared Sacrifices. 
Lack of Alhambra congestion reduction measures, purposefully making worst, to get ??? 
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Lack of Fed, State, LACo funds = PPP + Traffic Assessment/Parking Districts + Congestion $20-
Tolls. 

Freeway Butchery – Via SR110 – Northern/Southern and SR710 Eastern/Western South Pasadena 
–SR2, SR134, I-5, and I-210 –FarWest, SouthCentral, NorthCentral, East, & North 
– I-10 City Terrace/Ramona Gardens - Marengo-CityTerr.-Ram.-Garvey 

SR110 Truck/HOV/Bus Ban forces traffic to Figueroa and Huntington 
Truck/HOV/Bus Ban on SR110 and Diversions to Figueroa, Monterey Road, and Fremont/FairOaks 
SR110/Fremont/FairOaks/Garfield Congestion/Ramp-Tailbacks(OrangeGrove and FairOaks) 
NO Arterial Management for Fremont, FairOaks, Garfield, Huntington, and Monterey Road  
Orange Grove Freeway – Signals Synchronization for Pasadena/Fremont Thru Commuters (5-7%,  
Huntington Freeway – Signals Synchronization for the Good of San Marino Commuters (5-7%, 2+) 
Huntington and Monterey Rd Thru-Traffic Congestion Sacrifices Local TrafficMTA GoldLine – 
Disregard of At-Grade Crossings and Lack of Parking Poor ADA Compiance 
Poor MTA Thru-Bus Routings   Lack of Adequate Feeders/Shuttles – First/Last Miles Connections 
Protecting N-S Route of Bus 258…Ridership/Productivity/Service 
Poor MTA Thru-Bus Routings   Lack of Adequate Feeders/Shuttles – First/Last Miles Connections 
Lack of Local Feeders/Shuttles for NE/SW MultiFamily Villages - First/Last Mile Problems 
Historic SoPas Isolation/Segregation from LA, El Sereno and Garvanza 
Historic Separation/Isolation of Multi/Single Family Developments 
LACK of CaHSRA Coordinated Plan of Routing/Stations in Open/Transparent Manner 
Commuter GAPS - <10% Multi-Occupancies – Few Car/VanPools 
Caltrans’ GAP – SR2 and SR-134 why not Interstate Ranking 
Truck/HOV/Bus Congestion on SR and Diversions to SR134/SR2/I-210 
NO Arterial/2/134/I-5 Ramp Management- Colorado, Brand, SanFernando: Congestion/Tailbacks 
Colorado, Brand, SanFernando, ArterialWays – Intersections and Signals Synchronization 
SanFernandoRd ArterialWay – Signals Synchronization for the Good of Northern Commuters  
Thru-Traffic Congestion Sacrifices Local Traffic 

 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Highways 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all infrastructure 
road systems and individually by segments of 5000ft each within the Study Area. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Local Roads  
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all infrastructure 
LACo Call for Projects 2007, 2009, 2011 and after 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Mainline Railroads 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all current 
Mainline Railroads, rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the Study Area and those 
transportation corridors related thereto.  The inventory shall also include current status and 
information regarding all planned and prospective new facilities (e.g., GRID, SCIG, ICTF, Colton, 
Mission, and Taylor yards) through the planning period up to 2035 and those expected throughout 
the remainder of the Project’s operating life to at least 2065.  The inventory must be included for 
Alternatives Analyses in order to support development of Alternatives related to heavy rail systems 
for goods, services, and passengers. 
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4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Rail Transit 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all current 
infrastructure – rail transit, rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the Study Area and those 
transportation corridors related thereto, including prospective Gap Closures (e.g., North Gold Line 
to North Hollywood and Gold Line – North to South.  The inventory shall also include current status 
and information regarding all planned and prospective new facilities (e.g., Gold Line, Orange Line, 
MetroLink, etc.) through the planning period up to 2035 and those expected throughout the 
remainder of the Project’s operating life to at least 2065.  The inventory must be included for 
Alternatives Analyses in order to support development of Alternatives related to transit rail systems 
for services and passengers, and perhaps goods. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Road Transit 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all current 
infrastructure – road transit, mixed and dedicated rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the 
Study Area and those transportation corridors related thereto, including prospective Gap Closures.  
The inventory shall also include current status and information regarding all planned and 
prospective new facilities (e.g., integrated road/rail stations for Gold Line, Orange Line, MetroLink, 
transit villages, inter-modal connections [MTA 256 and Gold Line], etc.) through the planning period 
up to 2035 and those expected throughout the remainder of the Project’s operating life to at least 
2065.  The inventory must be included for Alternatives Analyses in order to support development of 
Alternatives related to transit road systems for services and passengers. 
 
 
4.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Services – Sewerage and Drainage 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all infrastructure 
utilities and services resources currently supporting the Study Area and those planned by State, 
County, and Local agencies at least through the regional planning period to 2035 and forecasted or 
expected throughout the typical capital project life of 2015-2065. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include all infrastructure utilities and 
services resources required by each Alternative and through comparisons of all Alternatives for the 
Project.  
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons of all 
infrastructure utilities and services resources required by each Alternative and available supporting 
existing and expected facilities and systems.  If any alternative’s utilities and services requirements 
cause the regional services ratios to fall below their levels of services without the Project, the 
Project alternative must include compensation/mitigation to raise service levels back to those 
expected without the Project.  
 
 
5.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Mitigations 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS each must include mitigation measures for 
each Alternative; however, without a defined base case alternative prospective mitigation 
measures, activities, and compensation cannot be readily defined.  MTA/CTs must provide a 
reasonable opportunity for the Public to participate in the Alternatives Analyses in order to provide 
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the opportunity for the Public to provide Scoping inputs for each Alternative of concern for the 
Public as this has not been available during the “Scoping” process, Series 3 sessions. 
 
 
6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Alternatives – General  
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include “all possible” transportation 
alternatives as emphasized throughout all Scoping Series 3, SR710 Conversations without any 
limits other than the Study Area figure.  Therefore the Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include the 
wider range of alternatives than those indicated in the NOP/NOI/Scoping listings of: 

Route Neutral Surface and Subsurface Highway/Freeway 
Heavy Passenger and Freight Rail Improvements 
Bus and Light Rail System Improvements 
Local Street Upgrades 
Signal synchronization 
Pedestrian and Bike Access Improvements 
Traffic Management Systems 
No Build 
 

and then included all five Zones (Geotechnical/Technical Feasibility Study).   
 
Throughout the NOP/NOI and all three series of SR710 Conversations, presentation included the 
federal court’s review of the 1990s “Multi-Mode Low-Build” alternative which was judged not to have 
been adequately reviewed and appraised by CTs as part of the Federal jurisdiction.   
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must specifically include updated Multi-Mode Alternatives even 
though not specifically listed by the NOP/NOI. 
 
During the SR710 Conversations, Series 1, various “Considerations” included various additional 
Alternatives categories: 

MultiMode Improved freeway ramp access from Foothill and LaTunaCanyon... 
Freight on Rails - Improve Alameda Corridor and UP/BNSF thru SFValley to Palmdale 
Fix Transit Gaps – Gold Line West Extension to Orange Line  

and Rosemead/SR19 Gold Line North/South connector  
Truck ban on I-210 due to road grades in excess of 2% - 710>134>I5 

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include alternatives derived from the 
Series 1 Considerations. 
 
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include the following general categories of alternatives: 

Tunnels with and without trucks 
from SR710 South Stub to I-5, SR2, SR134, and I-210 and  
from I-10 to I-210 east of Fremont Ave. 
Based on MTA/PPP  
Based on MTA/Parsons-Brinkerhoof Study and Geotechnical Study 

Surface or Elevated Roadways with and without trucks 
from SR710 South Stub to I-5, SR2, SR134, and I-210 and  
from I-10 to I-210 east of Fremont Ave. 

Surface and Elevated Highway Limited Connectors within the Study Area (1-2 miles) 
MultiMode – Connector facilities and many other road improvements of existing facilities 
MultiMode – Improvements of existing facilities without Connectors 
BusRapidTransit – Road improvements focused entirely on improved bus movements 
Multimodal transportation landscape of South Pasadena applied throughout the Study Area 
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6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Subsurface Alternatives 
Subsurface Alternatives herein do not include limited or extended “Cut-and-Cover” subsurface 
facilities as they are more similar to “subgrade” or “depressed section” surface freeways. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a wide range of possible 
subsurface road facilities, beyond those considered under the earlier 2006 and January 2011 
conceptual designs for the “Meridian” tunnel route (through the Zone 3).  The Scoping Report, 
Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the Meridian Tunnel Alternatives of MTA/PPP of 
2010-11 and the MTA/P-B of 2006, see figure below. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following subsurface, 
bored/mined tunnel systems for the following corridors: 

1.  Far West – I-10/I-710 to south end of Mt Washington and thence to I-5 (Zone 1, southern 
alignment); 

2.  West – I-10/I-710 to mid west side of Mt Washington and thence to the I-5/SR2 
interchange (Zone 1, northerly alignment); 

3.  West-Central – I-10/I-710 to north end of Mt Washington and thence to equivalent of Ave 
38 and Eagle Rock Blvd. (north of intersection with Verdugo, southern alignment in 
Zone 2); 

4.  West-Central – I-10/I-710 to SR134 at San Rafael Interchange, west of I-210 (far west 
alignment in Zone 3, West-Garvanza) 

5.  Central – I-10/I-710 to north stub end of I-710/I-210 (St.Johns/Pasadena north of 
California, central alignment in Zone 3, beneath Alhambra City); 

6.  PPP Item 2 January 2011 Tunnel of 21,000 ft total project and thereby Alhambra Ave to 
California Blvd., X2 - x3 TBM Diam. Covers, WITHOUT connector bridges and viaducts 

7.  P-B 2006 Tunnel of 21,000 ft total project from thereby Alhambra Ave to California Blvd., 
X2 - x3 TBM Diam. Covers, WITH connector bridges and viaducts to the existing I-710 
Stub at Valley Blvd. 

8.  East-Central – I-10/I-710 to north end of SR110 at Glenarm thence to I-210 easterly 
alignment in Zone 3) 

9.  West-Far East – I-10 to I-210  (Zone 3 Palm/Marengo SR110-Arroyo)  
10. Central-Far East – I-10 to I-210 (Zone 4/5 San Marino) 
11. East-Far East – I-10 to I-210 beneath Rosemead SR19 (Zone 5) 

 
As exampled in figure below for western two-thirds of Study Area: 
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In all above subsurface alternatives, the Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must 
include addition alternative subsets for the initial road alternative WITH and WITHOUT  

Two-three times tunnel diameters for tunnel cover above the tunnel crown 
Trucks and Truck Lanes and Truck Climbing Lanes  

Ban Trucks of 3-4 axles and loads of 20,000 lbs gross –  3-4% Grades 
Ban Trucks of 4-6 axles and loads of 40,000 lbs gross –  2% Grades 

Tunnel covers of times two and times three 
“Bus Rapid Transit” HOV lanes  
South Portals entirely south of Valley Blvd. 
South Portals entirely south of I-10** 
North Portals entirely north of California Blvd. 
North Portals entirely north of I-210 

 
**The EIR/EIS must include tunnel alternatives with portal beginning and ending south of I-10 and 

with tunnels beginning from the south side of I-10, leaving the existing south I-710 Stub with 
minor modifications for Hellman Ramp/Interchange and for Connector from Valley to West 
Mission Rd. in Alhambra.  

 
 
6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Surface Alternatives – At Grade to +20ft above to -20ft below ground levels 
Development of surface alternatives is based on the basic approach of “Let those who benefit 
provide the corridor and endure the solutions”.  As established at present and future, congestion on 
N-S arterials lies primarily within the city of Alhambra and thereby surface alternatives must lie 
within Alhambra on the south and Pasadena on north and may pass through San Marino and/or 
South Pasadena.  No alternatives should be routed through adjacent communities without 
demonstrated and approved significant community benefits. 
 
The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must clearly include those surface 
alternatives which achieve the needs and purposes within those areas where congestion relief and 
other improvements are required or realized.  Similarly alternatives must be excluded where those 
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alternatives benefit communities beyond the project implementation areas while inflicting impacts 
on communities which do not realize benefits.  
 
The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following N-S Full length 
(I-10 to I-210) surface alternatives: 

West-Alhambra - Fremont /SR110 Corridor with interchanges at  
Alhambra City     - Mission Rd./Main 
South Pasadena - Huntington Drive or SR110 
Pasadena – California Blvd. 

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, 7mile Road w of 
I-605 and e of SR2) with interchanges at 

East Pasadena 
East of Huntington Library 
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead 
Monterey Park (I-10) 
Montebello (SR60) 

Rosemead/SR19 – I-210-SR60 with interchanges at 
I-10 
Mission Road 
Huntington Drive 

 
 
6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Viaduct/Elevated Highway Alternatives  (20-35ft height) 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include full length elevated 
alternatives along the same routes from I-10 to I-210: 

West-Alhambra - Fremont /SR110 Corridor with interchanges at  
Alhambra City     - Mission Rd./Main 
South Pasadena - Huntington Drive or SR110 
Pasadena – California Blvd. 

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, 7mile Road W of I-605 
and E of SR2) with interchanges at 

East Pasadena 
East of Huntington Library 
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead 
Monterey Park (I-10) 

Rosemead/SR19 – I-210-SR60 with interchanges at 
I-10 
Mission Road 
Huntington Drive 

Such elevated viaducts have been constructed in many California and other states, such as - 
http://thei81challenge.org/cm/ResourceFiles/resources/Austin.pdf 
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I-81, Austin   http://www.texasfreeway.com/Austin/photos/183/183.shtml 
 
 
6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Viaduct/Elevated/Surface “Connector Roads” Alternatives 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an intermediate Build-Project 
Alternative including numerous highway connector elements between existing highway elements 
but not connecting the full N-S dimension of the Study Area; these must include as a minimum: 

West- South End - Alhambra City  
Mission Rd. and separately or combined-Mission-Meridian-Main/Huntington Drive 
Hellman-CSULA 
Hellman-Fremont (North and South of I-10) 
Valley-Palm/Mission-Palm/Main-Marengo/Alhambra Road 

West-North End – Pasadena 
SR110-Arroyo-I-210 
SR110-SR710 North Stub 

 
Other prospective Connectors: 

Central-Mid Valley Corridor  
East Pasadena – I-210 to Huntington 
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead – I-10 to Mission 
Monterey Park – I-10 to Garvey 

Rosemead/SR19 –  
I-210 to Huntingtont 
I-210 to Foothill/SierraMadre 
I-10 to Mission Road/LasTunas 
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South Connectors  

 
 
North Connectors 

 
 
 
 
 
 

  

t 
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6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives/Multi-Occupancy Only Alternative 
 
The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 
systems for both N-S and E-W corridors.   
 
In all above surface and elevated road alternatives, add a second alternative for the initial road 
alternative with a dedicated “Bus Rapid Transit” facility, and the BRTan additional alternative set for 
the following E-W corridors: 

Marengo-City Terrace-Garvey 
Main-Valley 
Mission Road-Huntington Drive 
Broadway-Figueroa-Monterey Road 
Spring-San Fernando Road-Eagle Rock-Colorado 

 
The BRT facility must include: 

Upgrade curb lane – smooth surface, adjusted lane and curb curvature, driveway controls, 
overhead clearances for trees, wires, and signage 

Signal Synchronization and Transit Signal Over-Rides 
Out-of-Lane Stops and Stations 

Integrated Multi-Road Transit Stations 
Integrated Park-N-Ride Transit Stations 

 
As a separate road alternative or as enlargement part of any MultiMode Alternative, add an 
alternative including fully dedicated bus-lane/BRT Corridor facilities along: 

San Fernando Road-Eagle Rock Blvd.-Colorado as two-way SW-NE facility 
Fremmont/Palm-Marengo as one-way couplets N/S facility 
Garfield/Atlantic as one-way couplets N/S facility 
Rosemead as two-way N/S facility 
Valley – Main/Mission to Peck Road 
Mission-Huntington Drive – Chavez to BuenaVista/Duarte 

 
 
6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Multimode Alternatives  (including  Transportation System Management)  
 
The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following Multi-Mode 
systems for the illustrate ten-plus E-W and N-S corridors, see figure below 
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The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include and develop a multimode 
approach consistent with those of MoveLA/FAST/Rand, South Pasadena, and others which usually 
involve several basic elements 

Get Goods and Passengers on Rail 
Get goods off the roads 
Get passengers in multi-passenger road vehicles 
Make streets, roads, freeway operate smarter – higher consistent flows 
Increased passenger miles with fewer vehicles 
Reduced peak-hour speeds but increased vehicle/hour and average daily trips 
Price route and destination and origin parking to reflect true costs to the Public 
Price fuel to reflect true environmental and infrastructure costs and impacts 

 
MTA/CTs must include review of and assessment of application to LACounty in European urban 
plans to remove most light duty gas/diesel fueled individual-passenger vehicles from cities by 2035 
and all individual-passenger vehicle by 2050. 
 
The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include Important Components as 
well as many others: 
Freight       “Zero Port Road Freight 2035” 

Gaps – BNSF/UPRR>LOSSAN > High Desert Corridor and SanLuisObispo 
Passengers 

Rail Transit Systems 
NE-RedLine Extension through Glendale 
GoldLine West Extension-Glendale/Burbank/N.Hollywood 
GoldLine East Grid – Whittier/Azusa N-S CrossLink 

Road Transit Systems 
Make Streets Work Better 
 Road Efficiencies 
 Demand Management 

Parking Management 



\\Sv07nw2\VOL1\Env\EnvDocs\Generalist\G_Damrath Group\710 Gap\230.02 Formal Scoping\Comment letters\Individuals\Clyde 
T. Williams\CTsComment041411C.doc   C.T.Williams, 
  4117 Barrett Road, LA 90032-1712,  
  323-528-9682, ctwiliams@yahoo.com 

 8/24/2011 37 

Free 1-3 hr retail parking 
$25/car space-day – W of I-5, N of Slauson, E of Vermont, S of Los Feliz 

Park-N-Ride – Parking Zone Perimeter of LA City as shown as example below: 
 

 
 
 Congestion Pricing for access to areas west of Par-N-Ride facilities 

Similar to District Pricing (London, Singapore, HongKong, Dubai, etc.) 
State/Local Registration – Full Cost Recovery for all vehicles in Study Area 
LA County Fuel Taxes for a minimum of $5/gal – Gas and Diesel 

 
 
6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Funding Alternatives 
 
As the CTs presentations of needs and purposes included references to financial and funding 
alternatives, including Public Private Partnerships, the Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and 
EIR/EIS must include all relevant financial and funding systems for any alternative with: 

Costs – Total Costs 
Estimated capital costs or values of more than $1 billion (50% >Measure R funds) 
Estimated funding costs (interest, fees, etc.) by sources (e.g., private, federal, state, etc.) 
Estimated management and design (CTs, MTA, and cities) 
Estimated commissioning and startup 
Estimated annual and life-of-project costs 
 

Revenues – Total Revenues 
Measure R Only 
Measure R + Tolls 
Measure R + Beneficiary Commuter Districts + Tolls 
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Measure R + Beneficiary Commuter Districts + Containers/Ports Tonnage/Logistics + Tolls 
Federal, State, Regional, and County grants and assistance 
Other contributions 

Financial Management 
Federal, State, and CTs District 
Regional-SCAG, County-MTA, and Cities 
Special Assessment Districts 
Project – Tolls, etc.  

 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include various alternative contracting 
methods including: 

Design/Build 
Design/Build/Operate 
Design/Finance/Build/Operate 
Design/Finance/Build/Operate/Maintain 
Design/Finance/Build/Operate/Maintain in Public Private Partnerships 
Build/Operate/Transfer (BOT; Public provides only lands and some administrative activities) 
Build/Own/Operate (BOO) 

 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must reflect and include considerations and 
LAO’s concerns for Public-Private Partnerships as expressed in April 2011 by the State Legislative 
Analyst Office (http://www.lao.ca.gov/analysis/2010/transportation/trans_anl10.pdf) which can be 
summarized as follows: 

Unidentified portion of the costs and allocations to Federal, State, regional, County, Cities, 
and any special assessment districts 

State pays for operations and maintenance of transportation facilities from local funds  
Project Costs not eligible for federal funding. 
CTs not able to explain how it plans to spend funds requested 
Legislature should not make such a large commitment of funds.  
Unclear how P3 procurement would achieve certain cost savings  
Assumed saving the state money over the life of the project.  
Set-asides of a sizeable amount of the state’s transportation funds to pay for P3 projects.  
Reduced amounts of funding available for rest of state’s highway maintenance/repairs 
Budget Requests as a Blank Check - OPEN-ENDED authority to augment appropriation.  

spend an unlimited amount of future federal funds 
would be authorized INDEFINITELY 

 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include: 

Clear explanation how funds requested would be used, such as a list of activities  
CTs plans to fund 
Associated dollar amounts requested for these purposes 

Identification of criteria/methodologies analyzing financial benefits from funding 
use of payments would allow a project to be completed at a lower cost, or 
significantly sooner project completion and operation than otherwise be the case. 

Explanation of impact by prioritizing maintenance of privately managed transportation 
facilities on governments’ ability to fund operations, maintenance, and repair of the rest 
of the highway system operated in/by LA County 

Identification of governmental/public costs paid under P3 agreements directly or indirectly 
Identification of O&M costs for transportation facilities (not eligible for federal funds) 
Full independently verified and audited explanation as to how CTs plans to spend the 

majority of the funds requested 
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Support of assumed saving the state money over the life of the project  
Impacts of reduced funds available for other highway maintenance and repair needs 

 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include: 

Workable Foundation agreements - given restrictions/requirements of funding sources 
Financial plans on how funds requested would be used, such as a list of activities  

Capital, Financials, Operations, and Maintenance 
CTs plans to fund and associated dollar amounts requested for these purposes 
Guarantee Maxima caps for all activities over $100M 
Identifies quantitative assumptions, criteria, and methodologies used to establish state 

benefits from funding agreements. 
Comparisons of Current Practices to demonstrate- 

use of payments allow projects to be completed at a lower cost, 
use of payments allow projects to be completed significantly sooner 

Explanation of impacts of prioritizing maintenance of privately managed transportation 
facilities on the state’s ability to fund maintenance and repair of the rest of the highway 
system operated by the state. 

 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons of the financial 
aspects of each Alternative including costs assignments, revenue sources and their capabilities, 
indebtness costs, and potential for surplus revenue generation.  Because of the unlimited range of 
all possible alternatives, the Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the 
widest possible ranges of financial resources, impacts, and mitigations. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include clarifications of the financial 
aspects of all CTs and MTA lands, their uses, and revenue/costs generation and their impacts on 
communities, municipal and County property taxes and other related indirect financial impacts and 
perhaps benefits. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons regarding the 
benefits derived from such large public expenditure through the support of local small-medium 
businesses and contractors and of construction trade employment.  Alternative Analyses must 
include and compare Alternatives for: 

Estimated direct support of local/LA County small to medium contractors  
Estimated support of State medium to large contractors 
Estimated support of international large contractors (generally under a State Contractor) 
Estimated Non-California and International Contractors’ shares of Contracts 
Estimated shares of Contract values for heavy and specialized equipment and for materials 

vs labor components 
Estimates must be appropriate to the stage of Alternative developments and may require 
engineering judgments and approximation based on recent – 2010-11 bidded contracts in the US 
and they should be applied in a conservative manner, no low-balling. 
 
The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons regarding the 
use of existing contract administrative and inspection capabilities in cities and councils of 
governments rather than using CTs, MTA, or specialized consultants staffs. 
 
 
6.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Screening of Alternatives 
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The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include quantitative criteria for 
assessing and comparing Alternatives during the Alternative Analyses and before commencing 
preparation of the EIR/EIS.  MTA/CTs must also provide full transparent and accessible 
participation by the Public as the Public has not had actual Project context during the Scoping in 
order to recommend alternatives and mitigation and to present and evaluate significant impacts for 
the “Project” within a 100sq mi Study Area.  Therefore the adequacy and completeness of the 
Scoping process is not fulfilled and appropriate for a multi-billion dollars project. 
 
The Alternatives Analyses and Screening must include: 

Project Purposes   Define transportation problems to be solved in quantitative terms 
Do not identify solutions, provides numerical criteria for success 
Promotes consideration of multiple modes and alternatives 

Project Needs  Establishes documented and quantified evidence that problems exist 
Project Goals   Define broad vision statements influencing project characteristics 
Project Objectives Define quantified and scheduled steps to achieve the goals  

 
All screening must be based on pre-analyses established quantified criteria and ranking categories 
and their consistent application across the quantified information for each Alternative. Resorting 
numerical data and ranks after the comparisons must not be done and would demonstrate clearly 
bias and non-objective/arbitrary screening and process leading to the inadequacy of the EIR/EIS.  
 
 
7.  SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS 
RE:  Methods and Approaches 
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include quantitative and numerical 
analyses based on monitoring and verified numerical computerized model results.  Words such as 
“improve”, “increase”, “reduce”, “diminish”, “degrade”, etc. must be supported by numerical values 
and quantification with supporting evidence; qualitative measures and descriptors must not be used 
or incorporated.  Because of the use of computer models, all programs and input files must be 
made available preferably online or by CD/DVDs to the Public.  
 
All computer models must be verifiable as to their organization, use of information, and calculations 
and must be audited/verified by a independent specialist in each field and computer 
sciences/programming.   
 
 
 



Elise Kalfayan
1SS5 N. PacificAve,
Glendale CA grzoz

April rz, zorr

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans - District 7
roo South Main Street, MS 16A
Los Angeles, California 9oo12

Demands for inclusion in the 7ro Gap Closure Project Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement:

Proof and detailed analysis of working business models with detailed explanations of how they
will avoid incurring later costs to taxpayers (with past successful models in California as

examples)

Cost-Benefit Analysis of the project for state taxpa]¡ers onll¡. Include costs of not using these
funds for multi-mode alternatives, electric cargo rail system construction, doing nothing.

Cost-BenefitAnalysis, encompassing public monies spent, pollution, future workforce training,
and regional competitiveness for an electric rail system for carrying all port cargo to inland
distribution centers versus conventional freeway expansion to handle truck traffic carrying
cargo on the 7ro.

Cost-Benefit Analysis of disaster impacts, with detailed costs of addressing structural damage,
fire, toxic spills, accidents, injuries, and extended cleanup due to a major 9.o earthquake.
Compare these costs with a detailed analysis of costs of addressing such threats to an alternative
multi-modal system with no freeway tunnel.

Cost-BenefitAnalysis of steel on steel vs. rubber on asphalt. Quantifr comparative fuel use,
noise level impacts, and pollution in the region under an electrified rail system for moving port
goods or "more of the same" (investment in more freeways) with rubber on asphalt as continued
major transport mechanism for individuals and port goods transit, instead of steel on steel.

Cost-Benefit Analysis of significant public investment in freeway expansion instead of new rail
and cargo movement technology that address regional competitiveness with major port
upgrades in Panama, Mexico, the Gulf of Mexico, and other regions.

Clear and detailed cost-benefit analysis (which examines in just as much detail every alternative
such as electrified rail and expanded public transit investments) for the stated "need and
purpose" of the final project.

Detailed analysis and estimated costs for each area of potential cost overrun in a tunnel project,
including excavation and construction of portals, ventilation towers, engineering, geological
troubles, accidents, materials, and earth movement.

Submitted bv Elise Kalfavan fu"* þ'/'¿'y4â-



 
Ron Kosinski 
Deputy Director 
Division of Environmental Planning 
Caltrans District 7 
100 S. Main Street, MS 16A 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
From: 
Janice SooHoo 
1339 El Vago St. 
La Cañada Flintridge, CA  91011 
jan@soohoos.org 
818-952-4103 
Submitted by email on 4/14/11 with hard copy submitted by surface mail 
 
RE:  Items to be included in the Scoping Report for the EIR/EIS for the extension of the 710 Freeway to 
the 210 Freeway. 
 
Dear Mr. Kosinski, 
 
As a resident of La Cañada Flintridge, and someone who has followed the proposed connection of the 710 
Freeway to the 210 Freeway, I wish to submit these comments and demands for inclusion in the Scoping 
Report for the EIR/EIS for this project.   
 

Stated Purpose and Need 
 

The stated purpose and need for a connection of the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway has been consistent 
over the many decades since it was conceived.  According to the Draft Environmental Impact Statements 
(EIS) and supplements from 1974 through 1986 (See 1, 2, 3, 4), the stated purpose for connecting the 710 
and 210 Freeways is to improve the existing transportation system by reducing congestion on local city 
streets and to reduce stop and go driving, thereby reducing emissions and to reduce travel time through 
the corridor.  The need for “closing the gap” was stated to be relief of traffic congestion caused by both 
trucks and automobiles in the Cities of Alhambra, Los Angeles, South Pasadena and Pasadena.and to 
facilitate goods movement through the 710 corridor. 
 
The 1986 third draft EIS supplement reported 1982 average daily traffic counts on major arterials in the 
corridor between the 710 Freeway terminus and the 210 Freeway and along Valley Blvd.  These data 
demonstrate that the studied roadways were near capacity, confirming the obvious – these roadways were, 
and still are, congested.    
 
In 2011, some 37 years following the 1974 Draft EIS, the proposed purpose and need statement remains 
much the same:  improving regional mobility and the movement of people, goods and services; reducing 
congestion on arterials and local streets and reducing greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources.  
 
On first read, these various purpose and need statements seem reasonable – add more lanes of freeway, 
and vehicles currently traveling on surface streets and major arterials will abandon those routes for the 
new roadways.  But, is it true?   
 
 



 
Reason dictates that if adding roadways relieves congestion, cities that invest heavily in building new 
roads, or expanding the capacity of existing ones, should benefit from less congestion, and lower costs 
associated with congestion, compared to cities that spend less on constructing additional capacity.  In its 
1998 report (See 5), the Surface Transportation Policy Project (STPP) sought to test this hypothesis by 
analyzing 15 years (1982 – 1996) of data from the Texas Transportation Institute’s (TTI) study of 
congestion in 70 U.S. metropolitan areas from 35 states.  These 70 metropolitan areas were first ranked 
based on their growth in lane capacity and then divided into half – a “high growth” group in which the 
metro areas increased lane capacity by an average of 47%, and a “low-growth” group in which average 
growth was only 22%.   
 
Four conventional transportation indicators were calculated from the data:  congestion cost per capita, excess 
fuel used per capita, delay per capita and roadway congestion index.  The two groups showed no significant 
difference in congestion cost per capita, no difference in excess fuel per capita and delay per capita did not 
differ between the two groups.  
 
The two groups showed no significant difference in the mean roadway congestion index, a commonly-
used parameter calculated from an area's daily volume of travel per lane of freeways and major streets.  
The “high growth” group spent $22 billion more than the “low growth” group and the bottom line is the 
“high growth” metropolitan areas did not achieve more congestion relief than the “low growth” 
areas (See figure). 
 
The STPP study did not control for factors such as changes in population, shifting demographics, 
economic activity or changes in land use.  However, the large size of the data set (70 metropolitan areas), 
geographic range (35 states from every region of the U.S.) and the long study period (15 years) make it 
likely that the relationships that emerged from the analysis are real and not biased by any of these factors. 
 
The results of the STPP analysis were not surprising in 1998, and are not surprising today.  A large body 
of research documents the phenomenon of “induced traffic”.  When road capacity is expanded near 
congested routes, drivers who did not use that route previously are attracted to the new route to save time, 
resulting in an increase in the traffic volume in the new route.  An analysis of 17 years of data from 30 
urban California counties by U.C. Berkeley researchers (See 6) found that every 1% increase in new lane-
miles generated a 0.9% increase in traffic in less than 5 years, effectively neutralizing the transient 
increase in capacity. 
 
Glaringly absent from the statements of purpose and need and the draft Environmental Impact 
Statements is incontrovertible evidence that connecting the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway will 
achieve the stated purpose.  Traffic counts alone cannot prove that adding more lanes – whether 
underground or above ground – will remove vehicles from the impacted streets.   We do not know how 
many of the vehicles counted in such studies originated from the 710 Freeway terminus and eventually 
enter the 210 Freeway.  Many may have destinations that lie between the current terminus of the 710 
Freeway and the 210 Freeway.  Their travel will not be facilitated by a tunnel spanning the distance 
between the current 710 Freeway terminus and the 210 Freeway with no opportunity for exit between 
these points.  These vehicles must continue to rely on surface streets to reach their destinations.  
 
Origin and Destination (O/D) Studies must be conducted to verify the need for the 710-210 
connection.  An O/D study answers questions about the major flows of traffic through an area or 
along a corridor.  The study looks at where vehicles are coming from, where they are going, why 
people are traveling, when the trips occur, and what kinds of vehicles are traveling.  Origin and 
destination travel information is critical to clearly understand the magnitude of the transportation 



issues, assess the ability of the current transportation system to meet demands and identify 
projects and programs to address this demand.  
 
O/D studies should be conducted over a wide geographic range, covering all possible zones, with the 710 
terminus as the “origin”.  The sampling strategy needs to be comprehensive, providing data from different 
times of the day and night, during all days of the week and all times of the year.  It needs to include not 
only passenger vehicles, but also tractor-trailers.  The following information can be collected from 
each respondent who participates:  
 

• Closest cross streets to the origin 
• Closest cross streets to the destination 
• Exact entrance ramp 
• Exact exit ramp 
• Trip purpose 
• Frequency of trip making 
• Trip length 
• Vehicle occupancy 
• Socio-demographic characteristics 

 
Without O/D studies, the statement that connecting the 710 and 210 Freeways is necessary to 
relieve congestion is merely unsubstantiated conjecture. 
 

Expansion of the Project Study Area 
 
The study area as currently delineated is inadequate to accurately assess the environmental impacts of any 
project on the region.  For example, the City of La Cañada Flintridge is not included in the current study 
area, nor is the 210 corridor between La Cañada Flintridge and the intersection of the 210 and 5 
Freeways.  If the 710 Freeway is extended to the 210 Freeway, this corridor will definitely be impacted.  
The City of La Cañada Flintridge has reviewed the Draft Final Report for the I-710 Missing Link 
Truck Study prepared by Iteris dated May 2009.  Although Caltrans and Metro like to discredit any 
reference to this study on the grounds that it was “only a draft and never finalized”, the citation of this 
report in Metro’s PPP confers legitimacy to its use.  Highlights of the La Cañada analysis of the 2009 
Iteris “Missing Link Truck Study” are summarized below. 
 
The Study confirms that in every comparison, the tunnel project would cause SIGNIFICANT detrimental 
traffic and truck impacts on the segment of the I-210 Freeway through the cities of La Cañada Flintridge, 
Glendale, Pasadena, and the community of La Crescenta.  A comparison of 2030 values with and without 
the tunnel project concludes: 

• More than 25% increase in daily volume on I-210 
• Additional 30,000 vehicles per day on I-210 
• Additional 2,500 trucks per day on I-210 
• 850 additional trucks per PM PEAK HOUR on I-210 
• Truck percentages on I-210 increase from 11% to over 20% 
• Higher truck volumes on Foothill Boulevard (almost no current truck volumes) 
• Before-no freeway segments through City over capacity, after-most northbound 
• segments over capacity 
• I-210 freeway segments through city will operate over capacity (Level-of-Service F) 
• and consequently force traffic onto local streets 
• Foothill Boulevard will operate over capacity near Angeles Crest Highway 



 
Amazingly, the Study’s summary findings conclude that the tunnel connection would make overall 
driving conditions worse. The number of vehicle miles traveled would INCREASE in the peak hour 
with an I-710 connection, which would bring a host of unintended environmental impacts. Even more 
astounding is that the number of vehicle hours would INCREASE as well, which translates to more hours 
of delay, gas consumption and air pollution. The system-wide benefit would be a small increase in overall 
average speed of 0.6 miles per hour. Regionally, the substandard traffic conditions that exist would not be 
improved if the tunnel was built and additionally, those substandard conditions would be introduced into 
areas that would otherwise, without the tunnel, have standard or better conditions. 
 
The impact of a connection of the 710 and 210 Freeways on this corridor cannot be denied.  It is 
reasonable to conclude that similar impacts can be expected for any alignment of a project and that the 
method of connection – tunnel or otherwise – is irrelevant to the negative outcome for affected 
communities.  By Caltrans’ and Metro’s own admission, the transportation problems this project is 
purported to remedy are REGIONAL.  The study area must be expanded to reflect the entire impacted 
region or the conclusions will be invalid. 
 

Attending School in the 210 Freeway Pollution Corridor 
Children are getting more than an education while in the classroom 

 
A minimum of 30 schools are located within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway between the eastern border of 
La Cañada Flintridge and the intersection of the 210 and 5 Freeways.   Over 10,000 students spend up to 
eight hours a day in the classrooms of these schools.  Many of these same students spend several 
additional hours each day outdoors participating in Physical Education classes and/or sports practices.   
  
Childhood asthma has long been linked to freeway pollution, but the damage doesn’t stop with asthma.  
Pollution from auto and diesel emissions has also been linked to cancer, accelerated progression of 
atherosclerosis, impacts on fetal development and chronic inflammation of the central nervous system. 
 
The children in this section of the 210 Freeway pollution corridor are already subjected to dangerous 
levels of traffic-related pollution.  Currently, truck traffic makes up 11% of traffic on the 210 Freeway.  
An analysis of the SCAG so-called “Missing Link” Study done by the City of La Cañada Flintridge has 
shown that if the 710 Freeway is connected to the 210 Freeway, an additional 2,500 trucks per day will 
pass through this corridor – an increase of 25% -- and trucks will make up over 20% of the traffic on the 
210 Freeway.   
 
Below you will find a table listing thirty schools from this corridor that lie within 1,000 feet of the 210 
Freeway.  "Hot spot analysis" for these locations as well as all schools similarly related to all the routes 
under consideration for the proposed 710 tunnel project must be conducted.  These listed locations should 
be designated as "sensitive receptor community sites."  The hot spot analysis should seek peak values 
for all measurements so as not to underestimate the effect on human health.   These studies must 
sample air quality at hourly intervals including PM 0.1, PM2.5, and PM10 throughout the 
twenty-four hours of given days to yield an accurate description of true exposure.  In addition, 
seasonal studies are required to adequately assess the impact of seasonal climatologic 
conditions.. 
 
The Hot Spot analysis and modeling analysis should include harmful products e.g.,: 

• Particulate matter PM to include all sized particles including ultrafine particles (<100nm) and 
nano particles (<50 nm), carbon black (organic carbon and elemental carbon), and degradation of 



road products and tires and brake linings and diesel catalyst decay products  (including, but not 
limited to, metal particulate emissions, strontium, and a variety of organic compounds) 

• Nitrogen oxides (NOx) and nitrogen dioxide (NO2) 
• Ozone  
• Carbon monoxide (CO) 

 
Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments are necessary at all school sites meeting the 
same criterion of 1,000 feet proximity to the project in all zones under consideration. 
 
In addition to schools named below, identical Hot Spot Analysis, Health Impact Assessments and Health 
Risk Assessments are necessary for: 
 
 Verdugo Hills Hospital  
 1812 Verdugo Blvd. 
 Glendale, CA  91208 
 
Verdugo Hills Hospital is located at the intersection of the 210 and 2 Freeways.  The patients and 
employees would be highly impacted by any project that results in additional traffic—and therefore 
exhaust -- on the 210 Freeway.  The same Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments are 
necessary at all hospital and other health care facilities meeting the same criterion of 1,000 feet proximity 
to the project in all zones under consideration. 
  

Schools Positioned within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway between La Cañada and the 
Intersection with the 5 Freeway 

La Canada Elementary School 4540 Encinas Dr., La Cañada, CA 91011 
La Canada High School 4463 Oak Grove Dr.,  La Cañada, CA  91011 
Hillside School & Learning Center 4331 Oak Grove Dr., La Cañada, CA 9101 
Flintridge Preparatory School 4543 Crown Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
St. Francis High School 200 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA 91011 
St. Bede The Venerable 4524 Crown Ave., La Cañada, CA 91011 
Learning Castle 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA 91011 
La Canada Preparatory School 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA 91011 
Crestview Preparatory School 140 Foothill Blvd.,  La Cañada, CA  91011 
Pinewood Academy 4490 Cornishon Ave, La Cañada CA  91011 
Renaissance Academy 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Foothill Progressive Montessori 4526 Indianola Way, La Cañada, CA  91011 
Hogg’s Hollow Preschool 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Child Educational Center 140 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Crescenta-Canada Coop Nursery School 1700 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
La Canada Community Center Preschool 4469 Chevy Chase Dr., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Flintridge Montessori 1739 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
La Canada Preschool 4460 Oakwood Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
St. George’s Preschool 808 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Lighted Window Preschool 1200 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Parents & Childrens Nursery School 4603 Indianola Way, La Cañada, CA  91011 
Foothills School 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Crescenta Valley High School 2900 Community Ave., La Crescenta, CA  91214 
Holy Redeemer Catholic School 2361 Del Mar Rd., Montrose, CA  91020 
La Crescenta Elementary School 4343 La Crescenta Blvd., La Crescenta, CA  91214 



La Crescenta Christian School 3013 Montrose Ave., La Crescenta, CA, 91214 
Lincoln Avenue School 4310 New York Ave., La Crescenta, CA  91214 
Delphi Academy 11341 Brainard Ave, Lake View Terrace, CA, 91342 
Crescenta Valley Adventist School 6245 Honolulu Avenue, La Crescenta  91214 
Crescenta Valley Christian Academy 9100 Tujunga Canyon, Tujunga, CA  91042 
 

 
I look forward to reading the Scoping Report, when issued, and expect to see the issues raised by myself and others 
included.  Ultimately, I hope that Caltrans and Metro will be convinced that there are better, fiscally and 
environmentally responsible methods to improve regional traffic and to move freight from the Ports of Los Angeles 
and Long Beach – methods that would result in a win-win outcome for all involved.  If not, these agencies should 
brace themselves for continued battles with the citizens of the region who understand now, more than ever, the 
importance of protecting our communities from the fallout from bad planning.    
 
Sincerely, 
Janice SooHoo 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



1339 El Vago St. 
La Cañada Flintridge, CA  91011 

` April 13, 2011 
 
 
Ron Kosinski 
Deputy Director 
Division of Environmental Planning 
Caltrans District 7 
100 S. Main Street, MS 16A 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
RE:  SR-710 Environmental Impact Report/Scoping 
 
Dear Mr. Kosinski: 
 
As a resident of La Cañada Flintridge, a member of the No 710 Action Committee and someone who has 
followed the proposed connection of the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway, I wish to submit these comments and 
items for inclusion in the Scoping Report for the EIR/EIS on this project.   
 
Stated Purpose and Need 
Caltrans needs to prove that the project will fulfill the stated purpose and need. 

 
The stated purpose and need for a connection of the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway has been consistent over the 
many decades since it was conceived.  According to the Draft Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) and 
supplements from 1974 through 1986 (See 1, 2, 3, 4), the stated purpose for connecting the 710 and 210 Freeways 
is to improve the existing transportation system by reducing congestion on local city streets and to reduce stop 
and go driving, thereby reducing emissions and to reduce travel time through the corridor.  The need for “closing 
the gap” was stated to be relief of traffic congestion caused by both trucks and automobiles in the Cities of 
Alhambra, Los Angeles, South Pasadena, and Pasadena. and to facilitate goods movement through the 710 
corridor. 
 
The 1986 third draft EIS supplement reported 1982 average daily traffic counts on major arterials in the corridor 
between the 710 Freeway terminus and the 210 Freeway and along Valley Blvd.  These data demonstrate that the 
studied roadways were near capacity, confirming the obvious – these roadways were, and still are, congested.    
 
In 2011, some 37 years following the 1974 Draft EIS, the proposed purpose and need statement remains much the 
same:  improving regional mobility and the movement of people, goods and services; reducing congestion on 
arterials and local streets and reducing greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources.  
 
Reason dictates that if adding roadways relieves congestion, cities that invest heavily in building new roads, or 
expanding the capacity of existing ones, should benefit from less congestion, and lower costs associated with 
congestion, compared to cities that spend less on constructing additional capacity.  In its 1998 report (See 5), the 
Surface Transportation Policy Project (STPP) sought to test this hypothesis by analyzing 15 years (1982 – 1996) 
of data from the Texas Transportation Institute’s (TTI) study of congestion in 70 U.S. metropolitan areas from 35 
states.  These 70 metropolitan areas were first ranked based on their growth in lane capacity and then divided into 
half – a “high growth” group in which the metro areas increased lane capacity by an average of 47%, and a “low-
growth” group in which average growth was only 22%.   
 
Four conventional transportation indicators were calculated from the data:  congestion cost per capita, excess fuel 
used per capita, delay per capita and roadway congestion index.  The two groups showed no significant difference 
in congestion cost per capita, no difference in excess fuel per capita and delay per capita did not differ.  



 
The two groups showed no significant difference in the mean roadway congestion index, a commonly-used 
parameter calculated from an area's daily volume of travel per lane of freeways and major streets.  The “high 
growth” group spent $22 billion more than the “low growth” group and the bottom line is the “high growth” 
metropolitan areas did not achieve more congestion relief than the “low growth” areas (Figure 1). 
         

 
                                                       Figure 1. 
 
The STPP study did not control for factors such as changes in population, shifting demographics, economic 
activity or changes in land use.  However, the large size of the data set (70 metropolitan areas), geographic range 
(35 states from every region of the U.S.) and the long study period (15 years) make it likely that the relationships 
that emerged from the analysis are real and not biased by any of these factors. 
 
There is substantial evidence that demonstrates that building new roads often increases congestion.  
When road capacity is expanded near congested routes, drivers who did not use that route previously are attracted 
to the new route to save time, resulting in an increase in the traffic volume in the new route.  An analysis of 17 
years of data from 30 urban California counties by U.C. Berkeley researchers (See 6) found that every 1% 
increase in new lane-miles generated a 0.9% increase in traffic in less than 5 years, effectively neutralizing the 
transient increase in capacity.  A significant body of research demonstrates that new lanes fill with new traffic 
within a few years, particularly if surrounding routes are also congested (See 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25). 
 
Glaringly absent from the current statements of purpose and need and the draft Environmental Impact Statements 
of the past is incontrovertible evidence that connecting the 710 Freeway to the 210 Freeway will achieve the 
stated purpose.  Traffic counts alone cannot prove that adding more lanes – whether underground or above ground 
– will remove vehicles from the impacted streets.   We do not know how many of the vehicles counted in such 
studies originated from the 710 Freeway terminus and eventually enter the 210 Freeway.  Many may have 
destinations that lie between the current terminus of the 710 Freeway and the 210 Freeway.  Their travel will not 
be facilitated by a tunnel spanning the distance between the current 710 Freeway terminus and the 210 Freeway 
with no opportunity for exit between these points.  These vehicles must continue to rely on surface streets to reach 
their destinations.  
 
 



In order for Caltrans to demonstrate that any project through any zone would fulfill the stated purpose and need, 
Origin and Destination (O/D) Studies must be conducted to verify the need for the 710-210 connection.  An O/D 
study answers questions about the major flows of traffic through an area or along a corridor.  The study 
looks at where vehicles are coming from, where they are going, why people are traveling, when the trips 
occur, and what kinds of vehicles are traveling.  Origin and destination travel information is critical to 
clearly understand the magnitude of the transportation issues, assess the ability of the current 
transportation system to meet demands and identify projects and programs to address this demand.  
 
O/D studies should be conducted over a wide geographic range, covering all possible zones, with the current 710 
terminus as the “origin”.  The sampling strategy needs to be comprehensive, providing data from different times 
of the day and night, during all days of the week and all times of the year.  It needs to include not only passenger 
vehicles, but also tractor-trailers.  The following information can be collected from each respondent who 
participates:  
 

• Closest cross streets to the origin 
• Closest cross streets to the destination 
• Exact entrance ramp 
• Exact exit ramp 
• Trip purpose 
• Frequency of trip making 
• Trip length 
• Vehicle occupancy 
• Socio-demographic characteristics 

 
Without O/D studies, the statement that connecting the 710 and 210 Freeways is necessary to relieve 
congestion is merely conjecture. 
 
Expansion of the Project Study Area 
Caltrans claims to solve regional traffic issues with the proposed project, but the current study area is 
limited and does not include all potentially impacted communities. 
  
The study area as currently delineated is inadequate to accurately assess the environmental impacts of any and all 
alternative projects on the region.  The study area as currently defined appears to have been drawn from the map 
of the five zones under consideration for tunnel construction as presented to the public during the Tunnel 
Geotechnical Feasibility Study, casting doubt on the sincerity of Caltrans’ claims to consider any and all 
alternatives to a tunnel project. 
 
For example, the City of La Cañada Flintridge is not included in the current study area, nor is the 210 corridor 
between La Cañada Flintridge and the intersection of the 210 and 5 Freeways.  If the 710 Freeway is extended to 
the 210 Freeway, this corridor will definitely feel the influence.  The City of La Cañada Flintridge has reviewed 
the Draft Final Report for the I-710 Missing Link Truck Study prepared by Iteris dated May 2009.  Although 
Caltrans and Metro like to discredit any reference to this study on the grounds that it was “only a draft and never 
finalized”, the citation of this report in Metro’s PPP confers legitimacy to its use.  Highlights of the La Cañada 
analysis of the 2009 Iteris “Missing Link Truck Study” are summarized below. 
 
The Study confirms that in every comparison, the tunnel project would cause SIGNIFICANT detrimental traffic 
and truck impacts on the segment of the I-210 Freeway through the cities of La Cañada Flintridge, Glendale, 
Pasadena, and the community of La Crescenta.  A comparison of 2030 values with and without the tunnel project 
concludes: 
 



• More than 25% increase in daily volume on I-210 
• Additional 30,000 vehicles per day on I-210 
• Additional 2,500 trucks per day on I-210 
• 850 additional trucks per PM PEAK HOUR on I-210 
• Truck percentages on I-210 increase from 11% to over 20% 
• Higher truck volumes on Foothill Boulevard (almost no current truck volumes) 
• Before-no freeway segments through City over capacity, after-most northbound 
• segments over capacity 
• I-210 freeway segments through city will operate over capacity (Level-of-Service F) 
• and consequently force traffic onto local streets 
• Foothill Boulevard will operate over capacity near Angeles Crest Highway 

 
Amazingly, the Study’s summary findings conclude that the tunnel connection would make overall 
driving conditions worse. The number of vehicle miles traveled would INCREASE in the peak hour 
with an I-710 connection, which would bring a host of unintended environmental impacts. Even more astounding 
is that the number of vehicle hours would INCREASE as well, which translates to more hours of delay, gas 
consumption and air pollution. The system-wide benefit would be a small increase in overall average speed of 0.6 
miles per hour. Regionally, the substandard traffic conditions that exist would not be improved if the tunnel was 
built and additionally, those substandard conditions would be introduced into areas that would otherwise, without 
the tunnel, have standard or better conditions. 
 
The negative impact of a connection of the 710 and 210 Freeways on this corridor cannot be denied.  It is 
reasonable to conclude that similar impacts can be expected for any alignment of a project and that the method of 
connection – tunnel or otherwise – is irrelevant to the negative outcome for affected communities.  By Caltrans’ 
and Metro’s own admission, the transportation problems this project is purported to remedy are REGIONAL.  
The study area must be expanded to reflect the entire impacted region or the conclusions will be invalid. 
 
Diversion of Traffic to City and Residential Streets to Avoid Tolls 
Building new roadways for freight transport does not guarantee truckers will use them.  
 
Diversion of traffic from a toll road onto city or residential streets for purposes of toll avoidance is a great concern 
to all communities adjacent to any project built in the region.  A growing number of reports show that tolled 
roadways can actually increase the traffic on adjacent arterials as drivers seek to avoid paying tolls (See 26, 27, 
28, 29).   
 
At THE Impact Project Trade, Health, Environment Conference in 2010, Australian Martin Wurt, Secretary of the 
Maribyrnong (Melbourne, Australia) Truck Action Group, reported on the increase in truck usage of residential 
streets since the construction of the Ring Roadway which was intended to funnel trucks to the Princes Freeway, 
over the Westgate Bridge, and then onto Bolte Bridge to the Port of Melbourne.  However, this transportation plan 
has failed miserably since truck drivers are doing everything in their power to avoid the toll on Bolte Bridge.  As 
a result, 20,000 heavy trucks a day currently use residential streets in Maribyrnong as thoroughfares.  On some 
streets, as many as 8,000 heavy trucks a day pass homes, schools and hospitals.  As a result, 36% of 
Maribyrnong’s residents suffer from asthma.  This is triple the Australian national average.  Fifty-five percent of 
residents from affected streets reported ongoing sleep disturbance at night from truck traffic.  Seventy-six percent 
felt constant apprehension at having to use the roads due to the truck traffic, and 62% reported that they no longer 
spent time in their yards due to exhaust fumes and noise.  
 
States are increasing the use of toll roads with the intent of expanding capacity.  A Government Accountability 
Office 2006 report estimated that 30 – 40% of new capacity is in the form of toll roadways (30, 31).  Decreases in 
gas tax revenues and increased construction costs have led transportation agencies to resort to tolling for financing 
the cost of new construction.  However, as discussed by Zhou et. al. (32), just because there is a need for 
alternative revenue resources , and thus an increase in construction of tolled roadways, it does not mean that these 
tolled roadways will be successful.  A high percentage of new toll roads constructed have failed to attract the 



traffic, and therefore the revenue, that they expected (33).  The trucking industry has a low profit margin and is 
highly competitive, therefore many truckers are reluctant to use toll roads.  As a result, truckers search for the 
minimum cost method and often avoid toll roads(34). 
 
Caltrans must include in its EIR/EIS studies of toll tolerance/avoidance on the part of passenger vehicles as well 
as freight trucks.  How much are passenger cars willing to pay?  How many commuters would use the route and 
pay the toll twice a day?  How much will trucking companies pay?  At what toll level will these vehicles cease to 
use the supplied roadway and divert their trips through adjacent city and residential streets?  What incentives will 
be effective in getting truckers to use a tolled roadway and keeping them on the tolled roadway?  These questions 
must be studied and answered for all projects in all zones.     
 
Attending School in the 210 Freeway Pollution Corridor 
Children are getting more than an education while in the classroom. 

 
A minimum of 30 schools are located within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway between the eastern border of La 
Cañada Flintridge and the intersection of the 210 and 5 Freeways (See Figures 2a and 2b).  Over 10,000 students 
spend up to eight hours a day in the classrooms of these schools.  Many of these same students spend several 
additional hours each day outdoors participating in Physical Education classes and/or sports practices.   
 
Childhood asthma has long been linked to freeway pollution, but the damage doesn’t stop with asthma.  Pollution 
from auto and diesel emissions has also been linked to cancer, accelerated progression of atherosclerosis, impacts 
on fetal development and chronic inflammation of the central nervous system (Refer to the Health and Pollution 
submission from the No 710 Action Committee for a comprehensive list of documentation). 
 
The children in this section of the 210 Freeway pollution corridor are already subjected to dangerous levels of 
traffic-related pollution.  Currently, truck traffic makes up 11% of traffic on the 210 Freeway.  An analysis of the 
SCAG so-called “Missing Link” Study done by the City of La Cañada Flintridge has shown that if the 710 
Freeway is connected to the 210 Freeway, an additional 2,500 trucks per day will pass through this corridor – an 
increase of 25% -- and trucks will make up over 20% of the traffic on the 210 Freeway.   
 
Below you will find a table listing thirty schools from this corridor that lie within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway.  
"Hot spot analysis" for these locations as well as all schools similarly related to all the routes under consideration 
for the proposed 710 tunnel project must be conducted.  These listed locations should be designated as "sensitive 
receptor community sites."  The hot spot analysis should seek peak values for all measurements so as not 
to underestimate the effect on human health.   These studies must sample air quality at hourly intervals 
including PM 0.1, PM2.5, and PM10 throughout the twenty-four hours of given days to yield an 
accurate description of true exposure.  In addition, seasonal studies are required to adequately assess the 
impact of seasonal climatologic conditions.. 
 
The Hot Spot analysis and modeling analysis should include harmful products e.g.,: 

• Particulate matter PM to include all sized particles including ultrafine particles (<100nm) and nano 
particles (<50 nm), carbon black (organic carbon and elemental carbon), and degradation of road products 
and tires and brake linings and diesel catalyst decay products  (including, but not limited to, metal 
particulate emissions, strontium, and a variety of organic compounds) 

• Nitrogen oxides (NOx) and nitrogen dioxide (NO2) 
• Ozone  
• Carbon monoxide (CO) 

 
Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments are necessary at all school sites meeting the same 
criterion of 1,000 feet proximity to the project in all zones under consideration. 
 



In addition to schools named below, identical Hot Spot Analysis, Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk 
Assessments are necessary for: 
 
 Verdugo Hills Hospital  
 1812 Verdugo Blvd. 
 Glendale, CA  91208 
 
Verdugo Hills Hospital is located at the intersection of the 210 and 2 Freeways.  The patients and employees 
would be adversely affected by any project that results in additional traffic—and therefore exhaust -- on the 210 
Freeway.  The same Health Impact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments are necessary at all hospital and 
other health care facilities meeting the same criterion of proximity to the project in all zones under consideration. 

 
Schools Positioned within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway between La Cañada Flintridge and the 

Intersection with the 5 Freeway 
La Canada Elementary School 4540 Encinas Dr., La Cañada, CA 91011 
La Canada High School 4463 Oak Grove Dr.,  La Cañada, CA  91011 
Hillside School & Learning Center 4331 Oak Grove Dr., La Cañada, CA 9101 
Flintridge Preparatory School 4543 Crown Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
St. Francis High School 200 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA 91011 
St. Bede The Venerable 4524 Crown Ave., La Cañada, CA 91011 
Learning Castle 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA 91011 
La Canada Preparatory School 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA 91011 
Crestview Preparatory School 140 Foothill Blvd.,  La Cañada, CA  91011 
Pinewood Academy 4490 Cornishon Ave, La Cañada CA  91011 
Renaissance Academy 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Foothill Progressive Montessori 4526 Indianola Way, La Cañada, CA  91011 
Hogg’s Hollow Preschool 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Child Educational Center 140 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Crescenta-Canada Coop Nursery School 1700 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
La Canada Community Center Preschool 4469 Chevy Chase Dr., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Flintridge Montessori 1739 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
La Canada Preschool 4460 Oakwood Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
St. George’s Preschool 808 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Lighted Window Preschool 1200 Foothill Blvd., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Parents & Children’s Nursery School 4603 Indianola Way, La Cañada, CA  91011 
Foothills School 4490 Cornishon Ave., La Cañada, CA  91011 
Crescenta Valley High School 2900 Community Ave., La Crescenta, CA  91214 
Holy Redeemer Catholic School 2361 Del Mar Rd., Montrose, CA  91020 
La Crescenta Elementary School 4343 La Crescenta Blvd., La Crescenta, CA  91214 
La Crescenta Christian School 3013 Montrose Ave., La Crescenta, CA, 91214 
Lincoln Avenue School 4310 New York Ave., La Crescenta, CA  91214 
Delphi Academy 11341 Brainard Ave, Lake View Terrace, CA, 91342 
Crescenta Valley Adventist School 6245 Honolulu Avenue, La Crescenta  91214 
Crescenta Valley Christian Academy 9100 Tujunga Canyon, Tujunga, CA  91042 
 
 
 



 

 
. 
 

Figure 2a. 
Schools in La Cañada Flintridge (Map courtesy of the City of La Cañada Flintridge).   

Only those within 1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway (within the red lines paralleling the freeway) are included in the table above 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2b. 
      Schools between La Cañada Flintridge and the intersection of the 210 and 5 Freeways that lie within 

1,000 feet of the 210 Freeway (within red lines paralleling the 201 Freeway). 



I look forward to reading the Scoping Report, when issued, and expect to see the issues raised by myself and others 
included.  Ultimately, I hope that Caltrans and Metro will be convinced that there are better, fiscally and environmentally 
responsible methods to improve regional automobile traffic and to move freight from the Ports of Los Angeles and Long 
Beach – methods that would result in a win-win outcome for all involved.  If not, these agencies can expect continue 
opposition from the citizens of the region who understand now, more than ever, the importance of protecting our 
communities from the fallout from irresponsible planning.    
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Janice SooHoo 
Member, No 710 Action Committee 
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From: Joe Potts
806 Meridian Ave.
South Pasadena" CA 91030 USA

To: Ron Kosinski, Deputy District I)irector
Caltrans District 7

100 S Main St
Los Angeles, CA 90012

DEMANDS FOR INCLUSION IN T}IE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORTÆNVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE: SR-710 Environmental lmpact Reporl Scoping Request. I would like to state at the
outset my frm belief that MTA and Caltrans should be completely removed from any
and all planning and discussion of the SR 710 extension as the public can no longer trust
them to act fably and responsibly on their behalf in this matter. Over the course of its 70+
year history this project has been ill conceived and mismanaged. The agencies involved
through their evolution have been constantly engaged in comrption, bullying, conflict of
interest, secrecy, waste of public fi¡nds and misrepresentation. This project and indeed
the totality of Southem California's transportation projects should be turned over to an
agency with a proven track record in utilizing any and "all" means of transportation to
solve traffic congestion and move people and goods through the region in a safe and
efficient manner.

I attended a March 3'd meeting in Alhambra to hear about the environmental impact
review process. The mood there seemed more serious as well. After the briefing, which
provided basic inforrnation about scoping for the CEQA^fEPA process for 'the project,'
a series of attendees asked a variation on the same question: What is the project?

CalTrans and Metro presumably want to and (plan to) drill tunnels between the northem
end of the 710 freeway and the 210 freeway. But they haven't told participants in their
710 conversation process that they want to and (plan to) do this, and would we please
provide input on what environmental impacts to study and what altematives to consider?

What they have now ofFrcially anneunsed, halfivay through the Conversation meeting
series, is that:

"The proposed project, depenrling on the results of a thorough environmental analysis of
all possible transportation improvements, may include, but not be limited to: surface and
subsurface highway/freeway construction, heavy rail and bus/ light rail systems, local
street upgrades, traffic management systems and a no build alternative. There currently is
a gap tn the I-710 corridor, for a distance of approximately 4.5 miles (7.21rrÍ) which



extends between Valley Boulevard to the south and Del Ma¡ to the north. As originally
identified in the April 13, 1998 Record of Decision for the Meridian Variation alignment,
this gap contributes to congestion on local streets and regional freeway system. The
objective of this project is to relieve congestion and improve mobility within the project
aÍea.tt

It still doesn't define the project. The recent notice of intent for environmental review of
another Measure R project, the Gold Line Foothill Extension, wasn't coy in stating that
"The proposed project is an extension of the existing Metro Gold Line light rail transit
line, from Azusa to Montclair."

There's an almost postmodern feel to the SR-710 process. The name "710 Gap Closure
Projecf' features the lacuna rather than a mega-project to fill it. (Streestblog has even
countered with alternative names htþ://la.streetsblog.org20lll02l25lname-the-sr-710-
extension-moves-to-the-hnal-page-but-how-much-will-it-cost) Over decades, the
proposed freeway has retreated into trenches and now into deeply bored tunnels. Public
outreach around these tunnels doesn't mention tunnels. It seems more like something
from Deleuze and Guauari than CalTrans. What happened to the confident modernism of
the freeway-paving 20ù century?

The undefined nature ofthe project left skeptics and supporters at last Thursday's
meeting unsatisfied. A Northeast LA resident wondered why no outreach meetings were
being held in Mt. V/ashington or Glassell Park, site of two of the five possible tunnel
orientations. An elderly Alhambra resident described her frustration over writing letters
for 35 years in support of a freeway extension: "Why can't we start digging yet."

You can't dig a project that doesn't exist yet.

In late 2002, Caltrans, in consultation with the FHV/A, determined that consideration of a
tunnel was appropriate as an alternative to a surface extension along the 710 corridor.
Over the next year, representatives from Caltrans, the Southern California Association of
Governments ("SCAG') and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority ("MTA") met publicly with various city councils along the corridor to present
this alternative concept and to reconìmend further study of a tunnel altemative. In June of
2003, the South Pasadena City Council voted not to oppose "sound research" of a tunnel
alternative. However, this was not to be misconstrued as support for the tunnel. The
ultimate position of the South Pasadena City Council will depend on the integrity of the
research.

Iî2004 the MTA selected ateam of outside consultants, led by the engineering firm
Parsons, Brinkerhoff, Quade & Douglas @B), to conduct a feasibilþ analysis of the
tunnel approach. The limited purpose of the analysis was to: a) determine if a tunnel is
technically, operationally, and financially feasible; b) describe the preliminary potential
physical, environmental, financial, and social impacts to neighboring communities; c)
validate the concept of a deep-bore tunnel; and d) develop a more refined project scope



and cost. After several months of delay, the MTA's Route 710 Tunnel Technical
Feasibility Assessment Report (the "MTA Study") was finally issued in June of 2006.

In response to the MTA Study, and in an effort to dedicate ample time and analysis to its
review, the Mayor and City Council appointed seven South Pasadena residents to a
Special Advisory Committee on the subject. Their report agreed that the MTA Study
showed that a tunnel was technically feasible, but went on to say that the MTA Study did
not provide suffrcient inforrnation upon which to responsibly determine its environmental
and financial feasibility, and that more study was needed.

In March of 2007, Metro and Caltrans initiated plans for another, more extensive
Feasibility Study that also received federal funding through the efforts of Congressman
Adam Schifl with the stipulation that the Study consider all practicable routes. On
November 28,2007, the City Council approved an updated Resolution adding "route-
neutral" to the description of the "sound research" the City would not oppose regarding a

bored tunnel alternative. Caltrans and Metro initiated the SR-710 Tunnel Geotechnical
Study process in July, 2008, and the City is participating with representatives on the
Steering Committee and the Technical Advisory Committee.

In late 2007, SCAG issued its Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). SCAG
removed the 710 surface route from the plan, but included the completion of the 710
Tunnel in the "funded projecf'part of the RTP, rather than the "strategic project" (i.e.,
unftnded) part of the RTP. In its offrcial comments to SCAG, the Cþ requested that
they move the 710 Tunnel into the "strategic projecf'part of the plan, since funding is
not committed, available, nor reasonably available in the nea¡ future.

On June 8, 2008, City staff along with representatives from the cities of Pasadena and La
Canada-Flintridge and Assemblymember Portantino's office appeared at SCAG's
Transportation and Communications Committee meeting to request that they move the
710 tunnel into the "Strategic Project" portion of the RTP. The Committee voted not to
do so, and the Regional Council approved the RTP as it was later that same day.

On March 12,2008, Metro issued its Draft 2008 Long-range Transportation Plan (LRTP)
for Los Angeles County. Metro also included what they termed the 710 "Gap Closure"
Project in its Plan, but only as a potential, unfunded project. In its offrcial comments to
SCAG, the City supported the placement of the SR-710 tunnel in the "strategic
unfunded" part of the plan. At their meeting on June 26,2008, the Metro Board deferred
approval of the LRTP until their November meeting to see if a bill (AB232l) to place a
half-cent LA County sales tax measure (Measure R) on the November ballot to fund
transportation projects would be passed and signed into law.

At their July meeting, the Metro Board approved an ordinance for the proposed sales tax
measure that incorporated an Expenditure Plan that included $780 million in firnding for
the SR-710 tunnel. The City objected to that funding since the SR-710 tunnel did not fit
any of the categories Metro cited for an exemption to the Califomia Environmental



Quality Act (CEQA). Metro did not remove the SR-710 tunnel from the Expenditure
Plan as the City requested, so the City frled a CEQA lawsuit against Metro on August 27.

The Governor signed AB232l on September 25,2008, so "Measure R" was placed on the
November 4th ballot. On October 15, the City Council of South Pasadena passed a

resolution opposing "Measure R', ffi did several other San Gabriel Valley cities and the
San Gabriel Valley Council of Govemments. The voters approved "Measure R" by a
slim margin.

So apparently the goal now is to spend $780,000,000 by any means necessary, while
attempting to keep the taxpayers in the dark.

The term "smog" was coined in 1905 by H.A. Des Vex. It is a combination of the words
"smoke" and "fog".

Smog is produced from pollution from vehicles. It is made up of gas from slightly above
Earth's surface, part of the ozotte, particular matter and exhaust. Particular matter is made
from "small solid and liquid particles" (cbc.ca). Pollut¿nts in the air can be more harmful
to floral than they are to humans. Trees can most definitely be killed by smog and whole
ecosystems are damaged. In Los Angeles more than 50% of tree deaths seem to be a
direct result of smog and its effects. Air pollution has been found to be the indirect cause
of death to some birds. The emitted oxides of sculpture and the heavy metals copper,
zinc, nickel and lead eflects their internal organs, making it more difficult for them to
breed. Researchers have also found that more polluted areas have fewer caterpillars,
which in turn limits their food intake. This decreases the health in birds and compromises
their ability to reproduce, which can possibly lead to their decrease in population.

Smog is air pollution. It is ha:mfül chemicals that are floating around in the air. This can
make animals very sick. It can also have indirect effects on the animals. For example, if
the smog is very thick little sunlight can get through. This stunts the growth of plants or
even kills them. If an animal depends on these plants as food, they may find it harder and
harder to fill their stomachs. They may eventually die from this indirect efÊect. A new
study has found that elevated ozone found in lower layers of the atmosphere could be
another contributing factor to the ongoing decline and disappearance of many populations
of amphibians. The study is published in the latest issue of Environmental Toxicolog,t
and Chemistry. Declines of many amphibian populations over the past two decades have
received significant attention from biologists, in part because arnphibians are viewed as

monitors or sentinels of pollution and other anthropogenic changes to the environment.
Their importance as potential indicators of environmental health is well recognized for
watersheds but is more problematic for air quality.



Ozone (O3) is a common air pollutant in many urban settings. Consequently, in adjacent
wildlife habitats, O¡ levels can frequently exceed federally recommended levels. It is a
highly reactive gas that can be elevated at ground levels by a chemical reaction between
oxides of nitrogen and volatile organic compounds in the presence of sunlight. ln
studying the feeding and escape/exploratory behavior oftoads after acute and chronic
exposure to 03, the researchers concluded that 03 affects many aspects of toad behavior
and physiology in a manner consistent with the extensive literature on humans and other
mammals. The study results indicate that exposure to oxidant air pollution might be a
contributing factor to declines in amphibian populations.

A toxic cockfail of ultra fine particles is lurking inside road tunnels in concentration
levels so high they have the potential to harm drivers and passengers, a new study has
found. "The human health effects of exposure to ultra fine particles produced by fuel
combustion are generally regarded as detrimental," Professor Mohawks said." Effects can
range from minor respiratory problems in healtþ people, to acute myocardial infarction
(heart attack) in people with existing heart complaints.

"What this study aimed to do was identifr the concentration levels found in the tunnel. It
generated a huge body of data on the concentrations and the results show that, at times,
the levels are up to 1000 times higher than in urban ambient conditions," she said. She
said drivers and occupants of new vehicles which had their windows closed were safer
than people traveling in older vehicles.

"People who are driving older vehicles which are inferior in terrns of tightness and also
those riding motorcycles or driving convertibles, these people are exposed to incredibly
high concentrations," she said." 'When 

compared with similar studies reported previously,
the measurements here were among the highest recorded concentrations," she said.

Professor Mohawks said tunnels were becoming an increasingly necessary infrastructure
component in many cities across the world.

"'When governments are building tunnels for urban design reasons, they should also
consider the impact these tunnels are having on the environment and to people's health,"
she said.

"The study highlights why govemments need to consider how they are going to deal with
the air pollution levels inside the tunnel and removal of ultra fine particles in the outside
environment."

The rapid development of road tunnels has given rise to considerable debate about their
Health effects, the need for ventilation stacks, their location and the necessity of filtration
to remove the concentrated vehicle emissions from both inside the tunnel and from the
stack emissions. This debate is separate from and difÊerent to wider planning and
transport issues, and especially the merits of public transport over freeways, and the
effects of freeways on traffic and communities.



As these levels are above the range of exposures and concentrations known to trigger
delayed asthmatic attacks in sensitive individuals, it is suggested that these people, and
drivers in open vehicles and motorcyclists should avoid using tunnels and that motorists
should close car windows before entering the tunnels. In addition it has been suggested
that motorists should be warned by means of signs. In-tunnel air quality studies have
failed to examine the impact of repeated trips through tunnels and of the interaction of
different pollutants, especially that of NO2 and PM2.5. This is a
Major deficiency. Other potentially harmful components of in-tunnel air include volatile
organic compounds (VOC), of which benzene is probably the major contributor of risk,
and poly-aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH). In the tunnel atmosphere many of these volatile
components are captured on the surface of carbon particles (PM2.5), increasing the
toxicity.

Exposure to fine particles, especially the ultra fine particles below PlvI2.5, results in
adverse short term effects such as cough, phlegm, mild to severe irritation of eyes and
upper airways and exacerbation of asthm4 and long term effects such as cancer, heart
disease and premature deaths. Írcreased levels of particulate pollution are directly related
to increases in hospital admissions, region wide. There is no safe threshold for exposure
to particles, especially those associated with diesel engine exhaust.

Another major component of vehicle exhaust and tunnel air is nitrogen dioxide. It is a
strong irritant causing eye and lung irritation and the onset of asthma.
Research has identified a significant impact on sensitive (healtþ allergic asthmatic)
individuals exposed to tunnel air. Experimental subjects were exposed to common tunnel
pollutants as follows:
. NO2 levels of 500pg/m3 for half an hour
. NO2 levels of 500¡rg/m3 for three l5 minute periods over 2 days
In a road tunnel to NO2 levels of 300 Vg/m3 together with PM2.5 levels of l00pg/m3.
(It is not technically feasible to expose people to PM2.5 in the absence of other
pollutants, but nitrogen dioxide is available as a pure gas, able to be used in an exposure
chamber).In each case there was a similar increase in sensitivity to allergen which
occurred some time after the actual exposure. The response to NO2 is not surprising,
considering the known irritant effect of the gas however there are two other conclusions
of significance:
. Short exposure times act cumulatively over periods likely to be experienced by
commuters.
. Nitrogen dioxide and fine particles (PM2.5) act additively.
Based on these observations, it is clear that the levels currently existing in tunnels are
higher than is desirable or safe.

It is frequently suggested that these problems were not experienced in older road tunnels.
The reason for this is both simple and very complex and relates both to changes in
vehicle emissions and tunnel ventilation technology. Until recently, the volumes of air
required for tunnel were determined entirely by the need to dilute carbon monoxide to



safe levels. The other pollutant of major concem was lead from compounds used to
increase the octane rating of gasoline. Until recently, experience had generally shown that
if carbon monoxide was successfully controlled, other pollutants would be kept to safe or
at least acceptable levels. Over the last 20 years there has been a significant change in
vehicle emissions due to the introduction of unleaded petrol and catalytic converters:
. Lead levels have been reduced to negligible levels
. Carbon monoxide levels have been reduced by about 85% in light petrol engines.
. Sculpture dioxide levels have dropped due to the use of low sculpture fuels
. Nitrogen dioxide levels have tended to increase due to the introduction of more efficient
Engines.
Requirements for the reduction of PM10 emissions from diesel engines have led to a
Progressive reduction in particulate matter however this has had an unforeseen adverse
impact on the harm caused by particulate emissions. Although PMl0 levels have been
reduced by up to 60Yo (by weight), the number of fine and ultra fine particles has

significantly increased, thus making diesel exhaust more harmful than it previously was
because it can now penetrate more deeply into the lungs. A very large proportion of
particles in tunnel air are less than 1 micron in diameter. Diesel exhaust is now known to
be a cause oflung and other cancer.
The guidelines put out by the international road tunneling association clearly state
That as a result of these changes carbon monoxide is no longer a suitable 'marker' for
tunnel air qualþ. As a proportion of tunnel air related to carbon monoxide, the harmful
components nitrogen dioxide and PM2.5 have increased by a factor of at least 3.

Technology to remove fine particles is now highly developed with manufacturers having
achieved efficiencies of removal of fine particles of between 80 and 95%withatr
Flow velocities in excess of 10m/s but this has not been proven in actual installations. A
number of manufacturers also offer nitrogen dioxide removal systems but only one, has

been actually installed in a tunnel.
The NO2 removal systems are also claimed to remove a significant proportion of volatile
organic
Compounds. All NO2 removal systems require the installation of electrostatic
precipitator filtration equipment to remove particles form the air before it enters the gas

removal system the main problem comes from the factthat it not feasible to increase air
Flows within the tunnel to increase dilution of the pollutants as this would lead to
dangerously high air flow speeds at the centre of the tunnel. Emission of pollutants from
the portals is prohibited by except during emergencies.

.Road tunnels can be designed which do not need stacks, tunnels up are often
Ventilated through their portals at ground level. Except in unusual circumstances, large
tunnels constructed in existing urban areas will require some sort of structure to disperse
exhaust gases since there is no technology currently available to remove carbon
monoxide. The size and nature of these dispersal structures is determined almost entirely
by particulate matter. An impact of 5 - l}¡tg/m3 of PMl0 for I hour from a tunnel would
be
Unacceptable, however this represents a 200 fold dilution of the stack emissions. Such
impacts are predicted to occur around the M5E stack. A similar dilution of carbon



monoxide, even if present in the stack exhaust at the maximum allowable concentration
of 87ppm would represent a ground level concentration of 0.4ppm, negligible in impact
when compared to the recommended I hour WHO exposure level of 25ppm. The
structures required for the dispersal of the carbon monoxide alone contained in the tunnel
exhaust can be much simpler and smaller than those required for particulate matter and
nitrogen dioxide. They would be closer in size to those used to ventilate city car parks
and their actual size is more likely to be determined by the need to safely disperse fumes
in the case of fire than by any other consideration.

Environmental health researchers from UCLA, the University of Southem Californiaand
the Califomia Air Resources Board have found that during the hours before suffise,
freeway air pollution extends much further than previously thought.

Air pollutants from Interstate 10 in Santa Monica extend as far as 2,500 meters - more
than 1.5 miles - downwind, based on recent measurements from a research team headed
by Dr. Arthur Winner, a professor of environmental health sciences at the UCLA School
of Public Health. This distance is 10 times greater than previously measured daytime
pollutant impacts from roadways and has significant exposure implications, since most
people are in their homes during the hours before sunrise and outdoor pollutants penetrate
into indoor environments.

A second striking frnding of the study was that although traffic volumes are lower in the
pre-sunrise hours, the air pollution concentrations measured by the team were higher than
even those during daytime traffic congestion peaks. Concentrations are higher before
sunrise even though emissions are lower because of the unique weather conditions. In the
pre-sunrise hours, wind speeds are generally very low, and while the wind direction is
somewhat variable, the predominant direction is from the northeast in the winter months
and the northwest in the surnmer months.

This means that areas south of Interstate 10 are generally downwind in the pre-sunrise
hours and areas north of the freeway are generally upwind; this is consistent with the
observation that vehicle-related pollutants are found much further from the freeway on
the south side in the pre-sunrise hours, compared with the north side.

"Our research shows that under the low wind speeds and shallow temperature inversions
during the early moming, before sunrise, air pollution from freeways is trapped near the
surface, limiting dilution and creatingazoîe of influence many times greater than during
the day," said Dr. Suzanne Paulson, a professor in the UCLA Department of Atmospheric
and Oceanic Sciences and a co-principal investigator of the study. "These meteorological
conditions are very cofirmon in the hours before sunrise." In comparing the winter and
srunmer early mornings, researchers found much higher levels of air pollution in the
winter." This is because the sun rises later in the winter, so the early morning period
captures more of the early morning rush hour," Paulsen said." Our findings confirm
previous work showing peak levels of ultra fine particles (JFP) immediately adjacent to
the freeway, but we found high concentrations persisted for up to 1.5 miles downwind of
the freeway during ttre pre-sunrise hours," said Dr. Scott Fruit of the USC Keck School of
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Medicine. "Elevated UFP concentrations also extended up to 600 meters upwind of the
freeway, another strong difÊerence from daytime observations, which typically show little
or no vehicle-related pollution directly upwind from freeways."

In the present study, other pollutants, including nitric oxide and particle-bound polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons, also extended far from the freeway during the pre-sunrise hours.
Other members of the research team included Dr. Kathleen Konawa and Steve Mara of
the California Air Resources Board, which sponsored the study.

"The study raises more questions about the significant health outcomes caused or
exacerbated by freeway traffic," Winner said. Numerous epidemiologic studies have
already shown that trafFrc-related pollution is linked to increased risk of asthm4
respiratory illness, cardiovascular disease and premature morûality. The researchers
recommend that residents living near freeways should consider keeping their windows
closed at night and minimize outdoor exercise near major roadways in the hours before
sunrise.The ozone molecule consists of three oxygen atoms that are bound together
(diatomic oxygen, or O3). Unlike the form of oxygen that is a major constituent of air
(diatomic oxygen, or O2); ozone is a powerful oxidizing agent. Ozone reacts with some
gases, such as nitric oxide or NO, and with some surfaces, such as dust particles, leaves,
and biological membranes. These reactions can damage living cells, such as those present
in the linings of the human lungs. Exposure has been associated with several adverse
health effects, such as aggravation of asthma and decreased lung function.

Ozone was first observed in the Los Angeles area in the 1940s. The ozone that the ARB
regulates as an air pollutant is mainly produced close to ground (troposphere ozone),
where people live, exercise, and breathe. A layer of ozone high up in the atmosphere,
called stratospheric ozone, reduces the amount of ultraviolet light entering the earth's
atmosphere. V/ithout the protection of the stratospheric ozone layer, plant and animal life
would be seriously harmed. In this document, 'ozone'refers to troposphere ozone unless
otherwise specified.

Most of the ozone in Califomia's air results from reactions between substamces emitted
from vehicles, industrial plants, consumer products, and vegetation. These reactions
involve volatile organic compounds (Voss, which the ARB also refers to as reactive
organic gases or ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (Knox) in the presence of sunlight. As a
photochemical pollutant, ozone is formed only during daylight hours under appropriate
conditions, but is destroyed throughout the day and night. Therefore, ozone
concentrations vary depending upon both the time of day and the location. Ozone
concentrations are higher on hot, sunny, calm days. Lr metropolitan areas of California"
ozone concentrations frequentþ exceed regulatory standards during the summer.

From the 1950s into the 1970s, California had the highest ozone concentrations in the
world, with hourly average concentrations in Los Angeles peaking over 0.5 pip and
frequent "smog alerts". In the early 1970s, the ARB initiated emission control strategies
that provided for concurrent and continuing reductions of both Knox and VOC from
mobile sorrces and, in conjunction with the local air districts, stationary and area sources.
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nitrogen cycle is neither to generate nor destroy ozone molecules. Therefore, for ozone to
accumulate according to the photo stationary-state equation, an additional pathway is
needed to convertNO to NO2; one that will not destroy ozone. The photochemical
oxidation of Voss, such as hydrocarbons and baldheads, provides that pathway.

Hydrocarbons and other Voss are oxidized in the atmosphere by a series of reactions to
form carbon monoxide (CO), carbon dioxide (CO2) and water (H2O). Intermediate steps
in this overall oxidation process typically involve cyclic stages driven by hydroxyl radical
(OH) attack on the parent hydrocarbon, on partially oxidized intermediate compounds,
and on other Voss. The Hydroxyl radical is ever-present in the ambient air; it is formed
by photolysis from ozone in the presence of water vapor, and also from nitrous acid,
hydrogen peroxide, and other sources. In the sequence shown below, R can be hydrogen
or virtually any organic fragment. The oxidation process usually starts with reaction 4,
from OH attack on a hvdrocarbon or other VOC:

RH+OHaFI2O+R (4)

This is followed by reaction with oxygen in the air to generate the proxy radical (RO2).

R+02+MaRO2+M (5)

The key reaction in the VOC oxidation cycle is the conversion of NO to NO2. This takes
place through the fast radical transfer reaction with NO.

RO2+NOaNO2+RO (6)

R can also be generated by photolysis, which usually involves only Voss with molecules
containing the carbonyl (C:O) bond. The simplest VOC molecule *¡¿l ssnfains the
carbonyl bond is formaldehyde (HCHO). Because formaldehyde enters into several types
of reactions of imFortance for understanding ozone fomration and removal, we will use it
to help illustrate these reactions. The oxidation cycle for formaldehyde can be written in
the following sequence of reactions.

OH + HCHO aH2O + HCO (7)

HCO + 02 aHO2 + CO (8)

HO2+ NO aNO2 + OH (9)

Hydroperoxyl radical (HO2) is generated by reaction 8, and the hydroxyl radical
(consumed in reaction 7) retums in reaction 9 to complete the cycle. In addition, reaction
9 produces the NO2 required for ozone formation, as described above. Also, the carbon
monoxide (CO) generated by reaction 8 can react like an organic molecule to yield
another hydroperoxyl radical.

12

oH+coàH+co2 (10)



H+02+MàHO2+M (1 1)

Another component that formaldehyde provides for smog formation is a source of
hydrogen radicals.

HCHO+hnàH+HCO (12)

The hydrogen atom (H) and formyl radical (HCO) produced by this photolysis reaction
yield two hydroperoxyl radicals via reaction with oxygen, as shown in reactions 8 and 11.

The reactions above comprise the simplest VOC oxidation cycle. Actually, hundreds of
VOC species participate in thousands of similar reactions.

Another reaction is central to a basic understanding of ozone formation: the NO2 plus
radical sink reaction that forms nitric acid.

NO2+OH+MàHNO3+M (13)

The previous discussion can be used to explain the typical pattern of ozone
concentrations found in the urban atmosphere. Nitric oxide concentrations are relatively
high in the early moming because the free radicals needed to convert the NOx emissions
(which are primarily NO) to NO2 are not yet present in sufficient quantities. After
suntise, photolysis of formaldehyde (reaction 12) and other compounds starts the VOC
oxidation cycle for the hundreds of organic gases present in the atmosphere. Subsequent
NO to NO2 conversion by the peroxy radical (reaction 6) results in NO2 becoming the
dominant NOx species. When the NO2 to NO ratio becomes large enough, ozone builds
up. In the South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles area), the highest ozone concentrations are
observed in the San Bemardino Mountains, ffiffiy miles downwind from the highest
concentration of emission sources (freeways, power generating facilities, and oil
refineries along the coast), because the reactions involving the organic gases are
relatively slow. Meanwhile, NO2 concentrations decrease via the sink reaction 13.

Winds disperse and dilute both NOx and ozone. During the day, NOx is also diluted by
the diurnal rising of the inversion layer, allowing for more mixing (see section 1.4 for
further discussion). For ozone, however, the deepening mixing layer may cause its
concentration to decrease on some days and increase on others. Although increased
mixing almost always dilutes NOx, the effect of increased mixing on ozone
concentrations depends upon whether higher concentrations of ozone are present aloft.
Ozone that is trapped above the inversion layer overnight is available to increase the
concentrations of ozone generated by the following day's emissions.

During the night, NO and ozorLe combine to form NO2 and oxygen via reaction 3 until
either the NO or ozone is consumed. Nitrous acid or HONO is also present at night in
polluted ambient air in California. Nitrous acid is produced fromNO2 and water, and is
also emitted from various combustion sources. Its levels are low during the day because
sunlight breaks it down rapidly. At sunrise, sunlight causes gas-phase HONO to react
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rapidly to provide NO and OH, two key reactants in the formation of ozone. In this way,
they help initiate ozone formation in the morning by being available to react \¡rith VOCs
as soon as their emissions increase due to an increase in human activity.

Nitric acid (HNO3) was once thought to be a permanent sink for NOx and for radicals.
However, nitric acid on surfaces may react with NO to regenerate NO2, which would
increase the ozone-forming potential of NOx emissions.

Although VOCs are necessary to generate high concentrations of ozone, NOx emissions
can be the determining factor in the peak ozone concentrations observed in many
locations (Chameides,l992;National Research Council, 1991). VOCs are emitted from
both natural and anthropogenic sources. Statewide, natural VOC sources dominate,
primarily from vegetation. However, in urban and suburban areas, anthropogenic VOC
emissions dominate and, in conjunction with anthropogenic NOx emissions, lead to the
peak concentrations of ozone observed in urban areas and areas downwind of major
urban are¿ìs.

The relative balance of VOCs and NOx at a particular location helps to determine
whether the NOx behaves as a net ozone generator or a net ozone inhibitor. When the
VOC/NOx ratio in the ambient air is low (NOx is plentiful relative to VOC), NOx tends
to inhibit ozone formation. In such cases, the amount of VOCs tends to limit the amount
of ozone formed, and the ozone formation is called "VOC-limited". When the VOC/NOx
ratio is high (VOC is plentiful relative to NOx), NOx tends to generate ozone. In such
cases, the amount of NOx tends to limit the amount of ozone formed, and ozone
formation is called "NOx -limils¿". The VOC/ NOx ratio can differ substantially by
location and time-of-day within a geographic area. Furthermore, the VOC/ NOx ratio
measured near the ground might not represent the ratio that prevails in the air above the
ground where most of the tropospheric ozone is generated.

Photochemical reactivity, or reactivity, is a term used in the context of air quality
management to describe a VOC's ability to react þarticipate in photochemical reactions)
to form ozone in the atmosphere. Different VOCs react atdifferent rates. The more
reactive a VOC, the greater potential it has to form ozone. Examples of the more reactive
VOCs in California's atmosphere include propene, m-xyhene, ethene, and formaldehyde.
The ARB has helped to pioneer an approach to ozone control that considers the reactivity
of each VOC constituent. In Califomia's urban areas, ozone formation tends to be limited
by the availability of VOCs. Therefore, the reactivity-based regulatory approach has been
applied in conjunction with reduction of NOx emissions. Reactivity-based regulations
promote the control of those VOCs that form ozorLe most effectively, thereby guiding the
affected industries (such as manufacturers of motor vehicle and consumer product
formulators that use solvents) to choose the most cost-effective processes and designs to
reduce VOC emissions. Further information is available from the ARB website,
http : //www. arb. ca. gov/research/reactivitv/reactivitvresearch.htm.

Contributions to background ground-level ozone concentrations include downward
mixing of ozone from the stratosphere, and ozone formation due to photochemical
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Vegetation can reduce ozone concentrations by providing cooling and by removing
pollutants. The shade provided by trees lowers ozone concentrations in several ways. It
reduces the pollutant emissions from many sources (such as less evaporation of fuel from
cooler parked vehicles). By cooling homes and offices, tree shade lowers emissions
associated with electricity generation because less power is needed for air conditioning.
In addition, cooling reduces the speed of chemical reactions in ambient air that lead to the
formation of ozone.

Vegetation can also enhance the removal of ozone through deposition on plant surfaces.
The surfaces of leaves and pine needles allow for deposition of ozone and NO2. Several
different factors affect pollutant removal, such as how long a parcel of air is in contact
with the leaf, and the total leaf area available for deposition. Also, rain tends to reduce
ambient ozone concentrations by washing out atmospheric gases as well as gases

deposited on leaves and needles.
Other processes involving vegetation can lead to higher concentrations of ozone. For
example, trees and other types of vegetation emit biogenic VOCs, such as isoprene,
pinenes, and terpenoid compounds. These biogenic VOCs can react with NOx emitted
from sources such as cars and power plants to form ozone. Many biogenic VOCs are
highly reactive (i.e., especially efficient in reacting to form ozone); some VOCs are even
more efficient in forming ozone than those emitted from cars and power plants. In
addition, VOCs can be emitted from decomposing leaves.

ln the troposphere, the air is usually warrnest near the ground. Warm air has a tendency to
rise and cold air to sink, causing the air to mix, which disperses ground-level pollutants.
However, if cooler air gets layered beneath warm air, no mixing occurs -- the air is stable
or stagnant. The region in which temperature is so inverted is called an inversion layer.
One type of inversion occurs frequently several thousand feet above the ground and
limits the vertical dispersion of pollutants during the daytime. Another type of inversion
occurs on most evenings very near the ground and limits the vertical dispersion of
pollutants to a few hundred feet during the night. Pollutants released within an inversion
tend to get trapped there. When the top of the daytime inversion is especially low [in
elevation], people can be exposed to high ozoîe concentrations. Mountain chains, such as

those downwind of California's coastal cities and the Central Valley, help to trap air and
enhance the air quality impact of inversions. Cooler air draining into the state's valleys
and 'air basins' also enhances inversion formation.

The direction and strength of the wind also affect ozone concentrations. Based on
worldwide climate patterns, western coasts at California's latitude tend to have high-
pressure areas over them, especially in summer. By preventing the formation of storms,
and by promoting the sinking of very waÍn air, these high-pressure areas are associated
with light winds and temperature inversions, both of which limit dispersion of pollutants.

Because tropospheric ozone forrns as a result of reactions involving other pollutants, the
highest concentrations tend to occur in the aftemoon. The photochemical reactions that
create ozone generally require a few hours (see section 1.1) after the emissions of
substantial VOC emissions, and are most efflective when sunlight is intense and air
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temperatures are warrn. Ozone concentrations in Califomia are usually highest in the
suÍrmer. The prevailing daytime winds in summer a¡e on-shore, bringing relatively clean
air from over the ocean to the immediate coastal areas, but carrying emissions of ozone
precursors firrther inland. S/ith the climatically favored clear skies and temperature
inversions that limit the vertical dispersion of pollutants, these emissions are converted
into ozone, with the highest concentrations tending to occur at distances a few tens of
miles downwind of urban centers (ARB 2002).

During the periods of the year when the sunlight is most intense, much of Califomia
experiences a high frequency of inversions, relatively low inversion heights, and low
wind and rainfall. As a result, no other State has more days per year with such a high

Ambient ozone concentrations can vary from non-detectable near combustion sources,
where nitric oxide (NO) is emitted into the air, to several hundreds parts per billion (ppb)
of air in areas downwind of VOC and NOx emissions. In continental areas far removed
from direct anthropogenic effects, ozone concentrations are generally 20 - 40 ppb. In
rural areas downwind of urban centers, ozone concentrations are higher, typically 50 - 80
ppb, but occasionally 100 - 200 ppb. In urban and suburban areas, ozoîe concentrations
can be high (well over 100 ppb), but peak for at most a few hours before deposition and
reaction with NO emissions cause ozorle concentrations to decline (Finlayson- Pitts and
Pitts 2000, Seinfeld and Pandis 1998, Chameides et al. 1992, Smith et aI. 1997).
Ozone concentrations vary in complex ways due to its photochemical forrnation, its rapid
destruction by NO, and the effects of differing VOC/ NOx ratios in air. A high ratio of
NOx emissions to VOC emissions usually causes peak ozone concentrations to be higher
and minimum concentrations to be lower, compared to background conditions. Peak
ozone concentrations are usually highest downwind from urban centers. Light winds
caÍry ozone from wban centers, and photochemical reactions create ozone from urban
emissions of VOC and NOx. Also, away from sources of NOx emissions, less NO is
available to destroy ozone. Due to the time needed for transport, these peak ozone
concentrations in downwind areas tend to occur later in the day compared to peak ozone
concentrations in urban areas.

Due to the lack of ozone-destroying NO, ozone in rural areas tends to persist at night,
rather than declining to the low concentrations (<30 ppb) typical in urban areas and areas
downwind of major urban areas, that have plenty of fresh NO emissions. Ratios of peak
ozone to average ozone concentrations are typically highest in urban areas and lowest in
remote areas (ARB 2002). V/ithin the ground-based inversions that usually persist
through the night, ozone concentrations can be very low. In urban areas, emissions of NO
near the ground commonly reduce ozone below 30 ppb. In rural areas, however, NO
emissions are less prevalent and nighttime ozone may persist well above 30 ppb.

Ambient ozone concentrations tend to vary temporally in phase with human activity
patterns, magniffing the resulting adverse health and welfare effects. Ambient ozotte
concentrations increase during the day when formation rates exceed destruction rates, and
decline at night when formation processes are inactive. This diurnal variation in ozone
depends on location, with the peaks being very high for relatively brief periods of time
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(an hour or two duration) in urban areas, and being low with relatively little diumal
variation in remote regions. In urban areas, peak ozone concentrations typically occur in
the early afternoon, shortly after solar noon when the sun's rays are most intense, but
persist into the later afternoon, particularly where transport is involved. Thus, the peak

urban ozoîe period of thc day can correspond with the time of day when people,
especially children, tend to be active outdoors.

ln addition to varying during the day, ozoîe concentrations vary during the week. In the
1960s, the highest ozone concentrations at many urban monitoring sites tended to occur
on Thursdays. This pattern was believed to be due to the carryover of ozone and ozone
precursors from one day to the next, resulting in an accumulation of ozone during the
workweek. In the 1980s, the highest ozone concentrations at many sites tended to occur
on Saturdays and the "ozorte weekend effecf'became a topic of discussion. Since then,
the weekend effect has become prevalent at more urban monitoring locations and the
peak ozone day of the week has shifted to Sunday. Although ozoîe concentrations have
declined on all days of the week in response to emission controls, they have declined
faster on weekdays than on weekends. Thus, the peak ozorre period of the week now
tends to coincide with the weekend, when more people tend to be outdoors and active
than during the week.

The causes of the ozone weekend effect and its implications regarding ozone control
strategies have not yet been resolved. Almost all of the available data represent
conditions at ground level, where the destruction of ozone by fresh emissions of NO is a
major factor controlling ozone concentration. However, most ozone is formed aloft, and
the air quahty models used to analyze ozone formation have not demonstrated the ability
to represent the ozone-forming system aloft with sufficient realism. In addition, several
potentially significant photochemical processes are yet to be fully incorporated in
simulation models. These deficiencies leave unresolved this fundamental question: does
the ozone weekend effect occur because more ozone is formed (aloft) on weekend,
because more ozone is destroyed (at the surface) on weekdays, or because ozone
formation is more efficient on weekends? .

Ozone concentrations also vary seasonally. Ozone concentrations tend to be highest
during the summer and early fall months. In areas where the coastal marine layer (cool,
moist aÐ is prevalent during suÍrmer, the peak ozorte season tends to be in the early fall.
Additionally, as air pollution controls have reduced the emissions of ozone precursors
and the reactivity of VOCs, ozone concentrations have declined faster during times of the
year when temperatures and the amount of sunlight are less than during the summer.
Thus, the peak ozone season corresponds with the period of the year when people tend to
be most active outdoors.

Ultrafine-particle levels within 50 yards of a freeway can be as much as 10 times normal.
His studies show that exposure to these particles worsens such lung aihnents as asthma
and accelerates the development of atherosclerosis.
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Delfino, epidemiology associate professor, oversees a $3 million National Institutes of
Health effort tracking elderly individuals with heart disease to see how daily exposure to
traffic-related ultrafine particles affects their condition. His research team has linked
these pollutants to significant increases in cardiovascular inflammation, blood-clotting
platelets and blood pressure, especially after physical activity.

When considering the effect of road tunnels on the air qualrty outside the tunnel, it is
helptul to
think in terms of the following three zones:
. Portal vicinity-withtn 100-200 m of the tunnel portals. Concentrations at the exit
portals can
approach the maximum values found within the tunnels. Within the first few metres,
however,
they fall rapidly. Monitoring data have shown that within 100 m they have fallen almost
to
background levels. The affected population is thus small. An indicative value for a
population
density of 3000 krr'-2 would be around 100, and the densþ is likely to be lower near a
major
road tunnel portal. In many cases, the resident population will be zero.
. Local area-títthinup to -1 km of tunnel portals and/or ventilation stacks. The
potentially
affected resident population could be 1000s or 10 000s. However, the increase in
concentrations (beyond the portal vicinity zone mentioned above) will generally be either
small, zero oÍ negative.
. Wider area-the area affected by the redistribution of traffic flow associated with the
opening
ofa road tunnel.

Tunnel openings are a key focus of any tunnel air-qualþ assessment. It is at the portals
and
stacks that the pollutants, which have been released inside the tunnel and have
accumulated
rather than been dispersed as in the case of open roads, are finally released into the
ambient
environment at high concentrations. From the point of view of the local neighbourhood, it
is
at the tunnel openings that the air-quality impact of the tunnel is most keenly felt. This is
the
zone within which the road tunnel will inevitably worsen local air qualrty in comparison
to an
equivalent road without a tunnel.
Air-quality assessment of the impact of the openings tends to occur in the tunnel planning
process, and is often required for planning approval. In this case, the assessment is
necessarily
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a modelling exercise. In a few cases, monitoring has taken place after tunnel opening to
check
the eflect of the tunnel on ambient air quality near the openings, to check the validity of
the
modelling results, and to further inform model development.
A simpler tunnel ventilation system involves the venting of contaminated air at the exit
portals.
If it is considered that the impact on the local environment is too high, the tunnel air can

be
vented elsewhere, at a ventilation station and possibly via a tall stack. In some cases, this
stack
is some distance from the tunnel so that funnel air may be vented into the atmosphere in a
nonresidential location. Variable control of the ventilation system can change the
distribution of air
vented through the portals and through alternative openings. One of the great advantages
ofroad
tunnels is the opportunity to deliberately site portals (or stacks) away from sensitive
receptors so

that road transport emissions may be removed from dense residential are¿rs, improving
local air
quality.

Pollutant concentrations are not necessarily worse in the vicinity of tunnel portals than
they were
before the tunnel was opened. This may be the case if the pretunnel site of the portals was
a

major road junction with congestion and queuing traffic. This illustrates how each tunnel
must be
assessed on its own merits, and environmental assessments should consider the induced
changes
on traffic flow in general as well as emissions from within the tunnel.
coinciding with minimum dispersion due to lower wind speeds, with the plume directed
ina
different direction than the annual prevailing wind.
This effect of the moming 'footprint' being diflerent from that at other times in the day is
compounded by the diurnal and seasonal variations in the vertical ventilation of the urban
canopy. Studies have shown that vertical dispersion of substances emitted at the surface
is
reduced in the morning due to the reduction in vertical motion and turbulence associated
with
noctumal cooling of the surface. In many parts of the world, nocturnal inversions (ie
when
the atmosphere becomes thermally stratified, effectively putting a'lid' on the surface
layer of
the atmosphere) are coÍrmon. Although this is partly offset in urban areas by the release
of
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anthropogenic and stored heat from the surface through the night, surface concentrations
still
remain raised relative to emissions. Even in the absence of inversions, direct
measurements have
shown that ventilation of the urban canopy is inhibited at night (eg Dorsey et aI2002,
Longley
and Gallagher2006).

Destruction of inversions and an increase in the rate and depth of vertical dispersion
begins once
heating begins, from both anthropogenic sources and solar radiation. The impact on
morning
concentrations of traffic-related pollutants depends not only on the strength of any
inversion, the
size of the anthropogenic pollutant and heat emission, and the strength of solar radiation,
but
also the relative timing of sunrise and emission peak. In general, monring concentrations
will be
higher if the emission peak occurs before sunrise. The maximum solar insolation in
surnmer varies
little with latitude, but varies substantially in winter due to shorter daylight periods and

smaller
solar zenith angles. Similarly, the seasonal variation in the number of daylight hours
increases
with latitude. Thus, cities at higher latitudes may be expected to have a gteater seasonal

variation
in urban concentrations of traffrc-related pollutants. Peaks in particle concentration
caused by
poor turbulent ventilation during emission peaks will have greater significance in a high
latitude
city in winter when heating and traffrc emissions are high, but solar flux is low, sunrise is
late and
sunset is early. Such conditions also favor the nucleation of ult¡a fine particles-

V/ithin the road tunnel we caû reasonably assume that the emissions come solely
Or largely from within that tunnel, as discussed earlier. However, outside the tunnel this
is not
Any assessment therefore needs to clearly articulate whether it is the impact of the
Tunnel itself that is being assessed, or the traffic within it. In this context a road tunnel
should
Be considered as a road along which all the normally evenly distributed emissions have
been
Collected and emitted at a few points. Thus, from an air quality point of view the tunnel
acts
To redistribute the emissions and hence the local impacts. When asking the question,
''What
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Effect does tunnel X have on its neighborhood?' we must be very clear about whether we
are

Comparing with the same road and traffic in a tunnel or distributed over the local road
network.
Most new road projects not only redistribute traffrc but can allract extra traffrc to an area.

This is especially important as drivers avoiding the tunnel once tolls are imposed, lead to
greater congestion on surface roads near tunnel entrances. Regardless of such behavior,
traffic in these areas is predicted to change as a direct result of the tunnel opening. So the
question arises: do emissions
From surface roads, such as tunnel access ranìps and interchanges, constitute part ofthe
tunnel's
Air quality impact? Therefore, should the contribution of local tunnel-influenced surface
roads count
As part of background level or part of tunnel emissions?

However, strong solar heating leading to thermal instabilþ in the atmospheric boundary
layer can
Lead to the formation of large turbulent eddies. Such eddies can momentarily and
intermittently
Advect a relatively undiluted plume rapidly drawn down to the surface in a process
known as

'Looping'. The effect is highly intermittent and likely to affect only a much localized
area. The
Effect is also only likely to last for a short period of time (minutes to a few hours), and
would
Be experienced at the surface as a brief period of polluted air followed by a period of
unusually
Clean air. Consensus is lacking as to whether such brief impacts are significant and
should be
Considered in an impact assessment. This highly localized effect is likely to escape
monitoring,
Except in the case of a 'lucþ' strike, but most 'air shed' scale atmospheric dispersion
modeling
Tools are also not designed to predict such processes, other than the average effect over a

Period of at least an hour. The actual location and magnitude of the peak effects are
inherently
Very unpredictable for modeling. Alternative modeling approaches that is more
appropriate
May be available, but no examples were found in the literature of such models being
applied
To tunnels.

The advantages of tall stacks are also somewhat diminished if sited on valley floors. The
trapping
Of pollutants emitted in valleys has been known for over a century. Causes for pollutant
trapping
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lnclude sheltering from the wind, inversions capping the valley, katabolic flow down
valley
Sides and interactions between these processes. For achieving the full benefits of stack
venting
Compared to portal emissions in populated areas, especially if sensitive receptors are
located
Above the valley or on valley slopes.
Concem about the potential for adverse health effects from air pollution, especially
combustion
Pollutants, is not new and has led to a wide variety of epidemiological and toxicological
research
Directed at understanding the nature of these effects, the dose-response relationships and
the
Consequences of combined exposures.

Air pollution is positively associated with death from lung c¿mcer and cardiopuLnonary
disease but not with death from all other causes. Mortality is most strongly associated
with fine particulates, including sulfates (Dockery et al 1993). A re-analysis confrmed
the26Yo increase in all-cause mortality. A small-area spatial study in Los Angeles found
an indicator for traffic emission exposure was associated more strongly with ischemic
heart disease than with cardiopulmonary or all-cause mortality. Effects for ischemic heart
disease are possibly relevant to short-term effects from tunnels.
The overall association between urban air pollution and respiratory morbidþ has also
been
Investigated, including exacerbation of asthm4 allergy and respiratory infections in both
adults and
In general, literature has confirmed adverse efÊects, including the biologiç¿l mssþanisms
through which PM is able to exert toxic effects. For children, although air pollution has
long been thought to exacerbate minor acute illnesses, recent studies have suggested that
air pollution, particularly trafFrc-related pollution, is associated with infant mortality and
the development of asthma and atop.
Effects on cardiovascular disease from urban air pollution have been reported. For
clinically manifest coronary heart disease, particularly strong adverse eflects were seen
for residential proximity to a tunnel and age under 60 years or for people who had never
smoked. Nonfat¿l myocardial infarction has been associated with motor vehicle,
motorcycle, bicycle or bus travel in the preceding one hour, giving an odds ratio of 2.73,
95%Cl2.06to 3. A study found nonfatal myocardial infarction associated both with
residential proximity to main roads and cumulative traffrc within 100 m of residence
plausible biological mechanisms for associations between cardiovascular disease and air
pollution has been observed.

There is evidence that ambient air pollution (mainly traffic related) contributes to
incidence of asthma in children. PM and 03 contribute to exacerbations and increased
rates
Of hospitalization for asthma. A link between air pollution, and impaired lung function
and lung development in children and adolescents has been demonstrated in a range of
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longitudinal studies and locations. Impaired lung function in later life has been described
as a major mortalþ risk the presence of heavy vehicles is a likely risk characteristic of
tunnels. The risks to children from exposure to busy roads is to be avoided wherever
possible, with consequences to lifetime lung function and healtþ survivorship if there is
impairment of lung development while young.
Eflects of air pollution on fetal development including overall growth (birth weight) and
preterm birth as well as causation of asthma with traff,rc exposure have been shown... The
possibility of adverse effects on lung development in uteri associated with matemal
exposure to pollutants has been found. Epidemiological studies have shown an
association between infant respiratory morbidþ and exposure to pollutants after birth.
Childhood development of cancer may be affected by traffrc emissions increased cancer
risk was found among offspring of mothers living in high traffrc-density areas.

Studies of both hospitalizations and mortality studies for relevant ruban air pollution
effects have
Found the contribution of air pollution to adverse health status presented by traffrc
emissions. However, none presents a quantitative basis for evaluation of effects for tunnel
users. This is because the tunnel exposures are short and intense, whereas the models
used to quantiff health effects for ambient urban pollution use information from daily or
longer exposure periods. They also do not clariff whether residence rLear atunnel confers
additional risk compared to urban residence elsewhere.
Studies have estimated burdens of hospitaluation associated with air pollution and
likewise estimate of mortality. No studies have been identified that address disability-
adjusted life years in the context ofroad tunnel associated effects.

Exposure to road funnel air results in a lower airway inflammatory response, wittr
Cell migration within the lower airways together with signs of an initiated signal
transduction in
The bronchial epithelium. Another important aspect of risk for people living near tunnels
is the qualþ of the air in the indoor environment, aÍt airea of great uncertainty. However,
it is reasonable to assume that external air pollution concentrations are a reasonable
estimate of indoor exposures. It is vital to
Establish what the localizedpattem of air qualrty actually is in residential areas near
tunnels.

Quality of life among people living near tunnels has been found to be lower than the
norrn. Residents were experience health problems ûom portal emissions. Air pollution
(measured by residence vicinity to freeway tunnels) impairs lung development of
children. Reduced lung function development in childhood is translates into lung function
deficit throughout life. Reduced lung function later in life has been described as second
only to the exposure to tobacco smoke as a risk factor for death.

The results of studies indicate that current levels of air pollution have chronic, adverse
effects
On lung development in children from age 10 to 18 years, leading to clinically significant
deficits
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In attained FEVI (the forced expiratory volume in the first second) as children reach
adulthood.
A linear concentration-response relationship was observed between the proportions of
children
Under 18 years of age with an FEVI of < 80% of predicted and long-term exposure to
PM2.5.
This exposure \À/as determined through monitoring in each of the 12 communities from
which
The cohort was recruited. This is highly relevant to communities living near tunnels and
stacks if
These produce deterioration of the quality of the urban air compared to general levels of
current
Air pollution. Associations for the ef[ect were seen with NO2 and PM2.5, both of which
Are components of tunnel emissions?

Residence within 100 yards of a major road was associated with an increased risk of
lifetime asthma. These are important findings if transferable as a risk to children with
residential proximity to tunnels and their approach roads. Children who live within 600
yards of a freeway have significantly
Reduced eight-year lung function compared with those who lived at least 2000 yards
from a freeway.
Children with no asthma and no active tobacco use also showed this signifrcant
association between
Residential distance from a freeway and lung function. However, no freeway road
distance was
Not associated with reduced lung function, which suggests the risk was associated with
features
Of the emissions from a freeway. This is a relevant study for road tunnel risks in a
residential
Neighborhood, if the emission characteristics of busy freeways and tunnels are similar.
Research that has associated diesel exhaust with inflammatory effects in the bronchial
wall together with adverse
Functional consequences. Studies have reported experimentally observed effects in cells
exposed to traffrc associated toxic materials from a road tunnels.

A study among healtþ young
Nonsmoking men to assess eflects of PM2.5 in vehicles. Mean nine-hour exposure was
24 go m-3 of PM2.5. A few hours after exposure, undesirable effects were seen in vigil
activity (entopic beats),
Peripheral blood inflammatory markers (C-reactive protein) and coagulation markers
(frbrinogen).
The largest effect on heart-rate variability was seen on waking the morning after the
exposure. This study is significant in terms of road tunnels because it heralds
ca¡diovascular effects that involve inflammation, coagulation and cardiac rhythm among
a group at otherwise low risk for such outcomes. While the measured exposure was to
PM2.5, this arose in a setting of exhaust and highway air exposure within a vehicle and
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hence reproduces some of the aspects of combined pollutant exposure that might arise in
a tunnel.

CO becomes a danger to human health when there is a combustion source in an
inadequately
Ventilated space. Underground tunnels are classic situations for public heakh
Risk. CO binds with hemoglobin to form Cob, which reduces the oxygen-carrying
capacity
Of the blood and impairs the release of oxygen to the tissues. The risks are particularly
significant
In pregnancy. Raised Cob levels are associated with risks of abnormal heart function and
risks
For vehicle accidents, possibly through short-term reversible neurological effects.
Excessive CO within a tunnel is dangerous, especially for people with ischemic heart
disease and
Pregnant women

Oxides of nitrogen are especially important with regard to road tunnels because
concentrations
Can become signifrcantly elevated in poorly ventilated environments Risks are great for
elevations of NO2 in the community nearby tunnels and stacks. NO2 is associated with
various adverse impacts on health, including increased respiratory symptoms in children,
onset of respiratory symptoms among infants and increased bronchitis symptoms for
children with asthma. Other demonstrated effects among people with asthma include
direct effects on lung function and increased bronchial responsiveness at levels of 200 go
m-3 and above. NO2 exposure to concentrations within a road
Tunnel can be suffrcient to produce adverse effects. Short exposures (30 minutes
Or less) to NO2 at concentrations expected in tunnels (10(H00 ppb). Significantly
increase airway resistance and increased late-phase reaction to allergen challenge. There
is a significant increase in histamine reactivity after exposure to 270 ppb NO2, and a
tendentious increased reactivity with exposure to 140 ppb and 540 ppb. There is a
significant increase in reaction to histamine in the asthmatic subjects at lower
concentrations. Airway resistance increases after 20 minutes exposure to 240 ppb NO2
and decreases after exposure to 480 ppb. Of most relevance to tunnel exposures are the
adverse effects on people with mild asthma to 500 ppb after 5 minutes of NO2 exposure.
Inflammatory markers increased in reaction to pollen challenge. 'Where an event delays
traffic in tunnel, there are risks of adverse effects among those with asthma.

Adverse effects due to PM of size 10 am or less (PM10). Is broad, affecting the
respiratory and cardiovascular systems and extending to children and adults and to a
number of large, susceptible groups'within
The general population. The risk for various outcomes has been shown to increase with
exposure and there is little evidence to suggest a threshold below which no adverse health
effects would be anticipated. In fact, the lower range of concentrations at which adverse
health effects has been demonstrated is not greatly above the background concentration.
The epidemiological evidence shows adverse effects of particles after
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Since alþl lead is no longer added to gasoline as 'anti-knock' (and diesel fuel never
Contained lead additive), the possibility of lead exposure in tunnels from inhalation of
traffic exhaust is no longer likely with these changes in fuels. However it is possible for
vehicles to disperse residual lead picked up from the roadway. The effects of lead
exposure include increased risk of minor congenital abnormalities, intrauterine growth
retardation, spontaneous abortior¡ delivery complications, delays in physical and mental
development,lower intelligence quotient levels, and shortened attention spans, impaired
hearing, and increased behavioral problems. Fetuses at any stage of development and
children under the age of six years are at the greatest risk of adverse health effects. This
increased vulnerability is due to the fact that the brain and central nervous system is still
developing. Recent studies have shown that even low levels (< 5 go do-l) of lead
exposure can result in intelligence quotient deficits.

Clearly, public concems about benzene risks associated with road tunnels have a firm
basis. Benzene is classified as carcinogenic to humans Benzene is a cause of leukemia in
humans. The adverse effects of benzene include haemototoxicity, genotoxicity and
carcinogenicity. These effects are relevant for road tunnel users with repeated intense
exposures over timeas well as residential exposure risks in the vicinity of tunnels. Risks
from chronic exposure to benzene can include bone marrow depression (leucopeni4
anemia or thrombocytopenia). Brief intense exposures to polluted air in a road tunnel are

likely to exceed the threshold to produce these effects.

Formaldehyde is ubiquitous. It is released as a product of metabolism and produced in the
course
Of both natural processes and human activities that involve the combustion of organic
materials,
For example bush fires, tobacco smoking and motor vehicle fuel combustion.
Formaldehyde is carcinogenic to humans. Formaldehyde causes nasopharyngeal cancer in
humans, cancer of the nasal
Cavity and Para nasal sinuses and leukemia. Formaldehyde is regarded as carcinogenic to
humans following inhalation exposure. The potential health effects on communities
living around road tunnels, especially homes near tunnel portals where there are
significant emissions, exposure to tunnel air pollutants is likely to be signifrcantly above
background levels. Characteristics of the air near a tunnel most likely to affect users are
particulate matter, including coarse, fine and ultra fine particles, carbon monoxide and
NO2. For tunnel users, possible ef[ects include immediate or delayed aggravation of
asthma. Accrued ef[ects from repeated tunnel use might include small increases in
lifetime risk of cancer and potential for increased bronchitis events or respiratory
infection. NO2 appears to be a key pollutant for which guidelines and controls are
needed, both as an air qualrty indicator and a health risk. People who live near tunnels or
their stacks are at risk as the presence of the tunnel alters the ongoing quality of the
neighborhood ambient air. Risks to cardio respiratory health may arise from exposure to
contaminated air from road traffrc emissions, including tunnel emissions. A particular
concern is the association between impaired lung development in children and emissions
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from traffic. Particulates and volatile compounds including benzene may produce an
increased lifetime risk for cancer.

There is confirmed evidence that people living near tunnels or their stacks experience
increased exposure to pollutants. Residents living near tunnels and stacks have
consistently reported increased levels of dust fallout. Pollutant exposure levels for people
living near tunnel portals or stacks should be a major conceflr. Nitrogen dioxide and PM
are important indicators for tunnel effects on residential air quality, and represent aspects

of the pollutant mix that are likely to be associated with adverse cardiopulmonary effects.
There is sufficient evidence to be able to attribute events such as asthma attacks, angina
and acute respiratory infection directly to a tunnel exposure. Adverse cardiopuhnonary
health outcomes are clearly associated with exposures to high levels of traffic emissions
in urban settings

The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) states that all native species of fishes,
amphibians, reptiles, birds, mammals, invertebrates, and plants, and their habitats,
threatened with extinction and those experiencing a signifrcant decline which, if not
halted, would lead to a threatened or endangered designation, will be protected or
preserved. The Department will work with all interested persons, agencies and
orgarizations to protect and preserve such sensitive resources and their habitats.

There is evidence that chemical reactions in the atmosphere are detrimental to the plant
and human growing process. Low level ozone, known as Tropospheric Ozone, has been
shown to inhibit plant growth and can cause cell death. Tropospheric Ozone has also
been proven to be harmful to human health causing respiratory ailnents and death. The
chemistry involved in understanding Tropospheric Ozone is complex. Tropospheric
Ozone is harmhl to life while Stratospheric Ozone is essential to protecting life. This
point alone confrses many people. Tropospheric Ozone occurs much closer to the earth's
surface; where as, Stratospheric Ozone is high up above the earth's surface. Tropospheric
Ozone will never become Stratospheric Ozone. Tropospheric Ozone is "bad ozone" for
the duration of its existence. The formation of Tropospheric Ozone occurs under certain
conditions that include the combination of air pollutants, sunlight and heat. Auto
emissions are a leading cause of human induced Tropospheric Ozone. Global warming is
also a human induced contributor to the problem. Despite improved fuel effrciency,
Tropospheric Ozone levels have not been declining. A massive impact on vegetation is
now becoming evident. Over the past few years, ethanolhas become a mandated additive
to gasoline blends.

Ozone affects plants in several ways. High concentrations of ozone cause plants to close
their stomata. These are the cells on the underside of the plant that allow carbon dioxide
and water to diffr¡se into the plant tissue. This slows down photosynthesis and plant
growth. Ozone may also enter the plants through the stomata and directþ damage internal
cells.

Tropospheric ozone also is one of the most signifrcant and damaging airborne pollutants
to plant life. Therefore, it is known as a powerful "ph¡otoxin." Symptoms of plant

29



damage can appear as early as one day after high exposure of several hours. Noticeable
effects to the leaves of crops include changes in shape, discoloration and necrosis (i.e.,
cell death). More subtle effects include reductions in plant size and weight, due to the fact
that ozone pollution can decrease a plant's ability to perfom photosynthesis. Ozone
pollution also takes its toll on forests. Increased concentrations of ozone pollution are the
primary cause of the decline in pines in southern California and the easterr United States.
Ozone pollution has also been considered as the primary cause of many declining
European forests.

Photo-oxidants, and especially ozoîe, have been widely regarded as harmful to
vegetation since the 80's, although in the 60's its effects were already detected in
California. However, it is during the last decade when ozone become an issue of concern
in Europe. Ozone pollution, unlike fluoride or sulphur dioxide, does not leave element¿l
residue that can be detected by means of analytical techniques in vegetative tissues. Thus,
ozone injury in leaves, are the only evidence easily detected in the field. So far,
experimental studies have focused mainly on explaining the mechanisms that produce
damage, rather than to identiff and characterise symptoms observed in the field at a
regional scale. Recent researches have increased our knowledge on the subjacent
mechanisms that explain the effects of ozone on crops, and to a lesser extent, on trees and
other wild plants. A long tenn effect of this pollutant on forests may affect some of their
functions, e.g. their role in water and energy balances, protection against soil erosion,
cover of vegetation, and aesthetics of the landscape. One possible effect on plant
communities might be the change in species composition and loss of biodiversþ, an
important potential threat when regions with many endemic plants are considered.
Fr¡rtherrnore, before these problems are approached, more basic and detailed studies on
the sensitivity of the species under different environmental conditions, including e.g.

nutritional aspects, have to be undertaken. Scientists have long known that ozone is a
greenhouse gas, trapping radiation within the atmosphere and leading to rising global
temperatures. But the new study suggests that ozone may have a much more significant
climate impact by adversely affecting plants' ability to remove carbon dioxide from the
atmosphere.

Conditions in urban environments place trees under mrmerous stresses including
compacted soil, soil moisture extremes, and reduced soil fertility. Polluted air is another
stress that contributes to the decline of urban trees. Air pollution may cause short-term
(acute) damage, which is immediately visible, and long-term (chronic) damage, which
can lead to gradual tree decline. Long-term damage may predispose trees to other
disorders, making diagnosis difFrcult.

The major phytotoxic (toxic to plants) air pollutants, in decreasing order of severity, are:
* oxidants [ozone and peroxyacetyl nitrate (PAN)]
* sulfur dioxide
* particulates
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Gaseous pollutants
Gaseous pollutants, such as ozone and sulfur dioxide, enter plants through natural
openings, usually stomates, and react within leaf tissues to inhibit photosynthesis. Acute
damage levels can be high enough to cause sudden tissue damage and death. Chronic
damage occurs when small amounts of toxic gases enter leaves and do not initially cause

tissue death, but inhibit leaf functions. Whether or not a pollutant causes acute or chronic
damage depends upon tree species. Individual trees within a species often display varying
degrees of tolerance to the same pollutant.

Ozone
Ozone is the most damaging air pollutant. The action of sunlight (ultraviolet radiation) on

molecular oxygen and oxides of nitrogen spontaneously generates ozone. The organic
compounds in automobile exhaust enhance ozone accumulation. Ozone can move across

great distances to cause tree damage far from its origin and is therefore classified as a

non-point-source pollutant.

The extent of tree damage depends on the concentration of ozone, the duration of
exposure, and tree sensitivity. Acute damage to deciduous trees causes marginal leaf burn
and dot-like or irregularly shaped lesions or spots that may be tan, white, or dark brown,
and that may spread over entire leaves. Another common symptom is bleaching of the
upper leaf surface. Acute damage to conifers causes browning at the same point on all
needles in a bundle (needle cluster).

Chronic damage occurs with repeated ozone absorption in amounts not high enough to
cause sudden tissue death. Chronic symptoms include chlorosis (general yellowing),
premature leaf drop, reduced growth, and progressive decline of tree health and vigor.
Ozone damage also increases a tree's susceptibility to insect damage. As ozone restricts
carbohydrate movement in leaves, the resulting higher sugar concentration makes the
leaves more susceptible to insect atüacks.

PAN is produced through the interaction of sunlight and power plant and/or automobile
emissions. High levels of PAN and ozone are toxic to trees, but ozone is more abundant
and injurious.

Sulfur dioxide is primarily a result of fossil fuel burring for electricity generation, and to

a lesser degree, the processing ofsteel and other ores. Sulfir dioxide is classified as a

point-source pollutant.

Acute sulfur dioxide damage causes severe leaf scorch, usually on upper interveinal leaf
surfaces. Younger leaves are generally more sensitive. Moisture in the air or on leaf
surfaces may combine with sulfilr dioxide to form sulfuric acid. Sulfuric acid causes leaf
scorch, spotting defoliation, and can also cause tree death over a large geographic area

with many affected species. Chronic sulfur dioxide damage results in leaf chlorosis
(colors of the chlorosis ranging from white to red) and tree decline.
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Particulates (dusts), classified as point-source pollutants, are generated by major
industrial processes as well as by quarries, rock-crushing plants, cement plants, soil
erosion, and auto exhaust emissions. Particulates are not extremely damaging, but can
inhibit or reduce photosynthesis by plugging stomates. Particulates are usually washed
from leaves by rain or irrigation, and are therefore more harmful during dry periods.

Air currents carry all air pollutants. Air movements and geographic features influence
pollutant concentration, chemical strucfure, and the duration of tree exposure to
pollutants.

Air temperature determines vertical movement of air pollutants. Under normal
conditions, waÍn air near the soil surface causes pollutants to rise vertically. Pollutants
rapidly become diluted and blown away by upper level winds before contacting many
trees. However, thermal inversions (cool air at the surface beneath wanner air above)
restrict movement and dispersal of pollutants, resulting in increasing ph¡otoxic levels
and prolonged exposure. These inversions usually occur in narrow valleys close to
mountain ranges, and near large bodies of water.

Temperature also influences a pollutant's chemical reaction rate. When the temperature is
high, more photochemical oxidants are produced. These oxidants cause more severe
damage during sunny hot weather and less damage during cool cloudy weather.
Atmospheric moisture causes pollutants to become solutions, increasing their toxic
potential.

Toxic gases are the only airborne chemicals that have been demonstrated to cause

detrimental effects on forest trees in North America. Ozone is the only regionally
dispersed pollutant known to have injured foliage, decreased radial growth, decreased
resistance to insects and diseases, and increased mortality of sensitive tree species over a
wide geographic range. All of these effects have been observed in eastem white pine
(Pinus strobus L.) throughout its natural range, in some conifers and hardwood trees in
southem Californi4 and in a few tree species in the central Appalachian Mountains.
Very little research has been done to determine effects of airborne chemicals on forests as

a whole. At present, there is no conclusive evidence that acid deposition or other
regionally dispersed pollutants are aflecting the productivity of any forest in North
America.

The mixed conifer forests in the San Gabriel and San Bernardino mountain ranges
east of Los Angeles have been exposed to oxidant air pollution since the early
1930's (Miller 1973). The symptoms of chronic ozone injury to sensitive tree
species are observed as far as 120 km east of central Los Angeles (Miller 1983).
The extensive visible injury and a concern for the possible effects on forest
ecosystems led to a number of interdisciplinary studies in the San Bemardino
National Forest.

Sensitive tree species, such as ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa Dougl. ex
Laws.) and Jeffrey pne (Z?jefueyi Grev. and Balf.), began showing slmrptoms of
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unidentified foliar injory in the early 1950's (Millecan l97I). By use of methods
Downloaded from treephys.oxfordjournals.org by guest on April 5, 2011
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that meet the criteria of 'consistency' and 'responsiveness,' Miller (1983)
identifred ozone as the causal factor. Approximately 10 to l5% of the ponderosa
and Jeffiey pines in a 10 000 ha area of the forest had moderate to severe foliar
injury from ozone and other photochemical oxidants (Parmeter etal.1962,Wert
l969,Mi11er and Millecanl9Tl). Less severe injury symptoms were found on a
similar number of white f,r (Abies concolor Lindl. ex Hildebr.), incense cedar
(Caleocedrus decurrens (Ton.) Florin), sugff pine (P. lambertiana Dougl.) and
California black oak (Quercus kelloggii Newb.).
Ponderosa and Jeffrey pines are the tree species most susceptible to ozone injury
in southern California. Visible foliar injury appears on sensitive individuals of
these species whenever 24-h average ozone concentrations exceed 0.05 to 0.06
ppm (Miller et al. 1969). The ranking of these species in order of observed
frequency and severity of rnjury (high to low) is ponderosa pine, Jeffrey pine,
white fr, California black oak, incense cedar and sugar pine (Miller 1983).
Photosynthesis and stomatal responses to light and temperature in ponderosa
pine are reduced with accumulated ozone dose (Coyne and Bingham l98l). Rates
of photosynthesis of ponderosa pine trees with 'slight,' 'moderate' and 'severe'
loss of needles were reduced to about 10% of their maximum rate after experiencing
exposure of 800, 700, and 450 parts per million hours Gpm-h) of ozone,
respectively. For current year needles, severely damaged trees had only one-third
the leaf area index of slightly damaged trees (Axelrod et al. 1980). Trees injured
by ozone also retained a smaller proportion of the assimilated carbon after respiratory
losses (Coyne and Bingham l98l).

From 1950 to 1975, chronically injured ponderosa pine and white fir grew less
in diameter and height than trees without visible injury (McBride et aI. I975,
Ohmart and Willia:ns 1979, Miller eta7.1977, Taylor 1980). Approximately 33%
of uninjured trees growing beside or near the injured trees had increased growth
rates over this same period (Miller 1983).

Parmeter et al. (\962) found that the vigor of root systems and crowns of injured
pines was significantly less than the vigor of uninjured trees. The feeder and
mycorrhizal rootlet systems of injured trees showed marked deterioration. The
nutrient content of foliage in injured trees was also lower (Miller et al. 1977).
Fewer cones were produced on chronically injured ponderosa and Jeffrey pines
than on uninjured trees (Luck 1980, Tay'or 1980). Also, acom production by
California black oak appeared to be less in stands where foliar i"j*y was greatest

and growth rates lowest (Miller et al. 1980).

A pest snrvey conducted n 1977-1978 in the westem part of the San Bemardino
National Forest attributed 53%o of the mortality of ponderosa pine to bark
beetles alone, l}Yoto bark beetles and urban construction,lïYo to a combination
of bark beetles and root diseases. and lTYo to other abiotic and biotic factors
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JJ



(Smith and Roettgering 1982). This survey confirmed earlier studies indicating
that the majority of ozone-injured pines were killed by the western pine bark
beetle (Dendroctonus brevicomis LeConte) (Stark et al. 1968, Stark and Cobb
1969, Cobb and Stark 1970). These and other studies by Miller et al. (1977)
Downloaded from treephys.oxfordjournals.org by guest on April 5, 2011
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suggest that a given population of bark beetles could kill more trees and increase
at a gteater rate in stands with a high proportion of ozone-injured trees than in
stands with a lower proportion of injured trees (Miller 1983). James et al. (1980)
found that controlled fumigation of 6-year-old ponderosa and Jeffrey pine seedlings
with ozone caused increased infection and colonization of seedlinss with
annosus root rot (Heterobasidion annosum Fr.).

In the late I 960's, Miller and Millec an (1971) conducted a field survey of
oxidant injury on 16 native conifer species of California forests from San Francisco
to San Diego. Tree injury was identified and classified according to needle
retention, degree of chlorotic mottling on needles, and suppression of shoot
growth. Some trees with oxidant-type injury were found in most forests. In the
San Bernardino forest, oxidant injury symptoms were found on the species cited
above as well as on Coulter pine @inus coulteri D. Don.), Monterey pine (P.

r adiata D. Don. ), bigcone Douglas-fr (Pseudotsuga macrocarpa Mayr. ),
lodgepole pine (P. contort¿ Dougl.), and Torrey pine (P. torreyana Parry). No
oxidant injury was found on westem juniper (Juniperus occidentalis Hooker),
giant sequoia (Sequoiadendron giganteum (Lindl.) Buchh.), redwood (S. sempervirens
D. Don Endl.), singleleaf pinyon pine @. monophylla Torr. and Frem.),
knobcone pine (P. attenuata Lemm.), and digger pine (P. sabiniana Dougl.). The
worst injrny was found on species growing in the south coast and southeast desert
air basins near Los Angeles. The frequency and severity of injury throughout
southem California were consistently associated with prevailing wind directions
from population centers.

Every year, periodic high concentrations of ozone injure the foliage of randomly
distributed eastem white pine trees in various locations within the natural
rarrge of this species. High concentrations of ozone near Los Angeles, California
regularly injure l0 to 20Yo of the trees growing in the nearby San Bernardino
Mountains (Miller 1983). Unreplicated open-top chamber experiments in the
mountains of Virginia (Skelly et aI. 1982, Duchelle et al. 1982) and southern New
York (V/ang et al. 1986) indicate that oxidants either alone or with other gaseous
pollutants may be reducing growth rates of some of the trees in these regions. A
few experiments with small trees indicate that photosynthesis and growth rates can
be significantly reduced without producing visible signs of injury (Botkin et al.
7971, Reich and Amundson 1985, \I/ang et al. 1986).
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But does anybody stop to think what ozoîe must be doing to long-lived species - trees
and shrubs and even lowly mosses - that suffer from cumulative exposure, season after
season?
Answer: it's killing them incrementally - and most tragically, imperceptibly to most
people.
The preindustrial level of ground-level ozone was in essence, zero. When it becarne
obvious over fifty years ago that inversions and high spikes downwind of polluting
sources were killing vegetation and sickening people, industries very cleverþ leamed to
disburse the precursors. They built tall stacks and restricted some auto emissions, thus
reducing much visible smog, and reined in locally extreme peaks of ozone concentration.
Because the VOC's travel across continents and oceans, over decades the global
background concentration has been inexorably rising - damaging trees everywhere on
earth at a rapidly accelerating rate. Virtually no one is asking what role ethanol emissions
might play in the most recent increase in dying trees.
That trees are dying is empirically verifiable by a cursory inventory. Characteristic
symptoms you can readily locate in any woods, suburban yard, park or mall include
stþpled, singed foliage; yellowing coniferous needles; thinning, transparent crowns;
cracking, splitting, corroded, oozing and stained bark; early leaf senescence; loss of
autumn radiance; holes; cankers; absence of terminal growth; breaking branches; and

ultimately, death. 
'Why 

isn't this simply due to climate change and./or drought? Because,

the identical foliar damage is to be found on plants growing in pots with enriched soil and

regular watering - and even aquatic plants that are always in water.
The causality is well-documented in published research and just as well understood as the

relationship between tobacco smoke and lung cancer. The reticence preventing scientists
and foresters from raising the obviously commensurate degree of alarm is suicidal denial
of an existential threat. As if the damage to vegetation weren't enough, according to the

WHO, ozone also kills more Americans every year than breast and prostate
cancer combined - more than automobile accidents.

When you hear weather reports advising an ozone alert in a heat wave, followed by
estimates of deaths attributed to the temperature, it is just another distraction. Ozone kills
people, especially those most vulnerable with asthm4 emphysema, respiratory illnesses -

even athletes exercisins outdoors! - and is linked to diabetes and cancers.

When foresters in a revolving door with the lumber industry blame bark beetles for
killing trees, that is as inaccurate and misleading as to claim pneumonia killed an AIDS
victim. Controlled experiments have proven that ozone weakens the immune system of
trees, and debilitates their natural defenses against insects, disease, and firngus. Their
wood loses flexibility and makes their branches more likely to break from wind, ice and

sno\ry. Their roots deteriorate from acid rain, which leaches essential nutrients from the

soil, and makes them more likely to fall over. Mudslides are becoming more
commonplace as root systems of perennial plants shrivel, and wildfires are proliferating
at an unprecedented rate.
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Ozone uptake is a function of both ambient ozonel evels and stomatal conductance.
Ozone affects vegetation by direct cellular damage (especially to palisade mesophyll
cells) once it enters the leaf through the stomates. Gaseous 03 diffrrses from the
atmosphere, through the stomatq and dissolves in water surrounding the cells before
entering the cells themselves. The cellular damage is probably the result of changes
inmembrane permeabilities and may or may not result in visible injury or reduced growth
or yield [42]. Stomata generally open in response to light and warmth andclose in
response to aridity, water stress, and high CO2. A secondary response to ozone is a
reduction instomatal conductance, as the stomata close in responseto increased intemal
CO2 that occurs because of the reduced photosynthetic activity caused by the ozone. It
has been suggested that the decrease in stomatal conductance caused by 03 is similar in
magnitude to the 100/o decrease caused by CO2 increases since pre-industrial conditions
Decoupling is found between photosynthesis and stomatal conductance as a result of
long-term ozone exposure. Generally, the stomatal control of ozone uptake provides a

coupling between environmental conditions and ozone uptake as well as a potential
negative feedback to ozone uptake itself. Not all ozone enters the leaves through the
stomata. A smaller amount of ozone can enter leaves by direct absorption along leaf
exterior surface. Ozone uptake depends strongly on stomatal conductance, which varies
with climatic and atmospheric conditions. While ozone may reduce stomatal conductance
somewhat, it generally increases water stress by reducing root growth. Many studies have

noted less ozone damage under drought conditions because ofthe dependence on
stomatal conductance. Results of experiments showed that ozoîe damage to biomass
was less with reduced soil moisture due to stomatal controls. However, other sfudies

showed that plants exhibited more ozone sensitivity under moisturestress conditions.
Experiments with three-year-old beech trees in growth chambers have shown that while
ozone may decrease stomatal conductance under moist conditions, it may actually
increase stomatal conductance under drought stress. Higher ozone sensitivity under more

humid atmospheric conditions due to higher stomatal conductance. Under future
conditions of higher CO2 fertilization, it is possible that ozone damage will be

reduced due to lower stomatal conductance. Besides stomatal controls, plant defense

mechanisms also regulate the effective ozone uptake, which is defined as the difference
between the stomatal ozone uptake and the defensive response 157,671. Detoxification
by chemical reactions occurs from both existing antioxidants and those stimulated by
ozone itself. Emissions of NO within leaves also help to destroy ozone. Because

antioxidants are produced from photosynthates, lower levels of antioxidants at night may
lead to greater sensitivity to ozone atthattime. Also, ¿rs ozone levels early in the day
deplete antioxidant supplies, plants may be subject to more ef;Êective ozone uptake later in
the day when ozone levels are normally highest. tn addition to defense by chemical
reactions, repair of injured tissue and alteration of metabolic pathways occurs in response

to ozone. While stomatal regulation may limit ozone uptake, by also limiting
photosynthesis, it also reduces the availability of plant repair mechanisms. The effects of
ozone on seedlings are not generally representative of the effects on mature trees or forest
ecosystems. Studying a mature st¿nd of loblolly pines under natural climatic and ozone

conditions, it was determined a27-50Yo reduction in stem growth, largely attributed to
ozone exposure. Studies show strong negative correlations between ozone and radial
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$owth for white pines. Shaded leaveswere more sensitive than sun-lit leaves to ozone
exposure in a mature stand of the shade-tolerant sugar maple. Most comparisons of
seedlings vs. mature trees showed greater ozone sensitivity in seedlings,including red
spruce, sequoias, and black cherry. Greater ozone sensitivity in seedlings was attributed
to larger stomatal conductances in all of these cases. Since leaf area increases more
rapidly with age than does transpiration, leaf-specif,rc transpiration rates, and thus
stomatal conductances, generally decrease with age. Furthermore, older trees maintain
larger hydraulic resistances due to more complex branching and longer vertical distances
to the leaves, and this leads to lower leaf water potential and lower stomatal
conductances. Studies of red oak, however, showed an enhanced sensitivity to ozone in
30-year-old mature trees vs. twoyear- old seedlings, due to higher stomat¿l conductances
in the older trees [9,28,88]. The larger stomatal conductance in mature red oak might be

related to greater demand for carbohydrates [89] or higher concentrations of nitrogen in
leaves and fine roots in the mature trees than seedlings. Both of these differences between
mature trees and seedlings would i-ply greater photosynthetic rates in the older trees,

leading to higher stomatal conductances. This study points to the dif[rculties of
generalizing the age dependency of tree sensitivþ to ozone.
There is also a potential adaptive response to ozone exposure. Studies show that quaking

aspen from more ozone polluted areas in theUSA were less sensitive to ozone when
exposed to high ozone levels in either greenhouses or difÊerent freld
environments. A similar response to gteen and white ash seedlings has been shown.

These experiments implied that adaptation to high ozone levels occurred. A suggested

mechanism was growth reduction leading to shading by faster-growing tolerant clones.

The more ozone-sensitive species also tended to have a higher genetic multiplicity and

diversþ. frdeed, in an early successional plant community, exposure to ozone led to a
less complex community structure by affecting competitive interactions among plants. Oz
Increasing CO2 levels in the future might counteract some of the negative effects of
ozone on vegetation growth and productivity. Several Aspen FACE experiments
were designed to study such interactive effects. In the Aspen FACE study in northern
Wisconsin seedlings of aspen, birch, and maple were studied to deterrnine the effects of
CO2 (ambient vs. 560 ppm) and 03 (a:nbient vs. 1.5 _ ambient) together and

independently on photosynthesis and growth. It was found that the elevated ozone levels

completely offset the growth enhancements from the elevatedcO2 concentrations.
Aninteractive effect betweenCO2 and ozone rnight be expected as ozone uptake is
reduced by the lower stomatal conductance at elevated CO2. Studies show that ozone

reduced height and diameter growth of aspen in both ambient and elevatedcO2
environments, but birch growth was reduced only in elevated CO2 (relative to elevated
CO2 alone). Similarly, ozone exposure reduced maximum photosynthetic rates

in aspen by 20% and29o/o, and in birch by 0%o ard l7%o,under ambient and elevated
CO2, respectively. Sugar maple experienced no ozone effects until the fourth year of
growth in both CO2 environments. These results do not support the hypothesis of
reduction in ozone uptake due to stomatal closure at elevated CO2, and indicate a

negative interactive effect between CO2 and ozone. Using these data" Kubiske et al. l43l
showed that interannual variabilitv of climate mediated most of the
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¿ìspen growth response to both CO2 and 03, with the environmental drivers of July
radiation and October temperatures enhancing both effects. The SoyFACE experiment at

the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign has been established to look at the
effects of CO2 and ozone on soybean. Slower senescenc from elevatedCO2levels of 550

ppm was offset by accelerated senescence from elevated ozone levels at23Yo above

ambient levels. Studies have found substantial decreases in above-ground net primary
production (l.[PP) of lTYo during 2002 and23%o dwng2003 as a result of the increased

ozoîe levels during 20022003. However, Christ et al. [3] found no significant ozone

effects on crop yield in 2004, which they attributed to a lack of drought stress and lower
ambient ozone levels during 2004. This study suggests the importance of climatic
conditions to the overall ozone effect. Ozone damage to crops may outweigh any gains

resulting from CO2 fertilization. They found yield increases of l5Yo for soybean under
CO2 elevation to _560 ppm, comparable to the reduction in yield due to elevated ozone.

Since no factorial analysis includingCCt2 and ozone together has yet been performed for
a coÍrmercially important crop species under free-air conditions, much more
experimental work remains to be done, and it must suffice for now to simply compare the

magnitudes of the CO2 and ozone effects. An important factor in such a comparison is

that the magnitude of ozone damagevaries greatly with crop species; according
to studies, y¡aiz.e and rice are much less susceptible to ozoîe than wheat and soybean. In
terms of CO2 fertilization, species is less important than photosynthetic pathway; C4
crops likely have little to gain from elevated CO2 in the absence of water stress, and

although estimates of C3 crop gains from CO2 fertilization differ widely and are hotly
disputed, they are almost certainly non-negligible. The ozone andCO2 fertilization
effects are thus clearly the same order of magnitude, but their relative magnitudes
and interactive effects are still highly uncertain and dependent on both species and

environmental conditions. Exposure to ozone causes both visible and physiological
damage to vegetation. Visible injury is often a metric of ozone damage and may or may
not coincide with physiological injury. Physiological injury includes reduced
photosynthesis and other damage to plant functions that lead to reduced growth and

biomass. A threshold response to ozone results from initial detoxification by plant

antioxidants. Because most ozone enters leaves through the stomata, climatic controls on

stomatal conductance regulate ozoîe uptake. Ozone responds to water-stress in complex
ways, as lower stomatal conductance can reduce ozone uptake while ozone itself may
impair stomatal fi.rnction and decrease root growth. There is also contradictory evidence

on how the ozone effect differs for seedlings vs. mature vegetation, with stomatal

controls again playing a dominant role. Competitive interaction in natural environments

often leads to a dominance of ozone-tolerant species, reducing the diversity of the

community. Although simple regression models of the effects of ozone on vegetation

have been developed, processbased models may involve ecosystemlevel approaches

or physiological approaches that account for diurnal variability. Various ozone metrics

include simple doses, threshold indices or effective doses that account for plant

detoxifrcation, or flux-based measures that also account for stomatal conductance. Dose-

response functions rely on experimental data to relate these measures to ozone response

for different species. In this sense, all models ultimately rely on empirical datzto
determine the sensitivity of photosynthesis or other plant functions to ozorre. Because

NOx is a key part of ozone production, the coincidence of NOy deposition and surface-
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level ozone is a key consideration towards understanding the carbon sequestration effects
on natural ecosystems. Our analysis shows that carbon sequestration resulting from NOy
deposition can offset the negative effects of ozone exposure on temperate forests. For
managed ecosystems such as croplands, however, where there is significant nitrogen
fertilization, there is no compensating effect. Reducing atmospheric ozone levels will
therefore not likely decrease carbon sequestration of natural forests due to compensating
reductions in nitrogen deposition, but will significantly improve future crop yields and

carbon sequestration in croplands or other managed ecosystems.

The ozone molecule consists of three oxygen atoms that are bound together (triatomic
oxygen, or O3). Unlike the form of oxygen that is a major constituent of air (diatomic
oxygen, or O2), ozone is a powerful oxidizing agent. Ozone reacts with some gases, such

as nitric oxide or NO, and with some surfaces, such as dust particles, leaves, and

biological membranes. These reactions can damage living cells, such as those present in
the linings of the human lungs. Exposure has been associated with several adverse health

effects, such as aggravation of asthma and decreased lung function.

Ozone was first observed in the Los Angeles area in the 1940s. The ozone that the ARB
regulates as an air pollutant is mainly produced close to ground (tropospheric ozone),

where people live, exercise, and breathe. A layer of ozone high up in the atmosphere,

called stratospheric ozone, reduces the amount of ultraviolet light entering the earth's

atmosphere. Without the protection of the stratospheric ozone layer, plant and animal life
would be seriously harmed. In this document, 'ozßrte' refers to tropospheric ozone unless

otherwise specified.

Most of the ozone in California's air results from reactions between substances emitted

from vehicles, industrial plants, consumer products, and vegetation. These reactions

involve volatile organic compounds (VOCs, which the ARB also refers to as reactive

organic gases or ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) in the presence of sunlight. As a
photochemical pollutant, ozorre is formed only during daylight hours under appropriate

conditions, but is destroyed throughout the day and night. Therefore, ozone

concentrations vary depending upon both the time of day and the location. Ozone

concentrations are higher on hot, sunny, calm days. In metropolitan areas of California,

ozone concentrations frequently exceed regulatory standards during the summer.

From the 1950s into the 1970s, California had the highest ozone concentrations in the

world, with hourly average concentrations in Los Angeles peaking over 0.5 ppm and

frequent "smog alerts". In the early 1970s, the ARB initiated emission control strategies

that provided for concurrent and continuing reductions of both NOx and VOC from
mobile sources and, in conjunction with the local air districts, stationary and area sources.

Since then, peak ozone concentrations have decreased by more than 60 percent and smog

alerts no longer occur in the Los Angeles area, despite more than a 35 percent increase in
population and almost a doubling in vehicle miles traveled. However, most Califomians

still live in areas that do not attain the State's health-based standard (0.09 ppm for one

hour) for ozone in ambient air.
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The formation of ozone in the troposphere is a complex process involving the reactions of
hundreds of precursors. The key elements, as summanzed in Finlayson-Pitts and Pitts
(2000), and in Seinfeld and Pandis (1998), are discussed below.

The formation of ozone in the troposphere results from only one known reaction: addition
of atomic oxygen (O) to molecular oxygen (O2) in the presence of a third "body" (lvf).

[M is any "body" with mass, primarily nitrogen or oxygen molecules, but also particles,
trace gas molecules, and surfaces of large objects. M absorbs energy from the reaction as

heat; without this absorption, the combining of O and 02 into 03 cannot be completed.]

o+02+Mà03+M (1)

The oxygen atoms are produced primarily from photolysis of NO2by the ultraviolet
portion of solar radiation (hn).

NO2+hnàNO+O (2)

Reaction 3 converts ozone back to oxygen and NO back to NO2, completing the
"nitrogen cycle."

03 +NO àNO2 + 02 (3)

Reactions I and 3 are comparatively fast. Therefore, the slower photolysis reaction 2 is
usually the rate-limiting reaction for the nitrogen cycle and the reason why ozone is not
formed appreciably at night. It is also one of the reasons why ozone concentrations are

high during the summer months, when temperatures are high and solar radiation is
intense. The cycle time for the three reactions described above is only a few minutes.
Ozone accumulates over several hours, depending on emission rates and meteorological
conditions. Therefore, the nitrogen cycle operates fast enough to maint¿in a close
approximation to the following photostationary-state equation derived from the above

reactions.

[O3]photostationary-state : (k2k3) x [NO2]/[NO] (the brackets denote
concentration)

The ratio of the rate constants for reactions 2 and 3, (k2lk3), is about l:100. Assuming
equilibrium could be reached in the ambient air and assuming typical urban pollution
concentrations, a NO2 to NO ratio of l0:1 would be needed to generate about 0.1 ppm of
ozone (a violation of the state one-hour ozone standard [0.09 ppm]). In contrast, the NO2
to NO emission ratio is approximately 1 :10; therefore, the nitrogen cycle by itself does

not generate the high ozone concentrations observed in urban areas. The net effect of the
nitrogen cycle is neither to generate nor destroy ozoîe molecules. Therefore, for ozone to
accumulate according to the photostationary-state equation, an additional pathway is
needed to convert NO to NO2; one that will not destroy ozone. The photochemical
oxidation of VOCs, such as hydrocarbons and aldehydes, provides that pathway.
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Hydrocarbons and other VOCs are oxidized in the atmosphere by a series of reactions to

forrn carbon monoxide (CO), carbon dioxide (CO2) and water (H2O). Intermediate steps

in this overall oxidation process typically involve cyclic stages driven by hydroxyl radical
(OH) attack on the parent hydrocarbon, on partially oxidized intermediate compounds,

and on other VOCs. The Hydroxyl radical is ever-present in the ambient art;It is formed
by photolysis from ozone in the presence of water vapor, and also from nitrous acid,

hydrogen peroxide, and other sources. In the sequence shown below, R can be hydrogen

or virtually any organic fragment. The oxidation process usually starts with reaction 4,

from OH attack on a hvdrocarbon or other VOC:

RH+OHàH2O+R (4)

This is followed by reaction with oxygen in the air to generate the peroxy radical (RO2).

R+02+MàRO2+M (5)

The key reaction in the VOC oxidation cycle is the conversion of NO to NO2. This takes

place through the fast radical transfer reaction with NO.

RO2+NOàNO2+RO (6)

R can also be generated by photolysis, which usually involves only VOCs with molecules

containing the carbonyl (C:O) bond. The simplest VOC molecule that contains the

carbonyl bond is formaldehyde (HCHO). Because formaldehyde enters into several types

of reactions of importance for rurderstanding ozone formation and removal, we will use it
to help illustrate these reactions. The oxidation cycle for formaldehyde can be written in
the following sequence of reactions.

oH + HCHO à H2O + HCO (7)

HCO + 02 àHO2 + CO (8)

IJO2 + NO àNO2 + OH (9)

Hydroperoxyl radical (HO2) is generated by reaction 8, and the hydroxyl radical
(consumed in reaction 7) returns in reaction 9 to complete the cycle. In addition, reaction

9 produces the NO2 required for ozone formation, as described above. Also, the carbon

mãnoxide (CO) generated by reaction 8 can react like an organic molecule to yield
another hydroperoxyl radical.

oH+coàH+co2

H+02+MàHO2+M

(10)

(1 1)

Another component that formaldehyde provides for smog forrnation is a source of
hydrogen radicals.
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HCHO+hnàH+HCO (r2)

The hydrogen atom (H) and formyl radical (HCO) produced by this photolysis reaction
yield two hydroperoxyl radicals via reaction with oxygen, as shown in reactions 8 and 11.

The reactions above comprise the simplest VOC oxidation cycle. Actually, hundreds of
VOC species participate in thousands of similar reactions.

Another reaction is central to a basic understanding of ozone formation: the NO2 plus
radical sink reaction that forms nitric acid.

NO2+OH+MàHNO3+M (13)

The previous discussion can be used to explain the typical pattem of ozone
concentrations found in the urban atmosphere. Nitric oxide concentrations are relatively
high in the early moming because the free radicals needed to convert the NOx emissions
(which are primarilyNO) to NO2 are not yet present in sufficient quantities. After
sunrise, photolysis of formaldehyde (reaction 12) and other compounds starts the VOC
oxidation cycle for the hundreds of organic gases present in the atmosphere. Subsequent
NO to NO2 conversion by the peroxy radical (reaction 6) results in NO2 becoming the
dominant NOx species. When the NO2 to NO ratio becomes large enough, ozone builds
up. In the South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles area), the highest ozone concentrations are

observed in the San Bernardino Mountains, many miles downwind from the highest
concentration of emission sources (freeways, power generating facilities, and oil
refineries along the coast), because the reactions involving the organic gases are

relatively slow. Meanwhile, NO2 concentrations decrease via the sink reaction 13.

Winds disperse and dilute bothNOx and ozone. During the day, NOx is also diluted by
the diurnal rising of the inversion layer, allowing for more mixing (see section 1.4 for
further discussion). For ozone, however, the deepening mixing layer may cause its
concentration to decrease on some days and increase on others. Although increased
mi*ing almost always dilutes NOx, the effect of increased mixing on ozone
concentrations depends upon whether higher concentrations of ozone are present aloft.
Ozone that is trapped above the inversion layer overnight is available to increase the
concentrations of ozone generated by the following day's emissions.

During the night, NO and ozone combine to form NO2 and oxygen via reaction 3 until
either the NO or ozone is consumed. Nitrous acid or HONO is also present at night in
polluted ambient air in California. Nitrous acid is produced from NO2 and water, and is
also emitted from various combustion sources. Its levels are low during the day because

sunlight breaks it down rapidly. At sunrise, sunlight causes gas-phase HONO to react
rapidly to provide NO and OH, two key reactants in the formation of ozone. In this way,
they help initiate ozone formation in the moming by being available to react with VOCs
as soon as their emissions increase due to an increase in human activitv.
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Nitric acid (HNO3) was once thought to be a permanent sink for NOx and for radicals.
However, nitric acid on surfaces may react withNO to regenerate NO2, which would
increase the ozone-forming potential ofNOx emissions.

lAlthough VOCs are necessary to generate high concentrations of ozone, NOx emissions
can be the determining factor in the peak ozone concentrations observed in many
locations (Chameides,1992; National Research Council, 1991). VOCs are emitted from
both natural and anthropogenic sources. Statewide, natural VOC sources dominate,
primarily from vegetation. However, in wban and suburban ¿treas, anthropogenic VOC
emissions dominate and, in conjunction with anthropogenic NOx emissions, lead to the
peak concentrations of ozone observed in urban areas and areas downwind of major
urban areas.

The relative balance of VOCs and NOx at a particular location helps to determine
whether the NOx behaves as a net ozone generator or a net ozone inhibitor. When the
VOC/ NOx ratio in the ambient air is low O{Ox is plentiful relative to VOC), NOx tends
to inhibit ozone formation. In such cases, the amount of VOCs tends to limit the amount
of ozone formed, and the ozorte formation is called "Voc-limited". When the VOC/ NOx
ratio is high (VOC is plentiful relative to NOx), NOx tends to generate ozone. In such
cases, the amount ofNOx tends to limit the amount of ozone formed, and ozone
formation is called "NOx -limited". The VOC/ NOx ratio can differ substantially by
location and time-of-day within a geographic area. Furthermore, the VOC/NOx ratio
measured near the ground might not represent the ratio that prevails in the air above the
ground where most of the tropospheric ozone is generated.

Photochemical reactivity, or reactivity, is a term used in the context of air quality
management to describe a VOC's ability to react (participate in photochemical reactions)
to fonrr ozone in the atmosphere. Different VOCs react at different rates. The more
reactive a VOC, the greater potential it has to form ozone. Examples of the more reactive
VOCs in Califomia's atmosphere include propene, m-xylene, ethene, and formaldehyde.
The ARB has helped to pioneer an approach to ozone control that considers the reactivþ
of each VOC constituent. In Califomia's urban areas, ozone formation tends to be limited
by the availability of VOCs. Therefore, the reactivþ-based regulatory approach has been

applied in conjunction with reduction of NOx emissions. Reactivity-based regulations
promote the control of those VOCs that form ozone most effectively, thereby guiding the
affected industries (such as manufacturers of motor vehicle and consumer product
formulators that use solvents) to choose the most cost-effective processes and designs to
reduce VOC emissions. Further information is available from the ARB website,
http ://www. arb.ca. sov/research/reactivity/reactivitwesearch.htm.

Contributions to background ground-level ozone concentrations include downward
mixing of ozone from the stratosphere, and ozone formation due to photochemical
reactions of locally emiued natural precursors. Lightning, wildfires, and transport are

additional factors.
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Although little mixing occurs between the troposphere and stratosphere, stratospheric
ozone intrusion occasionally causes localized ozone increases, especially at high
mount¿in locations. Most of this intrusion is due to "tropopause folding", which results
from strong storms that draw stratospheric air down into the troposphere. In Califomia,
this tends to occur in spring. Because stable, stagnant conditions are necessary to support
high ozone concentrations in urban Califomia" this process generally does not contribute
significantly to peak ozone concentrations. Stratospheric ozone intrusion is also due to
general stratospheric subsidence. On a global basis, Califomia is particularly prone to
springtime stratospheric ozone intrusion fiom this process. However, this process is a
relatively minor contributor to surface ozone concentrations in Califomia" especially in
the summer when ozone concentrations tend to be highest.

Another process leading to ground-level ozone arises from photochemical reactions
involving natural precursors. Plants emit VOCs (see section 1.3), and soil microbes
produce NOx that is vented into the air. Small amounts ofNOx are also emitted from
crops, apparently related to fertilizer application. Natural precursors may react with
anthropogenic precursors to produce ozone concentrations that are of ambiguous origin.
'Where vegetation produces large amounts of VOCs, if anthropogenic NOx is also
present, significant amounts of ozone can be produced.

Lightning contributes to the formation of ozone by heating and ionizing the air along the
path of the discharge, thus forrring the ozone precursor NOx. However, lightning tends to
occur when meteorological conditions are not conducive to high ozone concentrations.
Wildfires also contribute to ozone forrnation by producing NOx from combustion, and by
distilling VOCs from vegetation. However, wildfires in Califomia are not a major
contributor to ozone pollution.

Finally, transport from outside of California contributes to in-state ozone concentrations.
Cities in neighboring states and Mexico emit ozone precursors that impact California. In
addition, urban plumes can be lofted high enough into the atmosphere to be entrained in
global circulation and transported thousands of miles. In particular, ozorte due to
emissions in Asi4 reaches Califomia in springtime. However, this transport is not a
major contributor to peak ozone concentrations in California because downward mixing
of Asian ozone to the surface is precluded by the strong surface inversion usually present
during high ozone episodes. Also, periods of effective long-range transport are generally
restricted to spring, while high ozone concentrations due to local sources in California
tend to occur in late suÍrmer and fall.

Califomia's varied ecosystems interact with emissions related to human activity to
influence ozone concentrations. Certain desert species, oaks, and pines emit substantial
amounts of highly reactive VOCs, called biogenic emissions. Vegetation can either
increase or decrease the ambient ozone concentration as the result of complex processes

briefly described below.

Vegetation can reduce ozone concentrations by providing cooling and by removing
pollutants. The shade provided by trees lowers ozorLe concentrations in several ways. It
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reduces the pollutant emissions from many sources (such as less evaporation of fuel from
cooler parked vehicles). By cooling homes and ofFrces, tree shade lowers emissions
associated with electricity generation because less power is needed for air conditioning.
In addition, cooling reduces the speed of chemical reactions in ambient air that lead to the
formation of ozone.

Vegetation can also enhance the removal of ozone through deposition on plant surfaces.
The surfaces of leaves and pine needles allow for deposition of ozone and NO2. Several
different factors affect pollutant removal, such as how long a parcel of air is in contact
with the leaf, and the total leaf area available for deposition. Also, rain tends to reduce
ambient ozone concentrations by washing out atnospheric gases as well as gases

deposited on leaves and needles.
Other processes involving vegetation can lead to higher concentrations of ozone. For
example, trees and other t¡les of vegetation emit biogenic VOCs, such as isoprene,
pinenes, and terpenoid compounds. These biogenic VOCs can react withNOx emitted
from sources such as cars and power plants to forrn ozone. Many biogenic VOCs are

highly reactive (i.e., especially efFrcient in reacting to fomr ozone); some VOCs are even
more effrcient in forming ozone than those emitted from cars and power plants. In
addition, VOCs can be emitted from decomposing leaves.

To help understand the complex mechanisms by which vegetation influences ambient
ozone concentrations, the ARB established a "Biogenic Working Group" (BWG). The
BV/G has developed vegetation maps, leaf biomass databases, emission factors, and a
California-specific "biogenic emissions inventory through geographic information
systems" (BEIGIS) that has satisfactorily accounted for observed ambient ozone
concentrations. The information developed by the B$/G will help the ARB to better
model ozone formation, and to better determine the relative importance of VOC andNOx
control. Additional information is available from the ARB website,
http : //www. arb. ca. gov/research/ecosvs/bio genic/bio genic.htrn.

In the troposphere, the air is usually warmest near the ground. Warm air has a tendency
to rise and cold air to sink, causing the air to mix, which disperses ground-level
pollutants. However, if cooler air gets layered beneath warm air, no mixing occurs -- the
air is stable or stagnant. The region in which temperature is so inverted is called an
inversion layer. One type of inversion occurs frequently several thousand feet above the
ground and limits the vertical dispersion of pollutants during the daytime. Another type
of inversion occurs on most evenings very near the ground and limits the vertical
dispersion of pollutants to a few hundred feet during the night. Pollutants released within
an inversion tend to get trapped there. When the top of the daytime inversion is especially
low [in elevation], people can be exposed to high ozone concentrations. Mountain chains,

such as those downwind of Califomia's coastal cities and the Central Valley, help to trap
air and enhance the air quahty impact of inversions. Cooler air draining into the state's

valleys and 'air basins' also enhances inversion formation.

The direction and strength of the wind also affect ozone concentrations. Based on
worldwide climate patterns, western coasts at Califomia's latitude tend to have high-
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pressure areas over them, especially in summer. By preventing the formation of storms,
and by promoting the sinking of very waÍn air, these high-pressure areas are associated
with light winds and temperature inversions, both of which limit dispersion of pollutants.

Because tropospheric ozone forms as a result of reactions involving other pollutants, the
highest concentrations tend to occur in the aftemoon. The photochemical reactions that
create ozone generally require a few hours (see section 1.1) after the emissions of
substantial VOC emissions, and are most effective when sunlight is intense and air
temperatures are warm. Ozone concentrations in California are usually highest in the
summer. The prevailing daytime winds in summer are on-shore, bringing relatively clean
air from over the ocean to the immediate coast¿l areas, but carrying emissions of ozone
precursors further inland. With the climatically favored clea¡ skies and temperature
inversions that limit the vertical dispersion of pollutants, these emissions are converted
into ozone, with the highest concentrations tending to occur at distances a few tens of
miles downwind of urban centers (ARB 2002).

During the periods of the year when the sunlight is most intense, much of California
experiences a high frequency of inversions, relatively low inversion heights, and low
wind and rainfall. As a result, no other State has more days per year with such a high
potential for unhealthy ozoîe concentrations.

Ambient ozone concentrations can vary from non-detectable near combustion sources,

where nitric oxide (NO) is emitted into the air, to several hundreds parts per billion (ppb)

of air in areas downwind of VOC andNOx emissions. In continental areas far removed
from direct anthropogenic effects, ozone concentrations are generally 20 - 40 ppb. In
rural areas downwind of urban centers, ozone concentrations are higher, typically 50 - 80

ppb, but occasionally 100 - 200 ppb. In urban and suburban areas, ozone concentrations
can be high (well over 100 ppb), but peak for at most a few hours before deposition and

reaction with NO emissions cause ozone concentrations to decline (Finlayson- Pitts and

Pitts 2000, Seinfeld and Pandis 1998, Chameides etal.1992, Smith etal.1997).
Ozone concentrations vary in complex ways due to its photochemical formation, its rapid
destruction by NO, and the effects of differing VOCi NOx ¡atios in air. A high ratio of
NOx emissions to VOC emissions usually causes peak ozone concentrations to be higher
and minimum concentrations to be lower, compared to background conditions. Peak

ozone concentrations are usually highest downwind from urban centers. Light winds
carry ozone from urban centers, and photochemical reactions create ozone from urban
emissions of VOC and NOx. Also, away from sources of NOx emissions, less NO is
available to destroy ozone. Due to the time needed for transport, these peak ozone

concentrations in downwind areas tend to occur later in the day compared to peak ozone

concentrations in urban areas.

Due to the lack of ozone-destroying NO, ozone in rural areas tends to persist at night,
rather than declining to the low concentrations (<30 ppb) typical in urban areas and areas

downwind of major urban areas, that have plenty of fresh NO emissions. Ratios of peak

ozorte to average ozoîe concentrations are typically highest in urban areas and lowest in
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remote areas (ARB 2002). V/ithin the grorurd-based inversions that usually persist

through the night, ozone concentrations can be very low. tn urban arsas, emissions of NO
near the ground commonly reduce ozone below 30 ppb. In rural areas, however, NO
emissions are less prevalent and nighttime ozone may persist well above 30 ppb.

Ambient ozone concentrations tend to vary temporally inphase with human activþ
patterns, magniffing the resulting adverse health and welfare effects. Ambient ozone

concentrations increase during the day when formation rates exceed destruction rates, and

decline at night when formation processes are inactive. This diurnal variation in ozone

depends on location, with the peaks being very high for relatively brief periods of time
(an hour or two duration) in urban areas, and being low with relatively little diumal

variation in remote regions. ln urban areas, peak ozone concentrations typically occrn in
the early afternoon, shortly after solar noon when the sun's rays are most intense, but
persist into the later afternoon, particularly where transport is involved. Thus, the peak

urban ozone period of the day can correspond with the time of day when people,

especially children, tend to be active outdoors.

In addition to varying during the day, ozone concentrations vary during the week- ln the

1960s, the highest ozone concentrations at many urban monitoring sites tended to occur

on Thursdays. This pattern was believed to be due to the carryover of ozone and ozone

precursors from one day to the next, resulting in an accumulation of ozone during the

workweek. In the 1980s, the highest ozone concentrations at many sites tended to occur

on Saturdays and the "ozoîe weekend effecf' became a topic of discussion. Since then,

the weekend effect has become prevalent at more urban monitoring locations and the

peak ozone day of the week has shifted to Sunday. Although ozone concentrations have

declined on all days of the week in response to emission controls, they have declined

faster on weekdays than on weekends. Thus, the peak ozone period of the week now

tends to coincide with the weekend, when more people tend to be outdoors and active

than during the week.

The causes of the ozone weekend effect and its implications regarding ozone control

strategies have not yet been resolved. Almost all of the available data represent

conditions at ground level, where the destruction of ozone by fresh emissions of NO is a

major factor cãntrolling ozone concentration. However, most ozoîe is formed aloft, and

the air quality models used to analyze ozone formation have not demonstrated the ability

to represent ih" oroo"-forming system aloft with sufFrcient realism. In addition, several

potentially significant photochemical processes are yet to be fully incorporated in

ri-.,lutiott -ód"lr. These deficiencies leave unresolved this fundamental question: does

the ozone weekend effect occur because more ozone is forrred (aloft) on weekend,

because more ozone is destroyed (at the surface) on weekdays, or because ozone

formation is more efficient on weekends? More information may be obtained from the

ARB website, http :i/www.

Ozone concentrations also vary seasonally. Ozone concentrations tend to be highest

during the summer and early fall months. In areas where the coastal marine layer (cool,

moistþ is prevalent during suûtmer, the peak ozone season tends to be in the early fall.
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Additionally, as air pollution controls have reduced the emissions of ozone precursors
and the reactivþ of VOCs, ozone concentrations have declined faster during times of the
year when temperatures and the amount of sunlight are less than during the summer.
Thus, the peak ozone season corresponds with the period of the year when people tend to
be most active outdoors.

Also, ozone concentrations can vary from year to year in response to meteorological
conditions such as El Niño and other variations in global pressure systems that promote
more or less dispersion of emissions than typical. Although peak ozone concentrations
vary on a year-to-year basis, peak ozone concentrations in southern California have been
declining on a long-term basis, as anthropogenic emissions of VOC and NOx have
declined. However, since the advent of the industrial revolution, global background
concentrations of ozone appeff to be increasing (Finlayson-Pitts and Pitts, 2000). This
increase has implications regarding the oxidative capability of the atmosphere and
potentially global warming processes (ozone is a strong greenhouse gas but is present at
relatively low concentrations). Further discussion of these topics is beyond the scope of
this document.

Tropospheric ozone (O3) was first deterrnined to be phytotoxic to grapes in southern
California in the 1950s. Investigations followed that showed 03 to be the cause of foliar
symptoms on tobacco and eastem white pine. In the 1960s, "X" disea"se of ponderosa
pines within the San Bernardino Mountains was likewise determined to be due to 03.
Nearly 50 years of research have followed. Foliar 03 symptoms have been verified under
controlled chamber conditions. Studies have demonstrated negative growth effects on
forest tree seedlings due to seasonlong 03 exposures, but due to complex interactions
within forest stands, evidence of similar losses within matu¡e tree canopies remains
elusive. Investigations on tree growth, 03 flux, and stand productivity are being
conducted along natural 03 gradients and in open-air exposure systems to better
understand 03 effects on forest ecosystems. Given projected trends in demographics,
economic ouþut and climate, 03 impacts on US forests will continue and are likely to
increase Two mysterious diseases of conifers, "X" disease of ponderosa pine (Pinus
ponderosa) in southern California and eastern white pine (Pinus sfrobus) needle blight
were linked to 03 in the 1960s . A flurry of research triggered by this pioneering research
confirmed early results linking 03 to these two diseases for western conifers and eastern
white pine The link of adverse effects of 03 beyond visible symptoms and reduced
growth to whole ecosystem change was made by Stark et al. (1968) who demonstrated
that 03 predisposed trees to mortality-causing insects and by Dr Paul Miller and his
colleagues who showed that 03 differentially affected the survival of various tree speeies
thus resulting in community change. This early research paved the way for the next 50
years of research on O3 effects on the forests of southem California led by the USFS
Pacific Southwest Research Station (Dr Paul Miller) and Statewide Air Pollution
Research Center at University of Califomia, Riverside (Dr O.C. Taylor)" Simultaneously,
in the eastern US major research programs to examine the impacts of 03 on forest trees

'-';sle begun at The Pennsylvania St¿te Universify @r Al Wood), the Boyce Thompson
Institute @r Len Weinstein and Dr Jay Jacobson), and the USFS Northeastern Forest
Experiment Station in Delaware (Dr Leon Dochinge.r). Sm*ller progËÈms rvere initi¡-rted
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at universities and state and federal agencies throughout the eastern United States. These
progr¿ìms flourished in the 1970s during the early EPA research mandate to establish air
quality guidelines for 03 and again in the 1980s during the NAPAP Program where
researchers examined possible links between acid rain and 03 impacts. Beginning in the
1990s, the Forest Response Program of the US Forest Service also provided a boost to 03
research on forest trees across the US. This program later became part of the current US
Forest Ponderosa pine, a widely distributed western conifer ranging from northem
Mexico, northward to the Canadian Rocky Mountains, and east to the Black Hills of
South Dakota and westem Oklahoma" is also sensitive to 03. The first detection
of O3-induced foliar symptoms on ponderosa pine was made in southern California.
Ponderosa pines growing in the San Bernardino Mountains, which are downwind of the
Los Angeles Air Basin, were particularly affected. Studies of O3-induced effects on
ponderosa pine seedlings suggest that long-term 03 exposure can have significant effects
on photosynthetic capacity. Negative carry-ovor effects of 03 on root growth and
carbohydrate concentrations of ponderosa pine seedlings have been found in
subsequent growing seasons. Furthermore, it is well documented that O3-stressed
ponderosa pines in the San Bernardino Mountains suffer from subsequent att¿ck
by bark beetles, leading to mortality. This long-term case study has provided compelling
evidence for the important role of 03 in predisposing trees to other biotic or abiotic
stressors concluded that changes in depth and vigor of root systems, shifts in C pool sizes
and C allocation pattems, and changes in supply rates of N and Ca, caused by 03 and
acidic deposition (singly or in combination), represent key shifts in ecological function in
diverse forest types across large geographic areas in North America. Differential
mortality of O3-sensitive species, such as ponderosa pine and Jeffrey pine, has been
implicated as one of the mechanisms leading to shifts in species composition and
community structure in O3-stressed westem pine forests. As with eastern white pine,
there may be selection occurring for 03 tolerance within these two westem conifers,
although it has not been proven that actual changes in gene frequency have
occurred.Decreasing maximum hourly 03 concentrations in the San Bernardino
Mountains during 1963 to 1999 suggest that the rigorous air quality standards of southem
California are having a positive impact on 03 mærima in the region. However, these
areas still receive relatively high concentrations of 03; in addition, they also are
subjected to high amounts of N deposition ,which may confound the 03 responses Given
that availability of light, water and nutrients are all affected by competition, and that 03
effects interact with all three of these factors, it is not surprising that competition between
trees can have a dramatic effect on how trees respond to 03. Since the vast majority of
03 studies have been done with little or no competition (i.e. with a small number of trees
in chambers), it is diffrcult to scale results from 03 effects in open-grown tree
experiments to the forest situation where strong competitive interactions affect
environmental conditions, carbon allocation patterns, and pest susceptibility. Competition
from understory vegetation can also impact community responses to.
5.6. Insect and disease pests Interactions between 03 and insect and disease pests are
complex and highly variable. The first reported O3/pest interaction of forest trees was
predisposition of western pines by 03 to attack by bark beetles in southern Califomia.
This bark beetle/O3 interaction was later found to be a very complex one including
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drought and N deposition In feeding preference studies, gypsy moth larvae have shown a
preference to feed on O3-exposed oak seedlings and beetles have prefened
O3-exposed eastern cottonwood foliage. These interactions with insects likely result from
O3-induced changes in foliar chemistry or from 03 impacts on parasitoid populations.
Altered performance of forest tree pathogens can also be induced by elevated 03.
Increased susceptibilþ of hybrid poplar to Septoria canker was demonstrated by
Woodbury et al. (1994). Similarly, increased susceptibility to Melampsora leaf rust has
been shown in trembling aspen trees exposed to elevated O . 5.7. Other pollutants It was
apparent in the early 03 research that the effects of co-occurring pollutants such as SO2
could increase visible symptoms caused by 03. Later, more complex studies showed that
interacting pollutants could increase, decrease, or not afÊect growth responses for trees
exposed to elevated 03. The influx of air pollution research related to the National
Atmospheric Deposition Program (NAPAP) resulted in a large number of papers
published in the decade from 1985 to 1995. However, the most realistic of these studies
dealt with interacting 03 and acidic deposition at high altitudes, or where fog cooccurred
with elevated 03. In these situations the effects of 03 may be difhcult to distinguish from
those of acidic deposition. For example, the pine forests in the southern Sierra Nevada
Mountains of California are now known to have long been exposed to both elevated 03
and acidic deposition). Similarly, high elevation spruce-fir forests of the Northeast are
frequently exposed to elevated 03 and acidic precipitation which may be affecting cold
tolerance of these forests. 5.8. Rising atmospheric CO2 Since pre-industrial times, the
concentrations of atmospheric CO2 and 03 have increased by over 30%. These two co-
occurring pollutants are quite interesting as they act in diametrically different directions
with regard to forest tree growth and productivity. While 03 generally adversely affects
forest trees, elevated CO2 generally enhances growth and productivity, albeit these
relationships vary by species, soil nutrition and age of the forest. While several authors
report that elevated atmospheic CO2 generally ameliorates the effects of 03 on
photosynthesis and growth, negative interactions of these two pollutants have also been
reported One likely outcome of the future is that increasing levels ofambient 03 will
likely diminish the potential of forest treesto sequester additional CO2 under rising
atmospheric CO2.

Inhalation of airborne particulate matter (PM) derived from urban traffrc is associated
with pathology in the arteries, heart, and lung; effects on brain are also indicated, but are
less documented. Free radicals were detected by electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR)
in the nPM 30 days after initial collection. Chronic inhalation of re-aerosolized nPM
altered selected neuronal and glial activities in mice. The neuronal glutamate receptor
GluAl was decreased in hippocampus, while glia were activated and inflammatory
cytokines ) in cerebral cortex. Twocr, TNFcrinduced (IL-l in vitro models showed effects
of nPM suspensions within 24-48 hr of exposure that involved glutamatergic functions.
In hippocampal slice cultures, nPM increased the neurotoxicity of NMDA, a
glutamatergic agonist, which was in tum blocked by the NMDA antagonist AP5. In
embryonic neuron cultures, nPM impaired neurite outgrowth, also blocked by AP5.
Induction in mixed glia cultures required higher nPMc¿ and TNFaof IL-l concentrations
than for neuronal effects. Because conditioned media from nPM-exposed glia also
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impaired outgrowth of embryonic neurites, nPM can act indirectly, as well as directly, on
neurons in vitro. nPM can affect embryonic and adult neurons through glutamatergic
mechanisms. The interactions of nPM with glutamatergic neuronal functions suggest that
cerebral ischemi4 which involves glutamatergic excitotoxicity, could be exacerbated by
nPM.

Sudden oak death is a new disease affecting tanoak (Lithocarpus densiflora) and oaks
(Quercus spp) in California and Oregon, caused by the recently described pathogen
Phytophthora ramorum. It has reached epidemic proportions in several counties in central
California, leading to the death of tens of thousands of trees. In addition to oaks and
tanoak, P ramorum has been found in nearly all woody plant species in mixed evergreen

and redwood forests from central Califomia to southern Oregon. Plant species that are not
killed appear to serve as a reservoir for the pathogen. The high susceptibility of tanoak to
infection and death suggests that P ramorum is an exotic pathogen, but its origins, and
most details of its biology and ecology, remain unknown. Our limited knowledge
onlyOver the past century, a number of plant diseases have had major impacts on forest
ecosystems around the world. Classic examples include chestnut blight in North
America, caused by Cryphonectria parasitica, and jarrah dieback in western Australia,
caused by Phytophthora cinnamomi (Anagnostakis 1987; Weste and Marks 1987). Some
exotic diseases, such as chestnut blight and white pine blisterust, have severely impacted
populations of a single plant species, leading to a cascade of changes in forest
ecosystemsln fewer cases, a pathogen with a broad host range has affected forest
ecosystems directly. Since it was introduced in the 1920s, P cinnamomihas virtually
eliminated most tree species over hundreds of thousands of hectares of the jarrah
(Eucalyptus marginata) forests of western Australi4 converting them to grassland or
shrubland (Weste and Ma¡ks 1987; Erwin and Robiero 1996). The emergence and
introduction of new plant diseases continues to this dayOne of the most recent examples
of an emerging forest disease is o'sudden oak death". The symptoms that define it were
first recognized during 1994-95, and over the next few years it reached epidemic
proportions in oak forests along approximately 300 km of the central Califomia
coast (Garbelotto et al.200l). The most visibly affected hosts included tanoak
(Lithocarpus densiflora), coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia), Califomia black oak
(Quercus kellogii), and Shreve's oak (Quercus parvula vqr shrevei) (Rizzo et a|.2002a).
Eventually it was shown that the pathogen Phytophthoro ramorum, recently described
from rhododendron (Rhododendron spp) and viburnum (Viburnum spp) in Europe
(Werres et al2ÙIl;Rizzo et s|.2002a), was causing the disease. Research soon revealed
that P ramorum could infect other plant species as well. Over the past year and a
half, over 20 additional species from 12 plant families have been identified as potential
hosts (Rizzo et a|.2002b; Garbelotto et a|.2003; Table 1). Additional hosts are
likely to be found, as many other plant species are susceptible to infection under
laboratory conditions (Hansen and Sutton 2002; Linderman et a|.2002; Parke et a\.2002;
Tooley and Englander 2002). What is sudden oak death, and what are the ecological
implications of this new disease? Here we review what is known about the biology,
ecological implications, and management of P ramorum in the coastal forests of
California and Oregon.
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Across the range of hosts, we can distinguish two different diseases caused by P
ramorum: lethal branch or stem infections, and non-lethal foliar and twig infections The
pathogen causes large cankers on the main stem of oaks and tanoak, and often kills the
tree (Figure 1). The nÍtme "sudden oak death" comes from the fact that large groupsof
infected oaks and tanoaks often appear to die rapidly, with their foliage turning brown
within several weeks. However, the time from initial infection to tree death can
range from many months to several years. Controlled inoculation studies suggest that
environmental factors and host genotype will affect the length of the overall
process, and there are many observations of trees in which disease lesions are still small
after a few years. Tanoak appears to be the most susceptible species. Al1
size classes of tanoak, from seedlings to mature trees, may be infected and killed (Rizzo
et a|.2002a; Figwe 2). Tanoak infections occur on stems, branches, and leaves. In
contrast, P ramorum does not appear to infect small stems, branches, or leaves on true
oaks; larger trees therefore appear to be more prone to infection and mortality
than seedlings and saplings. A number of opportunistic organisms are commonly
observed on oak and tanoak trees with advanced P ramorum infections, including
ambrosia beetles (Monarthrum scutellare and Monarthrum dentiger), bark beetles
(Pseudopityophthorus pubipennis), and Hypoxylon thouarsianum, a sapwood rotting
fungus, (McPherson et a|.2002). These organisms may hasten the death of trees
infected with P ramorum. Researchers have found that only oaks in the sections
Lobatae (red oaks) and Protobalanus (intermediate oaks) are infected in the field. Despite
the wide host range of P ramorum, oaks in the section Quercus (the white oaks)
still appear to be unaffected by P ramorum in the field (Rizzo et a|.2002U 2002b). Blue
oak (Q douglasii) and valley oak (Q lobata) - the major oak species of the inner
coastal ranges, central valley, and Sierra Nevada foothills of California - fall into the
white oak group, as does Oregon white oak(Q garryøna) and Engelmann oak
(Q engelmannii) (Pavllk et a|.1991). The progression of the disease and the extent of
damage to most non-oak hosts are not well chaructenzed yet. One
of the few consistent features of P ramorum infections is that the pathogen is only
recovered from aboveground plant parts such as leaves, branches, or stems. On several
species in the rhododendron family (Ericaceae), P ramorunt causes considerable leaf
blight and branch dieback @igure 3). One researcher has observed the death of
madrone (Arbutus menziesü) saplings in less than 4 months in the field @ Maloney
unpublished), and we suspect that the pathogen can kill mature madrone trees. Mature
native rhododendrons have been killed in Oregon (Goheen et a|.2002a), and dieback has
also been noted on redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) sprouts and Douglas-fir
(Pseudotsuga menziesii) saplings (Davidson et aL.2002a; Maloney et a|.2002). However,
on other hosts, such as California bay laurel (Umbellularia caliþrnica) andbigleaf maple
(Acer macrophyllum), P ramorum appears to be primarily a leaf pathogen with very
limited stem infection. Although they do not lead directly to tree death, these
foliar infections may influence tree physiology through such effects as premature leaf
abscission.

Phytophthoro ramorum is known from two main geographic locations: the westem US
and Europe. (See the website www.suddenoakdeath.org for the most up-to-date
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range.) In the US, the disease is found on oaks from the Big Sur coastline in Monterey
County, Califomia to Curry County, Oregon, a distance of approximately 650 km (Figure
4). Most sites where P rqmorum has been collected are within 30 km of the Pacific
coastline or San Francisco Bay. The most extensive areas of tree mortality in California
are in the canyons of Big Sw, the hills above the cþ of Santa Cntz, and in Marin County
north of San Francisco, especially around Mt Tamalpais.
ln 1993, the pathogen was recovered in dead and dying ornamental rhododendron and
viburnum in gardens and nurseries in Germany and the Netherlands (Werres et al.
2001; Werres and Marwitz 1997).It has since been confirmed from nurseries and gardens
in the UK, Spain, Poland, France, Sweden, and Belgium. Although surveys
are ongoing, P ramorumhas not been fotmd to infect native plants in those countries (C
Brasier pers comm). To date, no mortality of overstory trees in Europe has been
associated with P ramorum.

Phytophthorq ramorum's geographic origin is unknown. There are no reports of this
species in the US or Europe before the mid 1990s. Its aggressiveness on tanoaks of all
ages, and its limited geographic range in relation to the distribution of its hosts, suggest
that it may have been introduced only recently to the US. Based on amplifiedfragment
length polymorphisms (AFLPs), P ramorum appears to have a
clonal population structure, with one dominant genotype which has been
found from Big Sur, California to Oregon (Garbelotto et aL.2002a;K
Ivors and M Garbelotto unpublished). This population structure also supports
the hypothesis of an exotic origin. The pathogen's origin in Europe is also
unknown, but AFLP analyses suggest that the European and North
American populations are distinct (Ivors and Garbelotto unpublished). In
addition, all European isolates of P ramorumtestedto date appear to have
an A1 mating type, while all North American isolates have the Ðtype
(Werres and Zielke in press). These data suggest that the microorganism
was not exchanged between the two continents. If it is indeed exotic in
both locations, then we hypothesize that it was transported from a third, unknown
location. 

'We 
ca¡not completely dismiss the hypothesis that P ramorum has been in

California for many years, and that changes in the environment, such as climate warming,
fire suppression, or other modifications in land use pattems, have led to an increase in its
aggressiveness and the prevalence of a single genotype. Another hypothesis is that a
native Phytophthora species underwent a change in host specificity, host preference, or
virulence. Phytophthora hybrids occur in nature, and may show a marked change
in host range (Brasier et al.1999). In England and other parts of Europe, a new
Phytophthora species that appears to be a hybrid between P cambivora (anoak pathogen)
and P fragariae-like isolates (a strawberry pathogen) has killed thousands of alder trees
(Alnus spp) (Brasier et al. 1999).
Phytophthora can infect alder. Many Phytophthora species occur in agricultural and
ornamental settings in California, so a hybrid origin for P ramorum is possible.

Over its range in coastal California and Oregon, P ramorun is associated with several
different forest t¡res, found at elevations ranging from sea level to over 800 m (Rizzo
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et a|.2002a; Figures 5 and 6). Oaks and tanoak occur in closed-cilopy, mixed evergreen
forests that can be divided into those with and those without a substantial component of
Douglas-fn (Shuford and Timossi 1989; Sawyer et al.1988). Other major hardwood
associates in these mixed evergreen forests include California bay laurel and madrone. In
coast redwood forests, an understory of tanoak mixes with a number of shrub species,
including rhododendron and evergreen huckleberry (Vaccinium ovatum) (Shuford and
Timossi 1989). Nearly all of the woody plant species in these forest types are known to
be susceptible to P ramorum. The evidence collected to date suggests that P ramorum

Sudden oak death endangers forests DM Rizzo and M Ga¡belotto epidemics in Califomia
forests may be driven by the presence of associated susceptible plant species, not the oaks
themselves. ln this sense, P ramorum acts like a zoonotic disease, such as bubonic plague
or Lyme disease, in which humans serye as dead-end hosts (Keeling and Gilligan
2000; Woolhouse et al.200l). Foliar infections of non-oak hosts may play a key role in
the epidemiology of P ramorumby serving as a source of inoculum @avidson er ø/.
2002c). The most likely dispersal propagules of P ramorum, spotaÍrgia and
chlamydospores, are readily produced on foliage, particularly bay laurel (Figure 7), but
we have yet to fild these propagules on infected oak bark (Davidson et a\.2002c). Even
hosts with relatively small lesions may be important in the transmission biology of
P ramorum, because such lesions do not kill leaves, and may support the abundant
production and release of spores (sporulation). Forests with a diversity of plant hosts may
therefore be more susceptible to invasion by P ramorum.Two recent
studies in Califomia have found a clear association between the presence of bay laurel
trees and P ramorum infection on oak (Kelly and Meentemeyer 2002; Swiecki and
Bemhardt 2002). Ongoing surveys have found that foliar host infection may precede the
infection of oak and tanoak on individual sites. Because tanoak leaves may be
infected and potentially support sporulation, epidemics in tanoak forests may be different
from those in coast live oak forests, in not requiring the presence of additional hosts. As
with most plant diseases, environmental conditions will play amajor role in the spread
and intensification of sudden oak death. The current geographic rarìge of the pathogen in
California and Oregon includes a wide range of microclimates within a climate of
predominantly winter rainfall. The mean annual rainfall of the different locations where P
romorum has been collected ranges from 85 to 200 cm. Our recent field data indicate that
waÍn rains result in very high levels of sporulation (Davids on et a\.2002c J Davidson
and P Maloney unpublished). Inoculation experiments on bay laurel leaves have indicated
9-12 hours of leaf wetness and temperatures of -18-22"C are necessary to obtain
significant infection (Garbelotto et a|.2003). We hypothesize that heavy rains during
several years in the mid-l990s, including the El Niño periods of 1993 and 1998, resulted
in widespread infection and increased morüality of oaks 2to 3 years later. Little is known
about how variation in site conditions might predispose hosts to infection or influence the
severity of a local epidemic. Many stand level variables, such as stand density, basal are4
slope, and aspect, do not appear to be good predictors ofthe presence ofthe pathogen
(Swiecki and Bernhardt2002), but canopy exposure and edge effects do seem to be
associated with increased infection (Swiecki and Bemhardt 2002; Kelly and
Meentemeyer 2002), which may reflect an increased interception of inoculum in wind-
driven rain. A significant positive correlation between stem water potential and diseased
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oaks suggests that sudden oak death is not more coÍtmon on water-stressed oaks, and that
water stress may not be as important a factor as it is with many
other plant diseases (Swiecki and Bernhardt2}l2). Genetic resistance in host populations
will also affect spread of the disease. Preliminary field and laboratory experiments have
indicated that individual coast live oak and bay laurel plants display different levels of
susceptibility to the disease (Rizzo et aL.2002a; Garbelotto et a\.2003). Further studies
have been initiated to follow up on these observations in both species @ Dodd and
Garbelotto unpublished; D Hüberli and M Garbelotto unpublished). If resistance is found
to occur, determining its distribution among host populations may allow us to develop
predictive epidemiological models.

Many studies to evaluate the short- and long-terrn impacts of P ramorum oîcoastal
forests are currently underway. To do this, we need to understand the ecology
of these forests, including the expected rates and causes of mortality. Coastal range
forests consist of a mosaic of vegetation types in various successional states (Sawyer er
al.1988; Shuford and Timossi 1989). Humans have been altering much of the forestland
cunently affected by the pathogen for many years already (Barbour et al.7993;Pavhket
al.l99I; Sawyer et al.1988; Keeley 2002). Fire suppression, human-ignited fires,
introduced plant and animal species, and logging have shaped the forest structure
and composition. The dynamics of many of these forests are poorly understood, even in
the absence of P ramorum. On small spatial scales (0.2-l ha), infection rates of P
romorum range from 20-70Yofor tanoak and4-30%o for coast live oak (Swiecki and
Bernhardt 2002; P Maloney unpublished; J Davidson unpublished). Mortalþ measured
in 2000-01 reached upto22Yo for tanoak ardl5Yo for coast live oak (Swiecki and
Bemhardt 2002). unfortunately, mortality rates of oaks and tanoak under
historic conditions have not been well charactenzed for these forests (Swiecki and
Bemhardt 2002; Hunter 1997). Swiecki and Bemhardt(2002) have recently compared
mortality associated with other diseases (mostly canker rot fungi) to those caused by P
rømorum. They concluded that the pathogen has doubled the morølity of coast live oak
on their plots and increased the amount of tanoak mortality at least fourfold over the past
decade.

The distribution of P ramorum-causedmortality across the landscape has not been well
quantified, but it is clearly patchy (Kelly and Meentemeyer 2002; Swiecki and
Bernhardt 2002). Even within the areas with the greatest amount of hee mortalþ, there
are large areas with susceptible host species tlut are apparently free of disease.
Clustering of dead and diseased trees has been found on scales of 100-300 m (Kelly and
Meentemeyer 2002; Swiecki and Bernhardt2}}2). Extensive aerial andground surveys
are currently underway to gain a better understanding of mortality levels across the
pathogen's complete geographic range (Kelly and Mcpherson 2001).
The broad host range of P ramorum,the variability of symptoms between diflerent hosts,
and the pathogen's aerial dispersal suggest that it has the potential to cause a cascade
oflong-term landscape changes. Hosts include canopy trees, understory shrubs, and at
least one herbaceous plant. Sublethal infections of non-oak hosts may allow P ramorum
to persist indefinitely in infested forests, alter the regeneration of infected species, and
affect the success of future restoration efforts. Because of the range ofsusceptibility of co
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existing plant species (for example, bay laurel and oak), pathogen-mediated competition
may influence fufure successional pattems in these forests (Hudson and Greenman 1998).
Selection pressure driven by resistance to P ramorum may also be large enough to cause
a directional shift in the genetic structure of oaks and tanoaks. Even in the case of the
foliar hosts, the pathogen's subtle effects on plant physiology may result in a selection
force.
Coastal oak and tanoak forests provide food and shelter for hundreds of vertebrate and
invertebrate species @avlik et al.l99l} so the diseases caused by P ramorumhavethe
potential to affect wildlife by changing or completely removing these resources. For
example, reductions in insect populations associated with oaks and other hosts could
affect insectivorous birds, by changing prey type or increasing foraging time and
ultimately affecting nesting success. Reductions of acorn production by oaks and tanoaks
could influence vertebrate populations that rely heavily on acorn mast as a food source.
Research is currently underway by several research groups to test these possibilities @
Dahlsten and K Fischer pers comm). Microbial community dynamics may also be
affected. In many redwood forests, tanoaks are the dominant (or only) species with
ectomycorrhizal fungi on their roots. If tanoak is removed from a site as a result of
disease, does this eliminate or reduce these myconhizal species, or will mycorrhizal
communities shift to other host species (eg ericaceous
plants)? How will future plant generations be affected if significant mycorrhizal changes
occur? As a leaf pathogen, P ramorum interacts with other foliar fungi species. Other
foliar Phytophthorø species are present, some of which appear to be native (Rjzzo et al.
2002a; Davidson et a|.2002b). Does P ramorum directly compete with these other
species? If so, will it replace them in areas where they coexist? A similar instanse of one
pathogen causing the local extinction of a related but less aggressive pathogen occupying
the same ecological niche has been documented for the two causal agents of Dutch elm
disease (Brasier 2001). Given the apparently identical niches of these Phytophthora
species, what is the potential for hybridization and horizontal gene transfer? Could this
lead to the formation of unique, and potentially more virulent, genotypes? of great
concern is the potential for the spread of P ramorumto forests outside California and
Oregon. Laboratory inoculations have found two eastern North American oaks, northern
red oak (Quercus rubra) and pin oak (Quercus palustris), to be susceptible to P ramorum
infection (Rizzo et aL.2002b). One must be cautious when extrapolating results from
seedling experiments to potential effects on mature trees. However, because lesion sizes
in red oak and pin oak seedlings were much larger than in
coast live oak seedlings (a species in which adults are very
it is probable that mature trees of northem red oak and pin oak will also be susceptible to

P ramorum infection. Rhododendron catawbiense,native to the eastern US, has been
infected by P ramorum innurseries and gardens in Germany (Werres et al.200l).
Because of our limited knowledge of the ecology of P ramorum,theultimate impact of
this pathogen in new regions is difficult to predict. Critical parameters to examine will
include microclimate and the interactions between carrier hosts and those
hosts that may die from the pathogen.

Californi4 Oregon, and the federal govenrment have established task forces to bring to
together va¡ious agencies in developing strategies and methodologies to manage
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this new disease. Many researchers at universities, NGOs, and govemment agencies in
both the US and Ewope are involved in learning more about P ramorum
and its ecological rarnifications . Management of the pathogen is occurring at multiple
scales, ranging from protecting individual trees to preventing the spread of the pathogen
to other geographic locations. Various chemical compounds are being tested to protect
high-value, individual oak trees at the urban-wildland interface (Garbelotto et a|.2002b).
The combined use of chemical compounds and natural resistance in oaks may eventually
have broader application on the landscape scale (Garelotto et a\.2003;Hardy et al.
2001). However, landscape-level control of most forest diseases includes a silvicultural
approach that incorporates knowledge of pathogen and host ecology. An understanding
of pathogen spread, forest succession, and the role of fire in host ecology will be
necessary to develop management protocols in California and Oregon. In addition,
management goals will depend on forest type and geographic location. Researchers and
government agencies in Oregon are attempting an eradication progam (Goheen
et a|.2002b), which was established after the disease was found to be concentrated in
nine small patches (5-40 diseased trees eacÐ scattered over 23 km2 and located over
300 km from the nearest known infection sites in California. Even if the complete local
eradication of P ramorum in Oregon is unsuccessful, the effort may slow the spread of
the pathogen to new locations in the state. In most areas of California, in contrast, the
disease is too well established to be eliminated. In the forests around the San Francisco
Bay, where timber production is not a major goal, management of the disease will be
geared towards watershed management, fuel loads, wildlife, and aesthetics.
On the northern coast of Californi4 leading into Oregon, the disease occurs in areas that
are currently managed for timber. In these forests, plans to combat P ramorum will need
to be incorporated into already established forest management plans, for example through
quarantine inspections, or washing vehicles in work areas to prevent the movement of
infested soil. Prevention of the spread of P ramorumto areas outside the known zone of
infestation is considered a high priority. This requires coordination between govemment
agencies, private industries, and the public. Because of the uncertainty concerning the
origin, distribution, and host range of P ramorum,theUS, Canada, the EU, Australia" and
South Korea have implemented quarantines for plant material and/or soil from California
and Oregon. In addition, The US has placed restrictions on rhododendron and vibumum
imported from Europe, since the pathogen has clearly moved throughout western Europe
on infected rhododendron and viburnum stock. Stopping the exchange of potentially
infected plant material between Europe and the US is critical, because of the possibility
of uniting the two mating types of P romorum,leading to increased genetic variabilþ.
Such a situation occurred recently with Phytophthora infestans, cause of potato late
blight, with devastating results (Fry and Goodwin 1997). The discovery that even small
foliar lesions may be epidemiologically important for P ramorum, combihed with
the difhculties of culturing the pathogen, is proving to be a challenge for regulatory and
monitoring agencies.We must also keep this epidemic in context. Thousandsof hectares
of California oak woodland are already lost each year to urbanization and agriculture
(Pavlik et al.l99l).

Pathologists investigating the widespread death of oak trees in the forest ecosystems of
northern Califomia concluded, in 2000, that the problem was due to a new plant disease,
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dubbed Sudden Oak Death (SOD), which was caused by the fungal pathogen
Phytophthora ramorum. Since then this one organism has been the focal point of notable
efforts to understand, monitot, and control SOD. While not disputing that P. ramorum is
involved in the final demise of many oaks, ttrere are a growing number of scientists and
arborists who do not agree that this pathogen is the fundamental cause of the overall
decline. These experts point out that most of the dying oaks in SOD-affected forests show
no expression of P. ramorum. They further note that the etiology of SOD closely
resembles that seen in other aging forests where the decline of the trees has been
attributed to an increase in acidþ and mineral deficiency of the water and soils. ln these
places, acidic conditions create mineral imbalances and deficiencies in trees, especially
calcium, which greatly weaken the trees, raising their susceptibility to secondary pests
and pathogens. Here we present evidence that suggests systemic acidification of forests
can explain, quite well, the entire SOD phenomenon. The etiology of SOD in Catifornia
coincides closely with the symptoms of systemic acidification in aging forest ecosystems.
Dieback starts with the upper and outer branches in the crown, showing a pattem of
wilting and browning of leaves along with dead small branches and progressively
spreading to the lower parts of the crown over several years.The decline affects nearly all
kinds of oaks, as well as bays, buckeyes, pines, and so forth, hitting mainly the larger
trees in mixed-oak savannas and forests, most of which have been under strict fire control
for more than 50 years. Areas near the coast and those experiencing frequent seasonal fog
are especially hard hit by SOD. Affected trees tend to occur in mature forests (greater
than 100 years old) and are always found in association with a heavy cover of mosses and
lichens. Moss mats have been shown in both laboratory and field studies to create
conditions acidic enough to kill the underlying fine roots and mycorrhizae, whichleads to
water and nutrient stress and reduced radial growth in nearby trees. Mosses and lichens
are also observed to degrade the tree's protective bark layer, allowing for pests/pathogens
to more easily infeslinfect the tree. In general, the etiology of SOD in California is much
like that seen elsewhere in dying oaks (e.g., Texas, Missouri, Pennsylvania" Manitoba,
and Ernope), except that P. ramorum is not found to be involved in these other declines.
Data on pH from 34,700 soil samples taken from a wide range of agricultural and forest
soils in Califonria indicate that betweenl}.2 and2l.5%o of the soils are acidic (pH < 6.0)
and 1.6 to 4.3%o are strongly acidic (pH < 5.0). However, a set of sarnples taken from
SOD affected sites indicates that72Yo of these soils are acidic and 4%o are strongly acidic
(median pH : 5.7; n : 136). The soils from these sites were also found to be consistently
low in Ca and very high in soluble Al and Fe. Spatial analysis reveals a strong coastal
gradient in soil pH with the lowest pH values found near the coast. Strong coastal
gradients are also apparent in soil C4 which is lowest near the coast, and in soil Al,
which is highest near the coast. Precipitation chemistry data from this region also reveal a
coastal pH gradient much like that found in the soils. Similar coastal gradients in
precipitation pH have been reported from the Olympic peninsula, from southeast Alaska,
and from Scandinavia. These results lend further support to the theory that systemic
acidification is adversely affecting the health of the trees and soils in SOD-afFected
forests. The situation described here in Califomia is not unlike that in other regions of the
world where aging forests are experiencing decline. From this and other work (e.g.,
studies at Hubbard Brook), we strongly believe that the cause (and the definition)of SOD
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is still an open question, and that the scope of SOD research should be expanded to
include studies of acidification by cryptogams in the context of forest and soil ecology.

Sudden Oak Death (SOD), defined by COMTF scientists as the decline and death of trees
caused by the fungal pathogen Phytophthora ramorum, is widespread across the coastal
forests of northern California. The pathogen has now been found in over 40 species of
Califomia plants and in nursery plants around the US. While the current research is
focused on the genetics, transmission, and epidemiology of the Phytophthorq ramorum
(P. r.) pathogen, information on the ecology related to SOD is sorely lacking. From an
ecosystem perspective the partial or complete death of a tree indicates not only a
dysfunction or disease affecting that organism, it signifies, as well, a change or shift in
the composition and metabolism of the whole forest ecosysteml. In the case of SOD,
such an approach seems especially pertinent given that the Lead PI @r. Lee Klinger) and
others2 have observed that most of the trees dying in SOD-affected forests show no
visible expression of the P. r. pathogen. The presence of secondary pests like Ambrosia
beetles in SOD-affected forests raises the possibility that P. r.,too,may be secondary,
that there are other agents acting to weaken the trees and increase susceptibility to fungal
attack. Clearly, any credible information which implicates factors other than P. r. in SOD
must be carefully investigated. This paper investigates the regional patterns in soils and
precipitation chemistry dat¿ from Califomia as related to the role of systemic
acidification in SOD.

In studies of ecosystem change, ecologists have ûequently reported how maturing
landscapes and seascapes progress through a series of cha¡acteristic communities, stages
of development much like those of individual organisms3. Successional (i.e.
developmental) studies of forested landscapes have shown that as forests mature and age
the vegetation takes on more evergreen forms, mosses and lichens increase in abundance,
and surface soils become more acidic4. This process of systemic acidiJìcationisdue, in
part, to the buildup of biomass (mainly plant organic matter) which, upon decomposition,
releases organic acids that acidifr and leach mineral nutrients from the soils. Older
forests that escape burning or otherwise go undisturbed for several generations will
eventually show symptoms of decline (e.g., top dieback, reduced rates of radial growth
(Kreuter 1993 in Huettl & Mueller Dombois 1993), fine root mortality). In the early 70s
scientists in the US and Europe sta¡ted to pay attention to observations of rapid dieback
in certain forests that previously appeared healthy. As these forests were oftãn within a
few hundred kilometers of highly industrialized regions, air pollution and acid rain were
implicated as probable cuþits. Billions of dollars of US and Ewopean govemment
funds were poured into research on the affects of acid rain and air pollution on trees. Well
before the studies were complete the popular press picked up on the acid rain issue and
soon had the public convinced that forest decline around the world was attributable to
acid rain or air pollution. But upon completion of these major research programs, forest
scientists concluded, still unbeknownst to the general public, that acid.ãin *d uit
pollution ate not the primary causes of forest decline5. Some reasons for this are obvious.
Forest decline with symptomology identical to that found in polluted regions occurs
extensively inunpolluted areas such as Alaska6, HawuiT,New ZealandS, the southem
Andes9, Bomeol0, and New Guineal l. This pattern alone suggests the involvement of
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natural processes of tree death, which may be exacerbated by high pollution levels. Most
work on possible natural causes of forest decline centers on biotic damaging agents such
as insects and fungal pathogens, and on the damaging effects of climate. Little work has
been done on community and ecosystem processes related to forest decline, especially
with respect to successionl2. In general, hypotheses and investigations of forest decline
have focused on pattems and
processes occurring over a rather naffow range of spatial and temporal scales. For
instance, there are virtually hundreds of studies on the short-term (S I year) effects of
various pollutants on leaves and branches (and occasionally entire individuals) of trees
and crops plants. Yet, few, if any studies address the predicted or observed ecosystem- or
global-scale patterns of forest decline occurring presently or over the past few centuries.
"Decline" or "dieback" are terms used synonymously to describe forests where the
majority of trees show reduced vigor or are standing deadl3. In some forests the obvious
causal mechanisms of fire, wind, or flooding, can explain the death of trees. However, in
many areas forest dieback cannot be "explained" by these or other mechanisms. Insects,
fungal pathogens, mistletoe, or other forest pests are often, but not always, present in
declining forests. Forest decline is a global phenomenonl4 that has been occurring
sporadically for at least several hundred years in many areasl5. Forest decline tends to
occur in moist to wet sites, though not alwaysl6, and there is growing evidence that tree
death can be droughtinducedlT. [n some areas tree death occurs in groupsl8, but more
often mortality is scattered throughout an affected forest in a seemingly random
patternl9. Forest decline affects mainly mature or old-growth forests, and tends to affect
canopy trees more severely than subcanopy trees2O. Yet, growing within heavily-
damaged forests ate some canopy trees which are barely, if at all, affected2l. Seedling
and sapling growth in damaged areas may or may not be strongly itúttbited22. Death of
surrounding understory is rarely observed23. Aflected trees tend to exhibit dieback
beginning at the top or outermost branches and progressing downward or inward24.
Decreased diameter growth is commonly associated with forest decline25, as are
symptoms of nutrient deficiencies (e.g., chlorosis) and waterstress26. In studies where
belowground plant tissue has been examined, mortality of very frne (feeder) roots and
mycorrhizae has also been documented2T. Of particular importance is the observation
that feeder root and mycorrhizae mortality occurs prior to the onset of aboveground
dieback symptoms2S. The decline is often, though not always, accompanied by
attacks of pathogenic fungi and/or insects. Surface soils in declining forests are typically
found to be acidic29, depleted in base cations3O, and enriched in soluble Fe and AI3I .

A recent set of field studies focusing on the role of mosses in forest decline have reported
a significant relationship between the presence of ground-dwelling mosses and the
mortality of fine (feeder) roots and myconhizae in the soils beneath declining forests of
southeast Alaska, New York, and Colorado32. These studies follow offof earlier findings
from Venenela documented highly significant decreases in the radial growth of trees and
highly significant increases in the acidity of soils with an increase in moss cover. Other
studies have found that the mortalþ of feeder roots and mycorrhizae occurs prior to the
onset of aboveground symptoms3S. Fine root mort¿lity in areas of forest decùne is
closely tied to soil acidification34, especially where calcium levels are low-3i. Soluble
aluminum concentrations rue reported to be high in the organic soil horizons and in the
soil water beneath declining trees3ó. The fine roots of declining trees are found to cont¿in
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significantly more Al than those of healthy tees37. Controlled laboratory experiments
show a significant inverse correlation between soil Al and the live root biomass in
oaks38. Strong acidification and high concentrations of soluble Al in soil water are
reported to inhibit the growth of endomycorrhizal fungi39. It is important to note that
these soil conditions have been clearly documented in declining oak forests around the
U.S.4}.In summary, the evidence indicates
that organic acids released by mosses and other cryptogams leach the surface soils of
base locations and mobilize heavy metals (especially Al) to toxic levels 4l,thus killing
the fine roots and mycorrhizal fungi, interfering with the Ca and Mg uptake and
transport42, and slowing the cambial growth of trees43. Given the heavy Ca requirements
of trees for maintaining healtþ wood and bark, Ca deficiency ranks high on the list of
concems of forest scientists. Furthermore, the acids produced by mosses are notorious for
their abilþ to accelerate the weathering of substrates, including bark and even rock. It is
likely, therefore, that mosses growing thickly on the trunks and branches of certain trees
are degrading the trees'protective bark and creating points of entry for pathogens, insects,
and other pests into the stem Following the early phases of forest decline which occurs in
the subtle presence of mosses, the later phases are clearly associated with peat-forming
mosses, especially Sphagnum. The signifrcant role of peat forrnation in forest decline has
Iong been recognized by ecologists who have labelled the processpaludiJìcation.The
term paludification was first used by Auer to refer to the establishment and growth of
peat-forming plant communities taking place both on dry lands and in bodies of water44.
ln recent years this term has been applied exclusively to the succession from dry land to
bog, and the term "terrestrialization" has been applied to the process of bog forrnation
from the infilling of a water body. Numerous physical mechanisms for paludification
have been proposed including rising water tables45, reduced thawing depth46, and soil
hardpan formation4T. Extensive paludification in the British Isles and Scandanavia has
been attributed to forest depradation by early humans48. Paludification has also been
attributed to biological mechanisms such as the growth of peatforming vegetation4g and
beaver activity5O. Typically treated merely as indicatorc, Sphagnum andother peat-
forming mosses appear to play much more an active role in paludification than previously
believed. This can be clearly seen in the phenomena known as "wave dieback". I first
saw this phenomena in Peril Straits which separates Baranof and Chichagof Islands in
southeast Alask4 where circular and elliptical rings of dieback appear within the old-
growth forests. These rings may be anywhere from several meters to thousands of meters
in circumference and are expanding outward. Dead trees, fallen logs, and large stumps
abound within the rings, whereas in the forests outside the rings there is noticably less
dieback. In the narrow zone of dieback forming the rings there is an abundance of
Sphagnum mosses, and if one observes the very edge of the ring, the line between mostly
healtþ forest and dying forest, one finds a virtual Sphagnum wave moving along, slow
but steady. The wave-like progression of forest dieback has been seen in many places51.
On Mt. Mitchell in North Carolin4 the highest mount¿in in the Appalachians, the wave
dieback of red spruce near the summit is associated with waves of Polytricåun mosses.
On Whiteface Mountian in the Adirondack Mountains of upstate New York, the dieback
of balsam fir occurs in elongated waves which move upslope at rates of about a half
meter to a meter per year. At the margin are billowing mats of Sphagnum transforming
the ecosystem into a mossy heathland. Here, and elsewhere, the pattern can be best
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understood if the site is visited during the brief period in spring when all but the deepest
snows have melted. Sites around and under lateJying snowbanks are preferred habitats
for mosses. These snowbanks provide a steady source of moisture and nutrients which
extends well into the spring when sunshine is strong and air temperatures are waÍn.
Mosses which begin growing immediately upon thawing, a¡e able to take immediate
advantage of this optimal environment, while vascular plants must await the thawing of
subsoils and the growth of new leaves in order to take full advantage of this short-lived
springtime condition. Thus, the waves of mosses demark shifting lines of deep
snowbanks which form every winter and melt away every spring. The acids produced by
mosses are also notorious for their ability to accelerate the weathering of substrates,
including bark and rock. This raises the question of whether the thick moss cover on the
trunks and branches of SOD-infected trees is degrading the protective bark layer and
creating points of entry for P. r. and other pathogens into the stem. Mosses clearly must
be considered and studied if they are present in areas of tree decline. Furthermore, the
tests for pathogenicity of P. r. must include controls for mosses before any claims can be
made that P. r. is the ultimate cause of SOD. While the SOD pathogen ranges across the
coastal forests ofNorthern Catifornia its expression follows a general pattern whereby
cankers occur mainly at the base of the older canopy trees in mixed-oak forests in moist
valleys and on hillsides, especially where fog is frequent. Affected trees tend to occur in
forests gteater than 100 years old and with a heavy cover of mosses52.The entire region
has been under strict fne control for more than 50 years. Increasingly strongly acidic soils
have been noted in Sonom4 Marin, Mendocino, and Lake Counties53. A coastal to
inland gradient of increasing precipitationpH, as has been observed elsewhere along the
north Pacific coast54, is also apparent here in northern California55. The decline pattems
and environment of this region are comparable to those of many other forests around the
world affected by decline56.

The role of Phytophthora species in forest decline has athacted much attention recentþ in
both California and Europe. while not disputing that phytophthora may have a
significant role in accelerating the demise of some trees there are obviously tree losses
that cannot be attributed to this pathogen. In fact other root-nibbling orgaoi.-r such as
Pythium have also been implicated in some European forest decline situations5T. The
Sudden Oak Death situation in Califomia is different in that there is supposedly no
function for Phytophthora ramonlm as a root pathogen. Sudden oak death is attributable
primarily to above groundsymptoms, especially trunk cankers. However it is likely that
there is a soil phase in the disease cycle of this pathogen since it produces abundant
chlamydospores potentially capable of long-term survival and germinability. In addition,
many oaks from which Phytophthora has not been isolated are in decline. The root health
of oaks is deserving of much closer attention. Are 'root nibblers' such as Pythium, or
indeed Ph¡ophthora at work? What is the status and health of mycorrhizal associations
in roots in these affected areas? I believe there are likely to be other associated factors in
forest decline, especially environmental degradation (impact of sulfir dioxide, nitrogen
dioxide, acid rain, ozone, water quality, increased carbon dioxide levels, global *ut-ittg,
droughts, floods) that can reduce the resistance of the forest to pest and pathogen attack.
It is also possible that some of the death we are seeing is attribut¿ble to the natural cycle
of death and renewal in the forest. One specific example in a plethora of complex
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interactions is deserving of some attention. The prolonged absence of natural buming and
the likely consequent excessive depletion of nutrients from the soil such as calcium might
be expected to be a significant factor in disturbance ofthis natural cycle. There is a
voluminous literature of the different effects of calcium, both direct on oak decline5S and
indirect on the biology and pathology of Phytophthora in naturally suppressive and
calcium carbonate amended soi1s59. The concept of new Phytophthora species could be
misleading since likely flffiy, if not all, have been in place for decades60, some perhaps
for thousands of years. The recent ability to use molecular methods to rapidly and
accurately identify microbes such as Phytophthora has created the illusion that these
pathogens are recently introduced and on the increase. In fact even in the case of SOD the
extremely close similarity with a root pathogen Phytophthora lateralis which has been
recorded in the Pacific region forests since 1920 suggests the possibilþ that it has been
in the region for many decades. I favor the concept developed by Erwin Fuhrer6l and
others62 in describing the oak decline situation in Central Europe. He describes oak
decline as a 'complex of diseases'. No one set of stress factors nor one pathogen can
accurately describe the situation. Fuhrer emphasizes a'complex of diseases' with a
'combination of predisposing and inciting factors' dependent on the geographical
location and conditions. Not surprisingly, success in treating forest decline has been
widely achieved using methods such as liming and burning which ameliorate soil acidity
and cryptogam cover. Burning and liming produce similar results as they both reduce the
sources of acidity (by killing the cryptogams) and raise the base cation concentration in
the surface soilsóJ. The traditional practice of applying limewash to the trunks of trees
(i.e., whitewashing) has long been known to improve tree health and reduce insect pests
and mosses growing on the bark. Limewashing is still a common practice in many
traditional forest cultures around the world (e.g.,inMexico, Chinq and India). The large
volume of studies on lime treatments of declining forests together indicate that that
addition of lime-rich minerals clearly improves the health of trees64,improves root and
mycorrhizae growthóS, improves soil fertilityóó, reduces levels of toxic metals in soilsó7,
and reduces moss coveró8. In short, remineralization appears to slow or arrest the aging
process in ecosystems. decline is associated with systemic acidification. These findings
are similar to those found in southeast Alaska where forest decline has been incorrectly
attributed to the Phytophthora pathogenTí . .. Given these results and considering, as
well, other evidence that systemic acidification isassociated with forest decline in
california, an expanded view and definition of soD is warranted.

Air pollution in our cities, and even our suburbs, is a serious concern as we enter the
twenty first century. The burning of fossil fuels has introduced a steady flow of deadly
pollutants into our atrnosphere, yet very few urban areas can meet national clean air
standards. Luckily, we are surrounded by efficient air cleaning machinesltrees. Trees
sequester many pollutants from the atnosphere, including nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur
dioxide (SO2), ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), and particulate matter of ten microns
or less (PM10).

Dave Nowak, Ph.D., of the USDA Forest Service conducted research in 50 US cities and
developed a methodology to assess the air pollution removal capacity of urban forests
with respect to the above pollutants. American Forests uses this research to determine the
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work trees do to clean the air with CITYgIeen softwarela desktop GIS program that
calculates the value of trees to urban environments. The program estimates the amount of
pollution being deposited within a given study site based on pollution data from the
nearest city then estimates the removal rate based on the area of tree and/or forest canopy
coverage on the site.

Air Quality benefits are reported both in lbs removed per year, as well as annual dollar
savings. Dollar values for pollutants are based on the median value of the externality
costs set by the Public Service Commission in each state.

Trees and Air Quality around the Country

City Pounds of pollutants
removed annuallv bv trees

Annual value of trees with
respect to air pollution

Washington. DC 878.000 $2.1 million
Atlanta GA Metro Area 19,000,000 $47 million
Portland. OR Metro Area 2,000,000 $4.8 million
Denver. CO Metro Area 1,100,000 $2.6 million

An average human breathes around 3,400 gallons of air each day. Included in each breath
can be numerous noxious chemicals as well as suspended particles. Consequently, human
lungs must cope with this pollution. It is well known that air pollution is hazardous to
human health and of enoflnous concern today. However, the "hurgs" of our urban areas,
trees growing in and a¡ound our cities, must also contend with air pollution. Just as air
pollution impacts humans, air pollution afflects trees in a variety of ways. Pollution has
long been identified as harmful to trees. Historically, impacts of air pollution were
primarily local in scale (trees impacted by a nearby industriat area).Yet today, trees are
being affected on both the local and regional scale. Entire urban areas and even rural area
trees are experiencing adverse impacts of air pollution. Trees help cleanse the air
byreducing levels of carbon dioxide (CO2) and removing pollutants, while releasing
oxygen through photosynthesis. Air pollution directly injures trees by damaging living
tissue, primarily foliage, and impairs photosynthesis and the ability to respiràte. Air
pollutants also weaken trees, predisposing them to further damage by insects and disease.
Some air pollutants can also indirectly impact tree health by altering ecosystem
processes such as soil chemistry and nutrient cycling. The result is decreased tree vigor
and growth that can culminate in tree death.

Air pollution may cause short-term damage, which can be immediately visible, and long-
term damage, which can lead to gradual tree decline. Signs of tree injury from air
pollution generally appear first in the foliage. Leaves or needles may begin to appear
discolored, spots may occur between the veins or the tips may appear burned. Air
pollution injury is often diffrcult to identifu because symptoms are similar to other
injuries such as nutritional deficiencies and drought. Additionally, long-term damage
generally
Ozone damage to maple.
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Ozone damage to black cherry.
predisposes a tree to other environmental stresses, making diagnosis diffrcult due to the

masking effects of the additionalstress. Some tree species ate more susceptible to air
pollution than are others.

Some of the major air pollutants and their primary sources are:
. Carbon dioxide: Burning oil, coal or natural gas
for energy.
. Sulfrir dioxide: Burning coal to generate electricity.
. Hydrogen fluoride and silicon tetrafluoride: Aluminum
and phosphate fertilizer production, oil refineries and
steel manufacturing.
. Nitrogen oxides (NOx): Burning fossil fuels and
automobile exhausts.
. Ozone: Chemical reactions of sunlight, NOx and volatile
organic compounds (occurs naturally and found in
products such as paints, solvents, gasoline, adhesive
and others)
. Methane: Burning fossil fuels, livestock waste or
landfills.
. Chloroflorocarbons: Air conditioners, refügerators
or industrial foam.
. Particulates: Dust, ash, pollen and smoke.
The major phytotoxic (detrimental to plants) air pollutants
are ozorre, sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides.

Ozone is not generally emitted directly into the air; instead, ozone (O3) is formed through
a chemical reaction in the Earth's lower atmosphere, the troposphere.
Volatile organic compounds (VOCs) react with nitrogen oxides (NOx) in the presence of
heat and sunlight to create ground-level ozone. Ground-level ozone is damaging
to human and plant health and is the major component of smog. A few major sources of
NOx and VOCs are motor vehicle exhaust, industrial emissions, gasoline vapors and
chemical solvents. Ozone enters the tree through stomatal openings on the leaf. Ozone
then reacts with leaf tissues to inhibit photosynthetic processes. The amount of ozone
entering the tree will depend on the ozone concentrations in the area. Unfortunately,
metropolitan areas and the mountains of East Tennessee experience some of the highest
concentrations of ground-level ozone. On deciduous trees, a coÍrmon symptom
of ozone stress is purple speckling on upper surfaces of leaves. On coniferous trees,
symptoms include yellow mottling on needles, shorter needles and loss of needles.
Other general visible symptoms on both hardwoods and pines include chlorosis
(yellowing) and premature leaf-drop. While damage from high concentrations of ozone
does not commonly kill trees (although it can), it is an additional stress on the health of
trees. Ozone also disrupts carbohydrate hansport to the leaves. This increases the
concentration of sugars in the leaves and makes the foliage more
susceptible to insect attack.
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ln addition to being a component of ground-level ozone, nitrogen oxides, along with
sulfur dioxide, are the primary causes of acid deposition or "acid rain." Sulfur dioxides
are produced primarily by the burning of coal and oil to generate electricity, from
smelting ore that contains sulfurand in the manufacturing of sulfur-based products.
Much like ozone, acid rain rarely kills a tree. Instead, acid rain weakens the tree by
damaging leaves and limiting the uptake of nutrients. At lower pH levels (more acid
soil) the majority of macronutrients become unavailable for tree growth. Acid rain
facilitates the leaching of beneflrcial nutrients from the soil and at the same time increases
the release of substances such as aluminum that are more toxic to trees and plants. (Refer
to UT Extension publication SP 534 on Nutrient Deficiencies in Trees for more
information.)

Therefore, the effect is a "one-two punch"

The Arroyo Toad is a relatively small (2-3 inches snout-vent length) frog. Its coloration
ranges from olive green or gray to light brown. It can be distinguished from other toads
by non-paired, symmetrical dorsal blotches, bicolored parotid glands that are dark
posteriorly and light anteriorly as well as a light spot on the sacral humps. A prominent
white "v-shaped" stripe crosses the top of the head between the eyes. It lacks a middorsal
stripe. The belly is buff-white and often lacks spots. Locomotion is generally in the form
of hopping as opposed to walking or taking large jumps.

Tadpoles are dif[rcult to distinguish from those of the Western Toad immediately after
hatching, but changes in coloration, size and shape are apparent several weeks later. At
hatching, the tadpoles of both species are small and black. Later,the Arroyo Toad
tadpoles become tan as opposed to the darker color of the Western Toad larvae. The
tadpoles are also more fusiform in shape as opposed to the globose shape of the Western
Toad tadpoles. Western Toad tadpoles are communal, occurring in aggregates whereas
Arroyo Toad tadpoles dishibute themselves evenly within the pools they inhabit. After
metamorphosis, toadlets appear as miniature adults with the exception of having yellow
spots.

The Arroyo Toad inhabits coastal southern California from Salinas River Basin in
Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties to Arroyo San Simón in northern Baja
California, México. It has been reported from Arroyo Grande near El Rosario based on a
call; however this needs further confirmation.

This toad prefers riparian habitats with sandy streambeds with cottonwood, sycamore,
and willow trees. Some populations occur in streams within coniferous forests. The
stream setting usually has adjacent shallow pools where the toad may sit in the water
while partially exposed above.

These toads are most active during late winter and early spring after seasonal rains. Early
in their activity season, toads forage to prepare for breeding. Later, males disperse along
the margins of streams and initiate calling to attract females. Little is known about their
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habits outside of their breeding season. It is known that toads will disperse as much as a
kilometer from their stream sites in the nonbreeding season.

This toad is chiefly nocturnal. Several life history characteristics make it unique among
most toads: eggs are laid at calling sites of males, tadpoles are cryptically colored, non-
toxic, and solitary, and juveniles disperse after the wet season ends.

Breeding is accomplished through the process of amplexus where the male grabs the
female from behind. After a female chooses a calling male, she will be grasped beneath
the armpits by the male. Through this stimulation, the female will lay her strings of eggs
into the water. It may take a few days before the female is ready to lay her eggs, so the
male has to hang on until she does. At the same time when the eggs are laid, the male will
fertilize them. The entire process occurs in the open water. Eggs are laid from March to
July, but this depends on sufficient weather conditions and annual rainfall. Breeding
season maybe extended in exceptionally wet years. Eggs are small, dark, and taid in
strings along the edges of pools \^/ith mild current velocities. Tadpoles develop over an
extended period of 65-85 days. The lengthy larval period makes them extremely
susceptible to mortality during this time.

Arroyo Toad call is a long trill lasting 4-10 seconds that is roughly similar to some insect
calls.

Tadpoles are eaten by water bugs, garter snakes, bullfrogs, and a number of fish species.
Toadlets and adults are attacked by killdeer, herons, garter snakes, and bultfrogs. It is also
reasonable to conclude that turtles, raccoons, opossums, and ravens would prey upon
them.

Federally listed as an endangered species, the Arroyo Toad is fully protected by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and California Departrnent of Fish and Game. The Arroyo
Toad was listed as an endangered species on December 16,1994 (U.S. Fish and tù/ildlife
Service, 1994). The main catlse of decline for this species in the United States is the loss
of habitat. This loss has been attributed to urbanization, agriculture, and dam construction
within the toad's preferred habitat (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1999). Little is known
of the status of populations from northwestem Baja Califomia.

In response to a lawsuit brought by the Center for Biological Diversity, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service today proposed just over 109,000 acres of protected critical habitat for
the endangered arroyo toad in Santa Barbara, Ventura, Los Angeles, San Bernardino,
Riverside, Orange, and San Diego counties, California.

"Once a common species in Southern Californi4 the arroyo toad has lost 75 percent of its
historic range and needs all of the protected habitat it can get if it is going to survive,"
said Noah Greenwald, endangered species program director with the Center for
Biological Diversity. "Today's proposal represents a hop in the right direction."

67



This is the third critical habitat designation for the toad since its listing as endangered in
1994. Fish and Wildlife Service proposed designation of 478,400 acres of critical habitat
in June 2000, which was pared down to 182,360 acres in January 200l.In response to an
industry lawsuit, the agency then proposed to designate 138,713 acres in April 2004 and
finalized the decision with just 11,695 acres in April 2005, a reduction of 98 percent.
Today's proposed designation restores many of the acres removed due to political
interference by the Bush administration.

"The Bush administration did its utmost to ensure that endangered species like the arroyo
toad received as little protection as possible," said Greenwald. "Today's proposal is part
ofthe long process of cleaning up the mess created by the past administration."

The severe reduction in the past designation of critical habitat was in part engineered by
Julie MacDonald, a disgraced former official who was forced to resign after the
Deparlment of the Interior's own inspector general issued a scathing report detailing her
interference with, and bullying of agency scientists. Overall, the Center for Biological
Diversity has sued to overturn Bush-era decisions covering 52 species, including a
number of other Southern California species, including the California red-legged frog,
California tiger salamander, and Santa Ana sucker. To date, the Obama administration
has been settling the majority of these suits by agreeing to reconsider decisions that
limited protection for endangered species.

Pasadena based conservation organization, spirit of the sage council, has
announced that the group reached a mutual settlement agreement with the City of
Pasadena over the disputed amount of permanently protected habitat needed for the
Arroyo Seco. The City and the nonprofit Sage Council have been at odds for over a
decade on the proposed Arroyo Seco Master Plan. The City's plan included the entire
1,000 + acre length of the Arroyo Seco watershed and the Rose Bowl region. Sage
Corurcil filed a lawsuit against the City on May 14,2003.

The lawsuit contended that increased commercial and recreational uses from the
Angeles National ForesíOak Grove Park areas in the north, to the southem area of the
City of South Pasadena and Rose Bowl areas, that "the Environmental Impact Report,
prepared by the City of Pasadena lacked adequate environmental analysis and specific
conservation measures that were needed or otherwise required by law," said Craig
Sherman, attomey for the Sage Council.

According to the terms of the settlement, the city at a minimum must
permanently conserve one acre of habitat for every one acre impacted by the various
Master Plan projects. The upper east side of the Arroyo, known also by the lands
indigenous name, "Hahamongn4" will remain substantially undeveloped and designated
as a "Natural Atea." The existing Johnson Field will not be expanded and the periphery
will be revegetated. The existing Frisbee Disc Golf area at Oak Grove Park will be
relocated further south so as to lessen or eliminate negative impacts to the heritage oaks
habitat and to provide revegetation. Prior to the relocation of the disc golf course, and any
new impacts to other sensitive habit¿ts throughout the entire Arroyo Seco, the City has
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agreed to consult with state and federal permitting agencies to ensure that there is
adequate conservation of habitats and any endangered animal or plant species.

"The Arroyo Seco watershed sustains a vast amount of biodiversity." States
Leeona Klippstein, executive director of Spirit of the Sage Council. "Over 300 known
plant and animal species, including several threatened and endangered, truly need all the
habitat that can be protected -- from the golden eagle to the southwestem arroyo toad.
Migratory birds, such as the southwestern willow flycatcher and least bells vireo
desperately need the riparian mule fat vegetation, especially since the wildhres have
occuned throughout the San Gabriel and San Bernardino mountain foothills. It is not an
easy job to revegetate sage scrub, riparian and other alluvial habitat types. There has been
little success according to expert botanists with government agencies. Knowing that the
City of Pasadena will have to go through consultation with public trust agencies such as
California Departrnent of Fish and Game and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and receive
their approval, Sage Council believes this was a very important aspect of the settlement
requirements." Said Klippstein
In order for the Sage Council to get greater conservation measures for the Arroyo
Seco, the group agreed not to frle any additional lawsuits pertaining to the Anoyo Seco
Master Plan, including the Rose Bowl, other than monitoring the terms of the settlement
and ensuring that the federal and state agencies carry our their oversight obligations

Ozone (O3), a reactive component of air pollution, depresses feeding and voluntary
locomotor behavior in laboratory rodents, but the effects of 03 e1 amFhibian behavior
are not known. We evaluated the effects of 4 h of exposwe to air or ozone (0.6 _VL), on
two ecologically relevant behaviors of the toad Bufo marinus. Toads were offered five
mealworms at 1, 24, and 48 h after exposure. One hour after exposure, O3-exposed toads
ate fewer mealworms than did air-exposed toads (Fisher exact test,p 0.005). V/ithin 24 h
after exposure, all toads ate four or five mealworms. Because movement is a key
component oftoad feeding behavior, we tested additional toads (n _ 25) for volturta¡y
locomotor behavior during three 1-h trials in a2.9-m2 open-field arena. Mean (_ standard
deviation) total distance moved was: pre-exposure, 29 _19.5 m; l-h postexposure, l3 _
15.6 m; and24-hpostexposure,lT _17 .4 m. The means were not statistically different by
repeated measures analysis of covariance. Therefore, ow results suggest that a single 4-h
exposure to 03 depresses toad feeding behavior after exposure but had tittle effect on
voluntary locomotor behavior.

Declines of many amphibian populations over the past two decades have received
significant attention from biologists, in part because amphibians are viewed as monitors
or sentinels of pollution and other anthropogenic changes to the environment. In addition
to habitat destruction and alteration, local population declines and extirpations of some
amphibian populations have been athibuted to a variety of herbicides
and pesticides now found pervasively in the environment. One unique characteristic
shared by these studies is the switch from lethal to ecologically relevant doses and
exposures and a focus on the effects of these chemicals on life history traits, or on aspects
of immune function l, rather than morbidity or growth morphological defects. Links
between pesticide or herbicide exposures and impaired organismal locomotor
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performance or behavior of amphibians in laboratory settings have also been establish.
An important conclusion from these studies is that pesticide or herbicide effects on
behavior can be demonstrated at levels within limits considered safe for human exposure
. Soil, water, or air pollution that adversely affects behavior is of
particular concern if the behaviors are associated with components of evolutionary fitness
(e.g., alterations in feeding behavior or mate acquisition) and, as such, would constitute
an ecologically important indicator. The importance of wildlife as potential indicators of
environmental health is well recognized for watersheds but is more problematic for air
qualrty (compared with dose and exposure data for epidemiological studies in humans).
Although a flurry of research activity in the 1970s and 1980s was concerned with
windbome contamination by organic contarrinants or via mechanisms of acidification
and, recently, the effects of air pollution via mechanisms that affect global warming, no
study that we are aware of looked fordirect effects of the oxidative components of air
pollution on tenestrial amphibians. Ozone (O3) is a cornmon air pollutant in many urban
settings, and, consequently, in adjacent wildlife habitats, 03 levels can frequently exceed
U.S. federally recommended levels (1-h standard on 0.12 W, or 8-h standa¡d of 0.08

-VL).It 
is a highly reactive gas that can be elevated at ground levels by a chemical

reaction between oxides of nitrogen and volatile organic compounds in the presence of
sunlight. Ozone peroxidizes animal and human lung tissues and is linked to a suite of
health effects. Laboratory studies also indicate that acute (short-term, single exposure)
and chronic (long-term, multiple exposures) 03 exposure aflects behaviors of animals,
although specific mechanisms are generally not known. Laboratory rodents exposed to
03 exhibit pronounced alterations in exploratory behavior, water maze perforïnance,
voluntary activity in running wheels , and feeding or drinking behavior. Amphibians, and
toads in particular, might be excellent indicators of air pollution. Compared with
mammals and other endotherms, a much greater portion of the respiratory surface of a
toad can be exposed to 03 and other ai¡borne pollutants because significant gas exchange
occurs across the skin of many amphibians. Previously, we demonstrated that 03 alters
physiological processes in both reptiles and amphibians. In the marine toad Bufomarinus,
we demonshated reduced immune function (reduced puhnonary macrophage
phagocytosis) as a result of a single 4-h exposure of 03. We report here on-two behaviors
of the toad-feeding and escape/exploratory behavior in an open-field arena-after
exposure to an acute, short-duration (4-h) exposure of 03 (0.6 _yL). We hypothesized
that both feeding and voluntary 1o1210 Environ. Toxicol. Chem.27,Z00B M.R. Ootrm et
al' comotor behaviors would be depressed after ozone exposure. These two behaviors
were selected because both have been shown to be sensitive indicators of stress in
anurans.

A total of 65 adult male and female B. marinus were collected after sunset by hand from
lawns in Hilo (HI, USA) for use in this study. Forty toads (collected in March-April
2003) were used in the feeding trials (body mass mean _ standa¡d deviation tSDl, 92 _
28.0 g, range 48-164 e);25 toads (collected in September-October 2003)wére used for
the openfield arena trials (body mass mean _ SD 97 _19.7 g, range 60-13g g). Toads
were housed individually in plastic cages (15 _20 _26 cm) with access to a small shelter
and water in temperature-controlle d Q2--25 _C) housing with a 1 3 : I I h light:dark
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photocycle. No basking light was provided, nor was food provided, which was intended
to standardize postabsorptive state. Marine toads were introduced to Hawaii from
Puerto Rico in 1932 as biological control agents for the sugar cane beetle [17]. Ozone
levels on windward coastal Hawaiian Islands represent atmospheric background levels
only; therefore, these toads had not been previously exposed to appreciable amor¡nts of
03.

A concentration of 0.6 IIL 03 was used for all exposures, which corresponds to levels at
the upper range of observations in urban settings. This level of 03 induces significant,
but transient respiratory irritation in mammals in short-term single exposures lasting
several hours and has been shown by us to affect metabolic and thermoregulatory
behavior in reptiles and amphibians and to affect immunologicalfunction in amphibians.
Although the dose is at the upperrange of historically recorded values, this is an
intermediatedosage used to study effects in human and animal subjects.
The exposure system used in this study has been described previously. The system was
designed to deliver either air filtered to remove particles or 03 diluted with frltered air
to four exposrre chambers (two air, two O3). A parallel exposure system (excluding the
03 generators) was used to deliver air to one or two air-only exposure chambers.
Exposure atmospheres were generated by mixing 03 with air drawn from outside the
laboratory building at 5 L/min. Ozone was produced by passing air across ultraviolet light
sources and the output from the generators was diverted to a l-L side-arm Erlenmeyer
flask resting on a magnetic stirring plate set at low stir rate. A second line from the flask
was used to monitor 03 concentrations continuously with an 03 analyzer (1009-CP,
Dasibi Environmental, Glendale, CA, USA). The air-O3 mix was then drawn from the
flask and diverted to a steel manifold and up to four exposure chambers (975-ml glass
jars). Flow rates through the exposure chambers were controlled by upstream steel needle
valves calibrated with a mass flow meter (FL-2012, Omega Engineering, Stamford, CT,
USA) to deliver 250 mVmin (standard temperature and pressure, dry air; average
247 

-3.3 
mVmin,n 

-19 
sets of exposures total; no statistical differences between

experiments [feeding trials vs open-field, F _0.6, df _I,15, p _0.471 or between
exposure type [o3 vs air, l1I,15 _0.1, p _0.76]; interaction not significarfi,F _0.1, df _1,
15,p _0.95).

One to two days after capture, toads @ _a$ were offered five mealworms (Tenebrio
molitor) to assess their willingness to consume mealworms (i.e., pre-exposure trial). We
selected mealworms that were approximately the same size (udged by weight, to nearest
0.001 g). Mealwotms were then placed into an open petri dish taped to the floor of the
cage to restrict movement of the mealworms about the cage. After 24 h, the total number
of mealworms eaten by each toad was recorded. Only toads that ate one or more
mealworms during the preexposure trial were used for subsequent observations; these
toads were randomly assigned to exposure groups (13 air, l1 O3). All experiments were
conducted at room temperature (22-25_C, and relative humidity 5M5%). The count of
five mealwonns was chosen to avoid satiation of the toad (even if all five were eaten, this
represents a meal size of _lYo of body weight [31]), but at the same time providing a
large enough count to show differences between the two treatment groups. Two days
after the pre-exposure test, toads were placed individually into glass jars and connected to
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the exposure system to receive air or 03 for 4 h as described above. After the exposure
was completed, toads were weighed and core body temperature (?b) was recorded via a
thermocouple probe inserted into the cloaca. Toads were placed back into clean standard
cages, and frve mealworms were introduced to each cage. The number of mealworms
eaten were counted t h after exposure. Uneaten mealworms were removed if present. A
new batch of five mealworms was added, and at 24 h postexposure, the number of
mealworrns eaten was scored again, and remaining mealworms were removed and
replaced with five new mealworms. At 48 h postexposure, the number of mealworms
eaten was counted again.

Movement of individual toads (n _ 25) within an open arena was recorded for t h on
three consecutive days: once before exposure, again I h postexposure, then a third time
24}:' after exposure. The room housing the arena lacked air conditioning, therefore room
temperature and relative humidity tracked ambient conditions (range 23-25_C and 50
650lo, respectively). A circular, open arena (nea2.9 m2) was constructed from landscape
edging (Master Mark Plastics, Albany, MN, USA) on a floor of short-piled artificial turf.
The flooring was marked into grids of 25 by 25 cm. The arena was covered with a thin,
clear vinyl covering (Kittrich, La Mirad4 CA, USA), and only dim lighting was used for
illumination of the arena (60-w broad-spectrum bulb, l0 m away from the arena).
Toads were placed individually into the arena and covered with a small cardboard box for
5 min before the start of a trial. Two potential covariates were recorded after atrial for
each toad as potential covariates (see Treatment of missing values below). Body mass
was recorded to the nearest 0.01 g. Corebody temperature LC) w¿Ìs me¿ßured with a
thermocouple probe inserted 2 cm into the cloaca (BAT-12, Physitemp Instruments,
Clifton, NJ, USA). For repeat measures, toads were tested at approximately the same
time on subsequent trials; therefore, the rank order was preserved across trial days
(spearrnan rank correlation, rs, between day I and day 2, rs _ 0.84; between day 2 and
day 3, rs - 0.96; between day I and day 3, rs _ 0.87; all significantly different from 0 atp

-0.001). 
Thus, this protocol induced a correlation between body temperature and time of

day at start of the trial (Pearson product- moment correlation, r _0.45, n _65
observations, P _Ozone effects on toad behavior Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 27,2008 l21l
0.001). However, because the assignment of toads to exposure groups was random with
respect to time of day, there was no statistical difference for body temperature between
the exposure groups (no exposure, air, 03: analysis of variance tANoVA] F _1.33, df _
2,57,p 

-0.273). 
A video camera (sony ccD-TRVl38, Toþo, Japan) wainter faced to a

VCR (JVC HR-S7500U, Yokohama" Japan) and monitor (Panasonic CT-1386YD, Osaka,
Japan) so that hials could be viewed without disturbing the toads. Taped recordings of
each trial were then analyzed for total distance moved (counted as number of squares
crossed, variable _ distance), total time spent moving (moving), and percent time spent
by the toad along the edge versus in the middle of the arena (edge). We counted the
number of squares crossed, as opposed to a direct tracing of path covered by each toad.
This method introduces some error into our absolute estimate of distance, but the error is
conservative with respect to the test of difîerences between groups. All timing of
behaviors was obtained by stopwatch while reviewing videotapes.
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All observations of behavior were conducted blind wittì respect to the exposure condition
ofthe toad (i.e., observers ofbehavior did not conduct exposures, and records on
exposures and behaviors were kept separate during the experiments). All statistical
analyses were conducted with Minitab_ version 14 for Microsoft Windows 2000
(Redmond, WA, USA). Statistical significance was judged at type I error rate equal to
5%; Fisher's exact tests were conducted as one-tailed tests because we were primarily
interested in suppression of feeding by 03 exposure. All remaining statistical hypotheses
were two-tailed because we had no a priori expectations for directional differences.
Descriptive statistics are reported a means _ I SD unless otherwise noted. For all
measures of behavior, individuals had three (openfield) four (feeding) records. We
therefore evaluated consistency of individual performance, or repeatability, by
calculating the intraclass correlation, rI, from one-rway ANOVA. An intraclass
correlation of zero indicates individuals were not consistent from trial to trial.
For each feeding trial, we tested for a statistical association between exposure type and
whether toads ate any mealworms with Fisher's exact tests. Fisher's exact probabilities
for each table were calculated with the use of a macro available
from the Minit¿b website (www.minitab.com). The accuracy of the macro was confirmed
by hand calculations of data sets. We also used Friedman tests with time after exposure
(four levels: prefeeding,7,24, and 48 h postexposure) as the treatment factor and with
individual as the blocking factor to accommodate the repeated measures design of our
experiment. Results from Friedman tests were used to evaluate the hypothesis that within
an exposure group, there were no differences among the four feeding trials for number of
mealworms eaten by the toads. Potential individual differences among the toads were
treated as a blocking effect, permitting a test of the main treatment effect (differences
among the trials). The nonparametric Friedman test, as opposed to a repeate measures
ANOVA (i.e., split plot design, see below), w¿rs appropriate because the response
variable was not normally distributed, and no simple hansform improved normality.
Individuals were treated as fixed rather than random effects because we selected for study
only toads that ate mealworms during the prescreening trial. Thus, the Friedman analyses
of feeding trials were conducted for each exposure type separately because toads were
exposed only once, either to air or to 03. In addition, because the experimental design
included only toads that ate on the prefeeding trial, a high conelation between subsequent
trials was induced but does not reflect individual differences in feeding behavior that
would require a random sampling scheme. For open-field behavior, a general linear
model function was used to conduct a repeated measures, mixed-model analysis
of cova¡iance (ANCOVA); adjusted (type III) mean squares were used. Because toads
did not receive all treatments (i.e., no toad was both air- and ozone-exposed), a split plot
design was implemented. The factors (number of levels) in the model were: Trial (pre-
exposure and 1 and 24 h postexposure); Exposure (control, air-exposed, and 03-
exposed); Individual (nested within Exposure, therefore the split plot); the interaction
between Trial and Exposure; and two covariates, body temperature and log-transformed
(to improve normality) body mass (g). Trial and Exposure were treated as fixed effects,
whereas Individual was treated as a random effect. Tests of slope heterogeneþ were
carried out for the covariates to validate the use of ANCOVA. Slopes and intercepts were
evaluated by multiple regression with an indicator variable (0 for pre-exposure, I for l-h
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postexposure) and the cross product between the indicator and predictor (body mass or
Zb) variable.

Some values for covariates used in open-field analyses were not obtained for five toads
(lb values for pre-exposure trial, and both 7b and body mass values for the trial I h after
exposure). For initial analyses, it was desired to maintain as manydegrees of freedom(dfl
as possible; thus, missing values were replaced by either trial means þre-exposure 7b _
25.4-C,1 h postexposure Tb _24.9_C) or the average body mass for the individual from
the pre-exposure and24-hpostexposure trials. Conclusions of statistically significant
differences among groups or for covariates were then evaluated on reduced data sets
lacking these five individuals. Where results differ, the conclusions for the comparisons
were presented on the basis of reduced data set results. Nineteen of 40 toads did not eat
mealworms during the24-hprefeeding trial and were therefore excluded from this study.
Mean body mass was not statistically different between toads that ate (95 _29 Ð or did
not eat (86 _ 26.5 g, twosample r_ 0.87, df _38,p _ 0.390). The remaining2l toads
ate an average of 3.7 L1.53) mealworms during the prefeedin trial. After exposure (1,24,
and 48 h), all toads ate at least one mealwonn (Table 1). Postexposure (1 and 48 h), air-
exposed toads ate significantly more of the mealworms offered than did O3-exposed
toads (Table 1). The trend was in the sarne direction for the 2l-hpostexposure trial, but
the difference was not statisticatly significant (Table 1). For the subset of toads from both
groups that ate three or more mealwonns at the prefeeding trial, O3-exposed toads
consumed fewer mealworms offered compared with air-exposed toads at I h (airexposed
toads 77.5o/o, o3-exposedtoads 30Yo;p_0.0003),24h(92.5%au,B}YoC3;p _0.0725),
and 48 h (100% air,76.6%o03;p _ 0.0053). The pattern also held for the subset
for comparisons of mealwonns (Tenebrio molitor) eaten by toaÃs (Buþ marinus) during
24-htnars beginning 1,24, and 48 h after a single 4-h exposure to air or to an
air--ozone (O3) mix (0.6 l/L) at a flow rate of 250 mVmina No. of toads that ate at
least one mealwomr Yes Nop Mealworms eaten by toads No. eaten No. not eatenp I h
after exposure Air 8 4 0.1 179 A1r 36 24 0.0005 03 3 6 03 12 33 24 h after exposure
Air 10 2 0.4466 Alr 47 13 0.1526 03 8 I 03 33 12 48 h after exposure Air 9 I 0.3088 Air
41 9 0.0001 03 5 2 03 23 27 aToads were screened before exposure for willingness to
eat mealworms. At each trial, toads were oflered five mealworms (total mass of
mealworms between 0.5 and 1.0 g), and scoring of mealworms eaten was conducted24h
later Control toad, no exposure; _ toad exposed to air at 250 mVmin for 4 h; _ toad
exposed to 0.6 

-1/LC3 
at250 mVmin for 4 h; rs, the Spearman rank correlation. Lines of

identity are provided in the figures to provide reference. (C) Plot of distances moved in
each of the three open-field arena trials for each toad. of toads that ate four or five
mealworms at the prefeeding trial: air exposed toads constrmed more mealworms offered
t h (80% atr,36Yoo3tp - 0.0006), 24h(97.1%air,B}YoC.3;p _0.0372),and 48 h
(100% ak,66.6Vo o3; p - 0.0045) postexposure. To account for individual differences, a
Friedman's test was used, with individual toad as a blocking effect, and trial (pre-, and
the three postexposure trials) as main effects. Analyses were conducted separately for air-
and O3-exposed toads. Compared with the prefeeding trial, no differences were found for
numbers of mealwomts eaten by each toad for any of the postexposure trials for the air-
exposed toads (grand median_ 5.0; Friedman s _4.79, df _3,p _ 0.188, adjusted for
ties). Toads exposed to 03, however, ate fewer mealworms compared with their
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prefeeding records (grand median _3.1, Friedman ,S _ 10.78, df _3, p _ 0.013, adjusted
for ties), particularly for the l-h postexposure trial.

Toads were scored for three variables: distance, the total length (m) moved within t h;
movement, the total time (min) spent movingi and edge, the percent time spent along the
edge versus the center of the arena. One day before exposure, toads covered2g (_19.5) m
(maximum _ 86 m), walked or hopped for a total of 14 (_10.6) min (maximum _39.4
min), and spent the majority of time near the edge of the arena (83 _20%). On the
foltowing day, I h after exposure, most toads (including the five toads not exposed to
either air or 03) covered less than half the pre-exposure tial distance (13 _ 15.6
m; maximum _ 51 m), spent less time moving(7 _8.5 min; maximum _26.8 min), but
spent similar amounts of time near the edge of the arena (74 _17%). By the thtrdtrtal24
h later, toads covered an average of 77 (_17.4; maximum _77)m,moved for an average
of 7 (_8.0; maximum _37.8) min, and spentTT%o L20%) of the l-h trial nea¡ the edge of
the arena. As expected, toads that spent more time moving covered agreater distance
during the three l-h trials. Thus, the two movement variables were virhrally collinear (for
all observations Pearson product-moment correlation, r _0.97, p _ 0.001). Movement
time was therefore dropped from additional analyses. Toads that spent more (arcsine
transformed) time along the edge of the arena tended to also move (1og-transformed)
more, but the correlation was modest (r _0.37, p _ 0.001). Individual toad performance
over the three trials was modestly repeatable. Thus, toads that moved more during the
pre-exposure trial tended to move more for each of the subsequent trials (for log distance:
rl _0.37, n _25, p _ 0.011, and for log movement: rI _0.34, n _25, p _ 0.018), but not
for percent time along the edge of the arena (rI not calculated because the between-
component variance was less than the error component of variance). However, toad
performance w¿N not repeatable between pre-exposure and 1-h postexposure trials. Only
six (three air-, three O3-exposed) of 24 toads moved more after exposure compared with
their performance from the pre-exposure trial (Fig. 1) (sample size for this comparison
was n 

- 24 because one toad escaped from the arena Ozone effects on toad behavior
Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 27,2008 12l3 Repeated meastres (split plot) analysis of
covariance of total distance moved (meters, log-transformed) in a circular open-field
arena by Buþ marinus toadsa in I h; df, degrees of freedom Source df Sumof squares
Mean square F pLogbody mass (g)b I 0.169 0.169 1.36 0.251Core body temperature
LC)c 1 0.019 0.019 0.15 0.701 TnaI2l.439 0.719 5.76 0.006 Exposured 2 0.060 0.030
0.12 0.883 Individual (exposure) 22 7 .740 0.352 2.82 0.002 Trial _ Exposure 4 0.415
0. 1 04 0.83 0.5 1 3 Enor 41 5 J16 0.125 Tota| 73 1 5.861 a Each toad was measured three
times (Trial): a pre-exposure trial I d before exposures, I h after exposure to air or 0.6

-llL 
ozone, and again 24hafter exposure. The variable Exposure also had three levels:

toads were either exposed for 4 h to 0.6 _llL ozone at250 mVmin flow rate, clean air at
similar flow rates and duration, or were not exposed (controls). The variable Individual
was nested within exposure group, because although each toad was tested three times,
each toad did not receive all exposure treatnents. The model also tested for one, rwo-
interaction term (Trial _ Exposure). b Missing values for five toads for second trial (1 h
after exposure) were replaced by average of first and third trials for the toads. c Missing
values for five toads for fust þre-exposure) and second (l h after exposure) trials were
replaced by core body temperature average from other toads for first and second trials.
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d Probability of F statistic is approximate because of nested design. during the l-h
postexposure trial and was not recaptured in time to restart the trial). Repeatability
between pre-exposure and l-h postexposure trials for air-exposed toads was negative
(i.e., between-group variance component), but for the ozone exposure group, intraclass
conelation was 0.43 and approached statistical significance (p _ 0.033). Prescreening
performance predicted distance moved by toads during the24-h
postexposure trial (rI _ 0.68,p _0.027). Results from fulIANCOVAs were as follows.
For distance, only Trial and Individual variables were statistically significant. The two
covariates, toad body mass and temperature, were not significant predictors. No
statistically significant differences due to 03 exposure were found for total distance
moved. For percent time along the edge (results not shown), there was a marginally
significant effect of the exposure group (p _0.0a3). The difference was that control
toads (neither air nor 03 exposure) spent more time along the edge compared with air-
exposed toads (F- 5.64, df _1, 18, p _0.027) but simila¡ amounts of time along the edge
compared with ozone-exposed toads (F _5.64, df _1,18, p _0.292). Air- and 03-
exposed toads were not different for edge (F _2.47 , df _ l, 36, p _0.122). checks of
slope heterogeneity among the treatment groups for the covariates were not statistically
significant for body mass. However, slope heterogeneity among the exposure groups was
statistically different for Zb recorded immediately after the open-field trial (Fig. 2). For
all three measures of movement within the arena I h after ozone exposure, the slopes
between toad 7b and behavior \^/ere negative (Fig. 2; controls and air-exposed were
compared separately but were grouped for the figure; conclusion remains the same). For
distance, only one slope for one group (O3-exposed, l-h postexposure) was signifrcantly
different from zero (b 

-0.78 _0.293, p _ 0.038). This slope was statistically diflerent
from the slope for movement of control and air-exposed toads on Zb before exposure
(t -3.ll,p -0.007). 

For edge, the comparable slopes were not statistically significantly
different from zero. Means for 7b were not different for this trial among the exposure
groups (F _0.72,df _2,17,p _0.499).

From pioneering work in the 1950s, inhalation of ozone is associated with many negative
respiratory, cardiovascular, and immunological symptoms in humans and laboratory
animals. Significant but transient depressive effects of 03 on voluntary behavior of
laboratory rodents were also reported beginning in the 1960s [25]. Short-duration 03
inhalation exposure experiments on laboratory rodents documented
depressions of feeding and spontaneous wheel running locomotor behaviors. Our results
suggest that a single 4-h exposure to environmentally recorded 03 also depresses feeding
behavior in adults of the toad B. marinus. The effect of 03 to depress feeding behavior
was seen immediately after exposure, but feeding returned to pre-exposure levels within
24h. Ow results also suggest some depression of voluntary locomotor behavior in an
open-field arena t h after 03 exposure, but only as an indirect effect of body temperature:
toads with elevated core body temperatures covered
less distance compared with control or air-exposed toads. Ozone depresses feeding
behavior I h postexposure Prey capture behavior consists of a series of steps: toads
must orient to the prey, approach the prey to within shiking distance, then snap at the
prey item.We did not monitor or videotape feeding trials; therefore, we cannot determine
which component(s) of the prey capture process was affected by ozone. Neuroethologists
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have developed simplified model systems involving presentation of moving graphics
against white visual fields that successfully elicit prey capture behavior. Such a system
would be very useful for future studies designed to determine which component was
affected by ozone. Because we only counted mealworms eaten within a24-hperiod, we
are also not able to apply a fine-scale analysis of the time course of the effects. Car and
colleagues reported reduction of toads responding to preylike objects I
h after exposure to ether vapors but also reported that specificcomponents of the behavior
were affected in the first 5 min of testing. V/e adopted the methods used in this study in
part for convenience; if 03 has a large effect on prey capture behavior, then the selected
method was sufficient to capture that gross change. Feeding behavior by toads depends
also on satiety and reproductive condition and is sensitive to many stresses.
All toads used in this study were collected within a few weeks, and experiments were
completed within a short time period from capture. Individual differences for movement
within the open-field arena were repeatable across the study. Moreover, care was taken to
ensure that toads had not been fed before testing, and the a¡nount of mealworms offered
each time was well below levels expected to satiate. By prescreening, we identified toads
that responded within the experimental protocol to the prey offered. Thuso we are
reasonably confident that diflerences between groups for feeding behavior can be
attributed to the effects of ozone and not other factors.

Because both orientation and approach to a prey item precede prey capture in anurans
[36] and both behaviors often involve locomotion, we tested toads for gross changes in
voluntary locomotor behavior in an open-field arena. The openfield arena test of toad
voluntary locomotor behavior probably reflects escape response, and indeed, toads that
spent more time along the edge of the arena tended to cover a greater distance.
Compared with the pre-exposure trial, there was a significant reduction in distance
moved in the arena by all toads in subsequent trials, regardless of exposure, which could
suggest some learning. A 50% decrease in distance moved during both l- and24-h
postexposure trials was significant compared with the first trial. Relative rank order of
individual performances wÍrs different between the pre-exposure and 1-h postexposure
trials. The lack of consistency w¿rs the result of the control and afu-exposed groups,
although substantial individual difTerences were present for both trials (e.g., coefücients
of variation increased for these groups from 19% for pre-exposure to S}Yofor l-h
postexposure, log-transformed data). Air-exposed toads that moved longer distances on
the first trial did not do so on the postexposrne trial, and rank order of performances was
different. Distances moved by 03- exposed toads were predictable from pre-exposure
trials, which suggests the depression in feeding observed for the O3-exposed group was
not related to lack of movement per se during feeding trials. We hypothesize that the
depressed feeding might be related to an effect on orientation of the toad to the prey
items, or the toads might not have recog¡i2ed the mealwotms as food. Thus, in general,
there were little or no effects of 03 exposure on movement within the2.9-m2 open-freld
arena. A small, difference among the exposure groups for amount of time during the l-h
trial spent near the edge of the arena was statistically significant, but this is not a robust
frnding. The ANOVAs \À/ere recalculated l0 times after dropping one subject at random:
in five of 10 cases was p 0.05 (range 0.031- 0.038). One surprising result was a negative
and statistically significant relationship between core body temperature andmovement
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within the arena I h after exposure to ozone. All three measures of movement showed the
same trend. The same trend was not observed for the air or control toads.We did not
control body temperature, as noted in the Materials and Methods section; thus, our results
are not a strong test of the correlation between body temperature and locomotion.
Because the room lacked temperature control, the air temperature increased through the
day, but within a nanow range (23-26_C). This small difference in 7b was enough to
show a statistically significant effect in O3-exposed, but not air-exposed, toads.Moreover,
this finding is consistent with our previous study, which showed that O3-exposed toads
selected cooler temperatures in a thermal gradient [7,18]. Increased body temperature
increases metabolic activity and therefore O3-related effects on tissues. Anurans exposed
to 03 adopt a reduced-surface posture, which is similar the water conservation poshre .

In many respects, information about human health and morbidity from exposure to air
pollution is used to infer effect of oxidant air pollution on wildlife and natural systems.
That an environmental stressor, like 03, should affect feeding or locomotor behavior in
toads may not be unexpected in retrospect. However, exactly how 03 mediates
extrapulmonary Ozone effects on toad behavior Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 27,2008 7275
effects in toads, or other animals, is not known. In mammals, the primary route of
exposure is through the lungs, and exhapulmonary effects attributed to ozone exposure
are likely due to actions of proinflammatory factors released in the lung and the
circulation to other tissues. In toads at rest, both the lungs and skin are likely to be
significant exposure routes, which opens up the possibility that the extrapulmonary
effects of ozone might be more pronounced in toads and other terrestrial amphibians.
Ozone's biological effects are likely associated with its ability to oxidize molecules
directly or indirectly through free radical reactions. Reactive oxygen species are known
to affect synthesis and furnover rates of many neuropeptides in the brain. For example,
short-duration exposure to ozone reduced the rate of dopamine tumover in brain corpus
striatum of rat, which is consistent with observations that ozone exposure depresses
voluntary locomotion [38]. Reactive oxygen species influence hormonal balance from the
hypothalamus; for example, elevated reactive oxygen species stimulate expression of
corticotropin-releasing hormone. The hypothalamus has a major role in control of feeding
via the many newopeptides produced or derived from the hypothalamù- pituitary adrenal
axis. Corticotropin-releasing hormone, released at elevated levels in response to stress, is
known to inhibit visually guided prey-catching behavior in toads. Given the
extensiveneuorethological work done on prey capture behavior in toads and the interplay
of stress hormones on both feeding and locomotor behavior, the toad offers a compelling
model system for investigating the extrapulmonary eflects of ozone.

Ozone exposure of toads in a laboratory setting affects thermoregulatory behavior and
innate immune flrnction, and our present results add to the list of adverse effects
that exposure to oxidant air pollution might cause in terrestrial amphibians. Extrapolating
from laboratory results to possible effects in nature is obviously difficult, as demonstrated
by the difficuþ in determining these links in human populations,
and a number of issues remain to be explored, such as patterns of response at different
doses and potential for habituation at low doses. But among these challenges, it should be
noted thatO3 affects many aspects of toad behavior and physiology in a marrrer
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consistent with the extensive literature on humans and other mammals. Thus, with the
ongoing decline and disappearance of many populations of amphibians, elevated
tropospheric (ground-level) 03 could be yet another contributing factor.
Recent studies have linked atmospheric particulate matter with human health problems.
ln many urban areas, mobile sources are a major source of particulate matter (PM) and
the dominant source of fine particles or PM2.5 (PM smaller than 2.5 pmin aerodynamic
diameter). Dynamometer studies have implicated diesel engines as being a significant
source of ultrafine particles (< 0.1 microm), which may also exhibit deleterious health
impacts. In addition to direct tailpipe emissions, mobile sources contribute to arnbient
particulate levels by brake and tire wear and by resuspension of particles from pavement.
Information about particle emission rates, size distributions, and chemical composition
from in-use light-duty (LD) and heavy-duty (HD) vehicles is scarce, especially under
real-world operating conditions. To characterize particulate emissions from a limited set
of in-use vehicles, we studied on-road emissions from vehicles operating under hot-
stabilized conditions, at relatively constant speed, in the Tuscarora Mountain Tunnel
along the Pennsylvania Turnpike from May l8 through 23,1999. There were five
specific aims of the study. (l) obtain chemically speciated diesel profiles for the source
apportionment of diesel versus other ambient constituents in the air and to determine the
chemical species present in real-world diesel emissions; (2) measure particle number and
size distribution of chemically speciated particles in the atmosphere; (3) identiff, by
reference to data in years past, how much change has occurred in diesel exhaust
particulate mass; (4) measr:re particulate emissions from LD gasoline vehicles to
determine their contribution to the observed particle levels compared to diesels; and (5)
determine changes over time in gas phase emissions by comparing our results with those
of previous studies. Comparing the results of this study with our 1992 results, we found
that emissions of C8 to C20 hydrocarbons, catbon monoxide (CO), and carbon dioxide
(CO2) from HD diesel emissions substantially decreased over the seven-year period.
Particulate mass emissions showed a similar trend. Considerin g a25-year period, we
observed a continued downward trend in HD particulate emissions from approximately
1,100 mglkm nl974to 132 mg/km (reported as PM2.5) in this study. The LD particle
emission factor was considerably less than the HD value, but given the large fraction of
LD vehicles, emissions from this sowce cannot be ignored. Results of the current study
also indicate that both HD and LD vehicles emit ultrafine particles and that these particles
are preseryed under real-world dilution conditions. Particle number distributions were
dominated by ultrafine particles with count mean diameters of l7 to 13 nm depending on
fleet composition. These particles appear to be primarily composed of sulfur, indicative
of sulfuric acid emission and nucleation. Comparing the 1992 and 1999 HD emission
rates, we observed a 48Yo increase in the NOx/CO2 emissions ratio. This finding supports
the assumption that many new-technology diesel engines conserve fuel but increase NOx
emissions.
moderate to major damage has been experienced by many tunnels during earthquakes, as
summarized by Dowding and Rozen (1978), Owen and Scholl (1981), Sharma and Judd
(1991), and Power et al. (1998), among others. The greatest incidence of severe damage
has been associated with large ground displacements due to ground failure, i.e., fault
rupture through a tunnel, landsliding (especially at tunnel portals), and soil liquefaction.
Ground shaking in the absence of ground failure has produced a lower incidence and
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degree of damage in general, but has resulted in moderate to major damage to some
tunnels in recent earthquakes. The most recent reminder of seismic risk to underground
structures under the ground shaking effect is the damage and near collapse at the Daikai
and Nagata subway stations (Kobe Rapid Transit Railway) during the 1995 Kobe
Earthquake in Japan . Near-surface rectangular cut-and-cover tunnels and immersed tube
tunnels in soil have also been vulnerable to transient seismic lateral ground
displacements, which tend to cause racking of a tunnel over its height and increased
lateral pressures on the tunnel walls. Their seismic performance could be vital,
particularly when they comprise important components of a critical transportation system
(e.g., a transit system) to which little redundancy exists.
Earthquakes are produced by abrupt relative movements on fractures or fracture zones in
the earth's crust. These fractures or fracture zones are termed earthquakefaults.The
mechanism of fault movement is elastic rebound from the sudden release of built-up
strain energy in the crust. The built-up strain energy accumulates in the earth's crust
through the relative movement of large, essentially intact pieces of the earth's crust called
tectonic plafes. This relief of strain energy, commonly calledfault rupture,takes place
along the rupture zone.When fault rupture occurs, the strained rock rebounds elastically.
This rebound produces vibrations that pass through the earth crust and along the earth's
surface, generating the ground motions that are the source of most damage attribut¿ble to
earthquakes. If the fault along which the rupture occurs propagates upward to the ground
swface and the surface is uncovered by sediments, the relative movement may manifest
itself as surface rupture. Surface ruptures are also a source of earthquake damage to
constructed facilities including tunnels.

For the continental United States, the principal tectonic plate boundary is along the
westem coast of the continent, where the North American Plate and the Pacific Plate are
in contact. In Californiq the boundary between these plates is a transform fault wherein
the relative movement is generally one of lateral slippage of one plate past the other.
Elsewhere along the west coast (e.g., off the coast of Oregon, V/ashington, and Alaska ),
the plate boundary is a subduction zone wherein one plate dives (subducts) beneath the
other plate. In the western interior of the United States, adjacent to the westem edge of
the American Plate, there may be subplates that have fonned as a result of subcrustal
flow. Earthquake sotuces in Utah and Montana may be attributable to such subplate
sources. Earthquake source areas in the central and eastern United States and along the
Saint Lawrence Valley are within the American Plate and are considered to be intrãplate
source zones. The mechanisms generating earthquakes in these intraplate zones are
poorly understood, but may be related to relief of locked-in stresses from ancient tectonic
movements, crustal rebound from the ice ages, re-adjustrnent of stress in the interior of
the plate due to boundary loads, sediment load such as the Mississippi River basin, or
other unrecognized mechanisms. Earthquakes in Hawaii are believèd to be associated
with an isolated plume of molten rock from the mantle referred to as a hot spot.

The intensity and impact of earthquakes may be as great or greater in the plate interiors as
they are at the active plate boundaries. The differences between plate boundary and
intraplate earthquakes is in their geographic spread and the frequency of occurrence.
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Earthquake activity is much grcater along the plate boundaries than in the plate interior.
However, ground motions from intraplate earthquakes tend to attenuate, or dissipate,
much more slowly than those from plate boundary events. Plate boundary faults are
relatively longer than those in the plate interior and tend to be associated with a smaller
stress drop (the stress drop is the sudden reduction of stress across the fault plane dwing
rupture), longer duration of shaking, and a more frequent rate of earthquake occurrence.

Faults are created when the stresses within geologic materials exceed the ability of those
materials to withstand the stresses. Most faults that exist today are the result of tectonic
activþ that occured in earlier geological times. These faults are usually non-
seismogenic (i.e. incapable of generating earthquakes, or inactive). However, faults
related to past tectonism may be reactivated by present-day tectonism in seismically
active areas and can also be activated by anthropogenic (man-made) activities such as
impoundment of a reservoir by a dan or injection of fluids (e.g. waste liquids) deep into
the subsurface. The maximum size of an earthquake on an anthropogenically reactivated
fault is a subject of some controversy, but earthquakes as large as moment magnitude 6.5
have been athibuted to reservoir impoundment.

Not all faults along which relative movement is occurring are a source of earthquakes.
Some faults may be surfaces along which relative movement is occurring at a slow,
relatively continuous rate, with an insuffrcient stress drop to cause an earthquake. Such
movement is calledfault creep. Fault creep may occur along a shallow fault, where the
low overburden stress on the fault results in a relatively low threshold stress for initiating
displacement along the fault. Alternatively, a creeping fault may be at depth in soft and/or
ductile materials that deform plastically. Also, there may be a lack of frictional resistance
or asperities (non-uniformities) along the fault plane, allowing steady creep and the
associated release of the strain energy along the fault. Fault creep may also prevail where
phenomena such as magma intrusion or growing salt domes activate small shallow faults
in soft sediments. Faults generated by extraction of fluids (e.g., oil or water in southem
California ), which causes ground settlement and thus activates faults near the surface
may also result in fault creep. Faults activated by other non-tectonic mechanisms? e.g.
faults generated by gravþ slides that take place in thick, unconsolidated sediments,
could also produce fault creep.

Active faults that extend into crystalline bedrock are generally capable of building up the
strain energy needed to produce, upon rupture, earthquakes strong enough to affect
transportation facilities. Fault ruptures may propagate from the crystalline bedrock to the
ground surface and produce ground rupture. Fault ruptures which propagate to the surface
in a relatively narrow zone of deformation that can be traced back to the causative fault in
crystalline rock are sometimes referred to as primary fault ruptures. Fault ruptures may
also propagate to the surface in diffrrse, distributed zones of deformation whìch cannot be
traced directly back to the basement rock. In this case, the surface deformation may be
referred to as secondary fault rupture.

Whether or not a fault has the potential to produce earthquakes is usually judged by the
recency of previous fault movements. If a fault has propagated to the ground surface,
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evidence of faulting is usually found in geomorphic features associated with fault rupture
(e.g., relative displacement of geologically young sediments). For faults that do not
propagate to the ground surface, geomorphic evidence of previous earthquakes may be
more subdued and more diffrcult to evaluate (e.g., near surface folding in sediments or
evidence of liquefaction or slumping generated by the earthquakes). If a fault has
undergone relative displacement in relatively recent geologic time (within the time frame
of the current tectonic setting), it is reasonable to assume that this fault has the potential
to move again. If the fault moved in the distant geologic past, during the time of a
different tectonic stress regime, and if the fault has not moved in recent (Holocene) time
(generally the past I1,000 years), it may be considered inactive. For some very important
and critical facilities, such as those whose design is governed by the US Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC), a timeframe much longer than the I1,000-yr criterion
has been used. [n accordance with the US NRC regulations a fault is defined as "capable"
(as opposed to "active") if it has shown activity within the past 35,000 years or longer.

Geomorphic evidence of fault movement cannot always be dated. In practice, if a fault
displaces the base of unconsolidated alluvium, glacial deposits, or surficial soils, then the
fault is likely to be active. Also, if there is micro-seismic activity associated with the
fault, the fault may be judged as active and capable of generating earthquakes.
Microearthquakes occurring within basement rocks at depths of 7 to 20 km may be
indicative of the potential for large earthquakes. Microearthquakes occurring ai depths of
I to 3 km are not necessarily indicative of the potential for large, damaging earthquake
events. In the absence of geomorphic, tectonic, or historical evidence of large damaging
earthquakes, shallow microtremors may simply indicate a potential for smail or moderate
seismic events. Shallow microearthquakes of magnitude 3 or less may also sometimes be
associated with mining or other non-seismogenic mechanisms. If there is no geomorphic
evidence of recent seismic activity and there is no microseismic activity in the are4 then
the fault may be inactive and not capable of generating earthquakes.

In some instances, fault rupture may be confined to the subsurface with no relative
displacement at the ground surface due to the fault movement. Subsurface faulting
without primary fault rupture at the ground surface is characteristic of almost all but the
largest magnitude earthquakes in the central and eastern United States . Due to the rarity
of large magnitude intraplate events, geological processes may eftise surface
manifestations of major earthquakes in these areas. Therefore, intraplate seismic source
zones often must be evaluated using instrumental seismicity and paleoseismicity studies.
This is particularly true if the intraplate sources *. 

"ou.r"á 
by a-thick mantle of

sediments, as in the New Madrid, Tennessee, and Charleston, South Carolin4 intraplate
seismic zones. Instrumental recording of small magnitude events can be particularly
effective in defining seismic source zones.

Essentially all of the active faults with surface fault traces in the United States are
shallow crustal faults west of the Rocþ Mountains . However, not all shallow crustal
faults west of the Rocþ Mountains have surface fault traces. Several recent significant
eanhquakes along the Pacific Coast plate boundary (e.g., the 1987 Whittier Nanows
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earthquake and the 1994 Northridge earthquake) were due to rupture of thrust
(compressional) faults that did not break the ground surface, termed blind thrusr faults.

A long fault, like the San Andreas Fault in California or the 'Wasatch Fault in Utah,
typically will not move along its entire length atany one time. Such faults typically move
in portions, one segment at a time. An immobile (or "locked") segment, a segment which
has remained stationary while the adjacent segments of the fault have moved, is a strong
candidate for the next episode of movement.

Earthquake magnitude, M, is a measure of the energy released by an earthquake. A
variety of different earthquake magnitude scales exist. The differences among these
scales is attributable to the earthquake characteristic used to quantifu the energy content.
Characteristics used to quantifr earthquake energy content include the local intensity of
ground motions, the body waves generated by the earthquake, and the surface waves
generated by the earthquake. In the eastern United States, earthquake magnitude is
commonly measured as a (short period) body wave magnitude,m6. However, the (long
period) body wave magnitude, rrs, scêls is also sometimes used in the central and eastern
United States . In California" eafihquake magnitude is often measured as alocal (Richter)
magnitude, M¡, or surfoce wcve magnitude, Mr. The Japan Meteorological Agency
Møgnitude (Mn¡d scale is commonly used in Japan .

Due to limitations in the ability of some recording instruments to measure values above a
certain amplitude, some of these magnitude scales tend to reach an asymptotic upper
limit. To correct this, the moment magnitude,M*, scale was developed by seismologists
(Hanks and Kanamori, 1979). The moment magnitude of an earthquake is a measure of
the kinetic energy released by the earthquake. M* is proportional to the seismic moment,
def,rned as a product of the material rigidity, fault rupture area. and the average
dislocation of the rupture surface.

For the seismic design of underground tunnel facilities, one of the main tasks is to define
the design earthquake(s) and the conesponding ground motion levels and other
associated seismic hazards. The process by which design ground motion parameters are
established for a seismic analysis is termed the seismic hazard analysis. Seismic hazard
analyses generally involve the following steps:

. Identification of the seismic sources capable of strong ground motions at the
project site

. Evaluation of the seismic potential for each capable source

. Evaluation of the intensity of the design ground motions at the project site

Identification of seismic sources includes establishing the type of fault and its geographic
location, depth, size, and orientation. Seismic source identification may also inõlude
specification of a random seismic source to accommodate earthquakes not associated
with any known fault. Evaluation of the seismic potential of an identified source involves
evaluation of the earthquake magnitude (or range of magnitudes) that the source can
generate and, often times, the expected rate of occurrence of events of these magnitudes.
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Identifrcation of capable seismic sources together with evaluation of the seismic potential
of each capable source may be referred to as seismic source characterization. Once the
seismic sources are characterized, the intensity of ground motions at the project site from
these sources must be characterized. There are three general ways by which the intensity
of ground motions at a project site is assessed in practice. They are, in order of
complexity: (l) use of existing hazardanalysis results published by credible agencies
such as US Geological Survey (USGS) and some State agencies; (2) project-specific and
site-specific deterministic seismic hazardevaluation; and (3) project-specific and site-
specific probabilistic seismic hazard evaluation. Which particular approach is adopted
may depend on the importance and complexity of the project and may be dictated by
regulatory agencies.

The choice ofthe desigr ground motion level whether based upon probabilistic or deterministic analysis, cannot be considered

separately from the level of performance specified for the design event. Sometimos, facilities may be designed for multiple
performance levels, with a different ground motion level assigned to each performance level, a practice referred to as performance

bæed desigrr. Common performance levels used in design of hansportation facilities include protection of life safety and maintenance

offunction after the event. A safety level design earthquake criterion is routinely employed in seismic design. Keeping a facility
functional after a læge earthquake adds another requirement to that of simply maintaining tife safety, and is typically required for
critical facilities.

The collapse of a modern transportation tunnel (particularly for mass transit purpose)
during or after a major seismic event could have catastrophic effects as well as profound
social and economical impacts. It is typical therefore for modern and critical
transportation tunnels to be designed to withstand seismic ground motions with a retum
period of 2,500 years, (corresponding to 2 Yo probability of exceedance in 50 years, or
3%o probability of exceedance in 75 years). In addition, to avoid lengthy down time and to
minimize costly repairs, a modern and critical transportation tunnel ir ót"tr required to
withstand a more frequent earthquake (i.e., a lower level earthquake) with -i"i-ul
damage. The tunnel should be capable of being put immediateþ back in service after
inspection following this lower level design earthquake. In the high seismic areas, this
lower level earthquake is generally defined to have a S}%oprobability of probability of
exceedance 75 years, corresponding to a 108-year return period. In the e¿tstern United
States, where earthquake occuffence is much less frequent, the lower level design
earthquake for modem and critical transportation tunnels is generally defined aia higher
retum period such as 500 years.

1. A probabilistic seismichazard analysis incorporates the likelihood of a fault
rupturing and the distribution of earthquake magnitudes associated with fault
rupture into the assessment of the intensity of the design ground motion at a site.
The objective of a probabilistic seismic hazardanalysis isto compute, for a given
exposure time, the probability of exceedance coresponding to various levels of a
ground motion parameter (e.g., the probability of exceeding a peak ground
acceleration of 0.2 g in a 100-year period). The ground motion parameter may be
either a peak value (e.g., peak ground acceleration) or a response spectra ordinate
associated with the strong ground motion at the site. The probabilistic value of the
design parameter incorporates both the uncertainty of the attenuation of strong
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ground motions and the randomness of earthquake occurrences. A probabilistic
seismic hazard analysis usually includes the following steps, Identiff the seismic
sources capable of generating shong ground motion at the project site. In areas

where no active faults can be readily identified it may be necessary to rely on a
purely statistical analysis of historical earthquakes in the region.

2. Determine the minimum and maximum magnitude of earthquake associated with
each source and assign a frequency distribution of earthquake occurrenc€ to the
established range of magnitudes. The Gutenberg-Richter magnitude-recuffence
relationship (Gutenberg and Richte41942) is the relationship used most
commonly to describe the frequency distribution of earthquake occurrence. While
the maximum magnitude is a physical parameter related to the fault dimensions,
the minimum magnitude may be related to both the physical properties of the fault
and the constraints of the numerical analysis.

3. For each source, assign an attenuation relationship on the basis of the style of
faulting. Uncertainty is usually assigned to the attenuation relationships based
upon statistical analysis of attenuation in previous earthquakes.

4. Calculate the probability of exceedance of the specified ground motion parameter
for a specified time interval by integrating the attenuation relationship over the
magnitude disÍibution for each soruce and summing up the results.

Peak ground acceleration (PGA), particularly in the horizontal direction, is the most
common index of the intensity of strong ground motion at a site. Peak ground velocity
(PGV) and peak ground displacement (PGD) are also used in some engineering analyses
to characterize the damage potential of ground motions. For seismic design and analysis
of underground structures including tunnels, the PGV is as important as the PGA because
ground strains (or the differential displacement between two points in the ground) can be
estimated using the PGV. PGA values are generally available from published hazard
results such as those from the USGS haznd study. Attenuation relations are also
generally available for estimating PGA values. However, there has been little information
in the past for estimating the PGV values. Previous studies have attempted to correlate
the PGV with PGA by establishing PGV-to-PGA ratios (as a function of earthquake
magnitudes, site soil conditions, and sowce-to-site distance in some cases). However,
these correlations were derived primarily from ground motion database in the Western
United States (WIJS) and failed to account for the different ground motion cha¡acteristics
in the Central and Eastern United States (CEUS). Recent study (NCHRP-12-70,2008)
has found that PGV is strongly correlated with the spectral acceleration at 1.0 second
(S1). Using published strong motion dat4 regression analysis was conducted and the
following correlation has been recommended for design pulposes. n a broad sense,
earthquake effects on underground tunnel structures can be grouped into two categories:
(1) ground shaking, and (2) ground failure. Based on tunnel performance records during
past earthquakes, the damaging effects of grotrnd failure on tunnels are significantly
greater than the ground shaking effects.

Ground Shaking: Ground shaking refers to the vibration of the ground produced by
seismic waves propagating through the earth's crust. The area experiencing this shaking
may cover hundreds of square miles in the vicinity of the fault rupture. The intensity of
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the shaking attenuates with distance from the fault rupture. Ground shaking motions are
composed of two different types of seismic waves, each with two sub-types, described as

follows:

Body waves traveling within the earth's material. They may be either longitudinal
P waves or transverse shear S waves and they can travel in any direction in the
ground.
Surface waves traveling along the earth's surface. They may be either Rayleigh
waves or Love waves.

As the ground is deformed by the traveling \ryaves, any tunnel structure in the ground will
also be deformed, since tunnel structures are constrained by the surrounding medium
(soil or rock). As long as the ground (i.e., the surrounding medium) is stable, the
structures cannot move independently of the ground. Therefore, the design and analysis
of underground structures is based on ground deformations/strains rather than ground
acceleration values. If the magnitude of ground deformation during earthquakes is small,
the seismic effect on tunnels is negligible. For example, there is generally little concem
for tunnel sections constructed in reasonably competent rock because the seismically
induced deformations/strains in rock are generally very small, except when shear/fault
zones are encountered or when there are large loosened rock pieces behind the lining. In
loose or soft soil deposits, on the other hand, the soil deformation developed during the
design earthquake(s) should be estimated and used for the structure's design and analysis.
In general the potential effects of ground shaking range from minor cracking of a
concrete liner to collapse of the liner and major caving of geologic materials into the
tunnel.

Ground Failure: Ground failure broadly includes various types of grotmd instability such
as fault ruptute, tectonic uplift and zubsidence, landsliding, and soil liquefaction. Each of
these hazards may be potentially catastrophic to tunnel structures, although the damages
are usually localized. Design of a tunnel structure against ground instability problems is
often possible, although the cost may be high.

If an active fault crosses the tunnel alignment, there is a hazard of direct shearing
displacement through the tunnel in the event of a moderate to large magnitude
earthquake. Such displacements may range from a few inches to greater than ten feet and,
in many cases, may be concentrated in a n¿uïow zone along the fault. Fault rupture can
and has had very damaging eflects on tunnels. Tectonic uplift and subsidence can have
similar damaging effects to fault rupture, if the upliflsubsidence movements cause
suffrcient diflerential deformation of the tunnel.

Landsliding through a tunnel, whether statically or seismically induced, can result in
large, concentrated shearing displacements and either full or partial collapse of tunnel
cross sections. Landslide potential is greatest when a preexisting landslide mass intersects
the tunnel. A statically stable landslide m¿rss may be activated by earthquake shaking.
The hazard of landsliding is usually greatest in shallower parts of a tunnel alignment and
at tunnel portals.
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For tunnels located in soils below the groundwater table, there could be a potential for
liquefaction if loose to medium-dense cohesionless soils (sands, silts, gravels) are
adjacent to the tunnel. Potential effects of liquefaction of soils adjacent to a tunnel
include: (a) increased lateral pressr¡res on the lining or walls of the tunnel, which could
lead to failure of the lining or walls depending on their design; (b) flotation or sinking of
a tunnel embedded in liquefred soil, depending on the relative weight of the tunnel and
the soils replaced by the tunnel; and (c) lateral displacements of a tunnel if there is a free
face toward which liquefied soil can move and/or if the tunnel is constructed below
sloping ground.

Other unfavorable geologic conditions could lead to unsatisfactory seismic tunnel
performance unless recognized and adequately accounted for in the tunnel design and
construction. Unfavorable geologic conditions include: soft soils; rocks with weak planes
intersecting a tunnel, such as shear zones or well developed weak bedding planes and
well developed joint sets that are open or frlled with weathered and decomposed rock;
failures encountered during tunnel construction that may have further weakened the
geologic formations adjacent to a tunnel (e.g., cave-ins or running ground leaving
incompletely filled voids or loosened rock behind a lining; squeezing ground with
relatively low static factor of safety against lining collapse); and adjacent geologic units
having major contrasts in stiffrress that can lead to stress concentrations or diflerential
displacement. Elements of tunnel design, construction, and condition that may influence
tunnel seismic behavior include:

Whether seismic loadings and behavior were explicitly considered in tunnel
design
The nature of the tunnel lining and support system (e.g., type of lining, degree of
contact between lining/support systems and geologic material, use of rock bolts
and dowels)
Junctions of tunnels with other structures
History of static tunnel perforrnance in terms of failures and cracking or distortion
of lining/support system
Current condition of lining/support system, such as degree of cracking of concrete
and deterioration of concrete or steel materials over time.

ln evaluating an existing tunnel in the screening stage or in a more detailed evaluation, or
in designing retrofit measures, it is important to obtain as complete inforrration as
possible on the tunnel design, construction, and condition and the geologic conditions
along the tunnel alignment. To obtain this information, the design and evaluation team
should review the design drawings and design studies, as-built drawings, construction
records as contained in the construction engineer daily reports and any special reports,
maintenance and inspection records, and geologic and geotechnical reports and maps.
Special inspections and investigations may be needed to adequately depict the existing
conditions and determine reasons for any distress to the tunnel.

1.

2.

aJ.

4.

5.
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There are certain conditions that would clearly indicate a potentially significant seismic
risk to a bored tunnel, cut-and-cover tunnel, or submerged tube and thus require more
detailed evaluations. These conditions include :

. An active fault intersecting the tunnel;
r ,{ landslide intersecting the tunnel, whether or not the landslide is active;
. Liquefiable soils adjacent to the tunnel, and
. History of static distress to the tunnel (e.g., local collapses, large deformations,

cracking or spalling of the liner due to earth movements), unless retrofit measures
were taken to stabilize the tunnel.

In addition to the above, detailed seismic evaluations should also be conducted for
tunnels that are considered lifeline structures (important and critical structures) that must
be usable or remain open to traffrc immediately after the earthquake. Transit tunnels in
metropolitan ¿ìreas are often considered as critical/lifeline structures and. therefore,
warrant detailed seismic evaluations.

If the above conditions do not exist, then the risk to a bored tunnel is a function of the
tunnel design and construction, the characteristics of the geologic medi4 and the level of
ground shaking. In this section, additional screening guidelines are presented considering
these factors and empirical observations of tunnel performance during earthquakes.

It should be noted that although not as damaging as ground failure effects, ground
shaking effect alone (i.e., in the absence of ground failure) has resulted in moderate to
major damage to many tunnels in earthquakes. Figure 13-8 shows a highway tunnel
experiencing lining falling off from tunnel cro\iln under the ground shaking effect during
the 2004 Niigata Earthquake in Japan. In another incident, the 1999 Koceali Earthquake
in Turkey caused the collapse of two tunnels (the Bolu Tunnels) constructed using
NATM method (15 m arch high and 16 m wide). At the time of the earthquake, the
collapsed section of the tunnel had been stabilized with steel rib, shotcrete, and anchors.

The 1995 Kobe Earthquake also caused a major collapse of the Daikai subway station
which was constructed by cut-and-cover method without specific seismic design
provisions. The schematic drawing shown in Figure 13-12 (Iida et al.,1996) shows the
collapse experienced by the center columns of the station, which was accompanied by the
collapse of the ceiling slab and the settlement of the soil cover by more than2.5 m. The
relatively poor performance of cut-and-cover tunnels under the ground shaking effect
may reflect: (l) relatively softer near-surface geologic materials surrounding these types
of structures as compared to the harder materials that often surround bored tunnels at
greater depths; (2) higher levels ofacceleration at and nea¡ the ground surface than at
depth (due to tendencies for vibratory ground motions to reduce with depth below the
ground surface); and (3) vulnerability of these box-like structures to seismically induced
racking deformations of the box cross section (Refer to Figure 13-13 in Section 13.5),
unless specifically designed to accommodate these racking deformations. Cut-and-cover
tunnels in soil tend to be more vulnerable than those excavated into rock because of the
larger soil shear deformations causing the tunnel racking. Tunnels in soft soil may be
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especially vulnerable. The most important determinant in assessing whether more
detailed seismic evaluations of cut-and-cover tunnels are required is whether the original
design considered loadings and deformations consistent with the seismic environment
and geologic conditions, and especially, whether racking behavior was taken into account
in the seismic analysis, design, and detailing of the structure. Submerged tubes are
particularly susceptible to permanent ground movements during seismic shaking. Tubes
are typically located at shallow depths and in soft or loose soils. Liquefaction of loose
cohesionless soils may cause settlement, uplift (flotation), or lateral spreading.
Earthquake shaking may also cause permanent displacement of soft clay soils on sloping
ground. Joints connecting tube segments must accommodate the relative displacement of
adjacent segments while maintaining a watertight seal. Generally, submerged tubes can
be screened out from more detailed evaluations if the original design appropriately
considered and analyzed the potential for ground failure modes and ifjoints have been
careñrlly designed to achieve water tightness. Underground tunnel structures undergo
three primary modes of deformation during seismic shaking: ovaling/racking, axial and
curvature deformations. The ovaling/racking defonnation is caused primarily by seismic
waves propagating perpendicular to the tunnel longitudinal axis, causing deformations in
the plane of the tunnel cross section; Vertically propagating shear waves are generally
considered the most critical type of waves for this mode of deformation. The axial and
curvature deformations are induced by components of seismic waves that propagate
along the longitudinal axis. The evaluation procedures for transverse resporìse of tunnel
structures can be based on either (l) simplifred analytical method, or (2) more complex
numerical modeling approach, depending on the degree of complexity of the soil-
structure system, subsurface conditions, the seismic hazardlevel, and the importance of
the structures. The numerical modeling approach should be considered in cases where
simplified analysis methods are less applicable, more uncertain, or inconclusive, or where
a very important structure is located in a severe seismic environment or where case
history data indicate relatively higher seismic wlnerability for the type of tunnel, such as
rectangular cut-and-cover tunnels in seismically active areas. As mentioned earlier,
ovaling of a circular tunnel lining is primarity caused by seismic waves propagating in
planes perpendicular to the tunnel axis. The results are cycles of additional stress
concentrations with altenrating compressive and tensile stresses in the tunnel lining.
These dynamic stresses are superimposed on the existing static state of stress in the
lining. Several critical modes may result (Owen and Scholl, 1981):

. Compressive dynamic stresses added to the compressive static stresses may
exceed the compressive capacity of the lining locally.

. Tensile dynamic stresses subtracted from the compressive st¿tic stresses reduce
the lining's moment capacity, and sometimes the resulting stresses may be tensile.

'When 
a circular lining is assumed to oval in accordance with the deformations imposed

by the surrounding ground (e.g., shear), the lining's transverse sectional stiffrress is
completely ignored. This assumption is probably reasonable for most circular tunnels in
rock and in stiff soils, because the lining stiffrress against distortion is low compared with
that of the surrounding medium. Depending on the definition of "ground deformation of
surrounding medium," however, a design based on this assumption may be overly
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conservative in some cases and non-conservative in others. This will be discussed further
below.

Shear distortion of the surrounding ground, for this discussion, can be defined in two
ways. If the non-perforated ground in the free-field is used to derive the shea¡ distortion
surrounding the tunnel lining, the lining is to be designed to conform to the maximum
diameter change,

As mentioned earlier, the greatest risk to tunnel structures is the potential for large
ground movements as a result of unstable ground conditions (e.g., liquefaction and
landslides) or fault displacements. In general, it is not feasible to design a tunnel structure
to withst¿nd large ground displacements. The proper design measures in dealing with the
unstable ground conditions may consist of:

. Ground stabilization

. Removal and replacement of the problem soils

. Re-route or deep burial to bypass the problem zone

With regard to the fault displacements, the best strategy is to avoid any potential crossing
of active faults. If this is not possible, then the general design philosophy is to accept and
accommodate the displacements by either employing an oversized excavation, perhaps
backfilled with compressible/collapsible material, or using ductile lining to minimize the
instability potential of the lining. In cases where the magnitude of the fault displacement
is limited or the width of the sheared fault zone is considerable such that the displacement
is dissipated gradually over a distance, design of a strong lining to resist the displacement
may be technically feasible. The structures, however,may be subject to large axial, shear
and bending forces. Many factors need to be considered in the evaluation, including the
stiffiress of the lining and the ground, the angle of the fault plane intersecting the tunnel,
the width of the fault, the magnitude as well as orientation of the fault movement.
Analytical procedures are generally used for evaluating the effects of fault displacement
on lining response. Some of these procedures were originally developed for buried
pipelines (ASCE Committee on Gas and Liquid Fuel Lifelines, 1984). Continuum finite-
element or finite-difference methods have also been used effectively for evaluating the
tunnel-ground-faulting interaction effects.

As mentioned earlier, the greatest risk to tunnel structures is the potential for large
ground movements as a result of unstable ground conditions (e.g., liquefaction and
landslides) or fault displacements. In general, it is not feasible tó design a tunnel structure
to withstand large ground displacements. The proper design m"a"ore. itt dealing with the
unstable ground conditions may consist of:

. Ground stabilization

. Removal and replacement of the problem soils

. Re-route or deep burial to bypass the problem zone
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V/ith regard to the fault displacements, the best strategy is to avoid any potential crossing
of active faults. If this is not possible, then the general design philosophy is to accept and
accommodate the displacements by either employing an oversized excavation, perhaps
backfrlled with compressible/collapsible material, or using ductile lining to minimize the
instability potential of the lining. In cases where the magnitude of the fault displacement
is limited or the width of the sheared fault zone is considerable such that the displacement
is dissipated gradually over a distance, design of a strong lining to resist the displacement
may be technically feasible. The structures, however, may be subject to large axial, shear
and bending forces. Many factors need to be considered in the evaluation, including the
stif&ress of the lining and the ground, the angle of the fault plane intersecting the tunnel,
the width of the fault, the magnitude as well as orientation of the fault movement.
Analyticat procedures are generally used for evaluating the efflects of fault displacement
on lining response. Some of these procedures were originally developed for buried
pipelines (ASCE Committee on Gas and Liquid Fuel Lifelines, 1984). Continuum finite-
element or finite-difference methods have also been used effectively for evaluating the
tunnel-grormd-faulting interaction effects.

Assessing the behavior of a tunnel that may be subject to the direct shear displacements
along a fault includes, first, characterizing the free-field fault displacement (i.e.,
displacements in the absence of the tunnel) where the fault zone crosses the tunnel and,
second, evaluating the effects of the cha¡acterized displacements on the tunnel. When
subjected to fault differential displacements, a buried structure with shear and bending
stiffness tends to resist the defonned configuration of the fault offset, which induces arial
and shear forces and bending moments in the structure. The axial deformation is resisted
by the frictional forces that develop at the soil-tunnel interface in the arial direction,
while shear and curvature deformations are caused by the soil resistance normal to the
tunnel lining or walls. If liquefiable soil deposits or unstable soil masses susceptible to
landsliding are identified along the tunnel alignrnent, then more detailed evaluations may
be required to assess whether liquefaction or landsliding would be expected to occur
dwing the design earthquake and to assess impacts on the tunnel.

If slope movements due to landsliding or lateral spreading movements due to liquefaction
intersect a tunnel, the potential effects of these movements on the tunnel are similar to
those of fault displacement. As is the case for fault displacements, tunnels generally
would not be able to resist landsliding or lateral spreading concentrated displacements
larger than a few inches without experiencing locally severe damage.

If liquefaction were predicted to occur adjacent to a tunnel lining or wall, a potential
consequence could be yielding of the lining or wall due to the increased lateral earth
pressure in the liquefied zone. The pressure exerted by a liquefied soil may be as large as
the total overburden pressure. The potential for liquefaction to cause uplift ofa tunnel
embedded in liquefied soil, or for the tunnel to settle into the soil, should also be checked.

Geologic events, and seismic activity in particular, are the primary natural hazards of the
community. Earthquakes are caused by violent and abrupt releases of strain releases built
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up along faults. When a fault ruptures, energy is released in all directions from the
source, or epicenter, in the form of seismic waves.

Earthquakes generate two types of hazards. Primary hazards are ground shaking and
surface rupture along faults. Secondary hazards result from the interaction if ground
shaking with existing ground instabilities and include liquefication, settlement and
landslides.

The City of South Pasadena is located in seismically active region, in an area of potential
fault rupture, strong ground shaking and slope instability. These geologic and seismic
hazards can affect the structural integrity of structures and utilities, and in tum can cause
severe property damage and potential loss of life.

In Californi4 faults are coÍìmon, ranging from small breaks of an inch or less, to the San
Andreas fault which extends for hundreds of miles. In addition to size, the age of a fault
has a direct bearing on the likelihood of generating an earthquake. Many large faults have
mot moved for millions of years and are considered "dead" or inactive.

The Alquist-Priolo Zones Special Studies Act defines "active" faults as those that have
experienced surface displacement, or movement during the last I1,000 yea$. Faults
classified as potentially active moved dwing the last 2 million years. Faults that have not
moved within the last 2 million years are considered inactive.

Local faults: The seismicity of the Southern Califomai region and its relationship to the
City of South Pasadena are the Sierra Madre Fault system, the Whittier Fault, and the San
Andreas Fault. An earthquake anywhere on any of those faults could trigger secondary
impacts on the City.

Three other faults influence the City of South Pasadena: the Raymond Hill Fault, the
York Boulevard Fault, and the Elysian Park Fault. Between these three faults, much of
the the City is subject to earthquakehazard. Raymond Hill Fault is the only active fault
running through South Pasadena that is designated as an Alquist-Priolo Special Study
Zone. This fault is a reverse, left-slip, 12 miles in length, and extends through the
southem portion of South Pasadena. The Raymond Hill Fault is believed to have moved
within the past 3,000 years.

Recent fire disasters in European road tunnels have shown that fues in a tunnel represent
high risks. The users and the rescue services are endangered by heat, smoke arìd also
explosive concrete spalling of the tunnel lining. The tunnel itself is often damaged
considerably. The necessary long refurbishment works have negative effects on the
tunnel service availability and also cause high costs forthe tunnel owner. Thus high safety
demands must be placed on complex nfrastructural facilities such as road tunnels.
In the event of fire the temperature in a tunnel rises extremely rapidly within a short
amount of time. Large scale fire tests have shown that maximum temperatures of 1200"C
or even above could occur. The result is an increased risk of explosive concrete spalling
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of the tunnel lining. Fires in road tunnels are characterised by the affected persons being
endangered and in many cases by the considerable amount of damage caused to facilities.
Depending on depth and quantity of these spallings, the structure could be damaged
seriously and in the worst case the tunnel stability could be influenced negatively. Major
fires can result in tunnel users coming to harm and vehicles being seriously damaged
quite apart from effects on the tunnels themselves. The damage is caused particularly by
the spontaneous development of great amounts of heat and aggressive fire gases.
Following the fire, the damage caused to the tunnel itself can badly affect the service
availability because the tunnel is closed to traffrc due to the necessary refurbishment
works. Depending on the duration of the fire and the chronological temperature
development, the stability of the tunnel can be negatively influenced. Redevelopment
and the associated discontinuation of services can last for weeks or even months. The
main damage patterns to a tunnel obtained from investigations on fire accidents can be
summarised as follows:
- Some 5 - 10 min. must be estimated for the "flash over" - the time required for a
smouldering fire to become a "full fire" resultitrg in a steep rise in temperature in the
affected area in the case ofheavy vehicles.
- The dwation of the fire varies considerably - between 30 minutes and a number of
hours.
- The in some cases considerable damage to the tunnel structure resulting from major
fires is caused by the high fre load of heavy vehicles.
- Damage to the concrete tunnel lining is mainly caused by spallings as well as the
condensation of smoke gas on the tunnel wall, the ceiling and the operational
installations. During a fire in the Tauem Tunnel on May 29,1999, a total of 34 vehicles
were destroyed'. 12 persons lost their lives and considerable damage was caused to
vehicles and to the tunnel structure. Concrete spallings with a depth of 10 to 15 cm were
measured at the tunnel lining. The effect of temperature on the concrete tunnel lining can
lead to damage in many different ways:
- The spalling process is largely influenced by the speed at which the temperature rises,
the moisture of the concrete and through the pore structure(compactness). The formation
of water vapour leads to stresses in the concrete matrix as from 100 oC, which can in
some cases lead to large-scale spalling. Depending on the residual moisture and the
concrete matrix set-up it cannot be precluded that the extent of damage eats it way further
into the concrete cross-section as the duration of the fire progresses.
- At higher temperatures (400 to 600 oC), chemical transformations occur in the case of
various minerals in the concrete aggregates. Water and/or gas separations can be the
result. This leads to an increase in volume (e.g. quartz transformation, quartz leap). The
spalling mechanisms that were previously described can be strongly supported depending
on the nature and size of the aggregate grain.
- Temperature-related internal and constraining stresses can also lead to concrete
spallings.
- Reinforcements, which are located merely a few centimeters beneath the surface, are
exposed by the above described spallings and completely lose their bearing capacity
owing to the extremely high temperatures in the first zone. Thus temperatures in excess
of 300 oC should be avoided in order not to affect the steel's bearing capacity
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considerably. The fire disasters over the past few years have shown that fires in tunnels
represent high risks. The users and the rescue services are endangered by heat, smoke
and concrete spallings of the tunnel lining. In addition the bearing structure is exposed
to particular dangers on account of high temperatures and possible spallings.
Constructional measures against concrete spalling are of great importance beside
constantly exposed. The darnage mechanisms that have been described can last over a
lengthy period of time. For the special case of a tunnel fue the spalling efFect starts with
the steep temperature rise after about 5 minutes from the beginning of the hre event.
Spalling usually takes place within the first 20 minutes after the fire has started. But also
as the permanent tunnel lining have cooled down, further concrete parts can loosen and
subsequently fall down. Thus concrete spallings could endanger emergency services
during the rescue phase as well as people carrying out reconstruction works.

Public awareness of the consequences of fire in road tunnels was raised by the recent
series of major incidents involving significant loss to human life. In particular, the fnes in
the alpin road tunnels at Mont Blanc and Tauern in 1999, Gotthard in200l, and a subway
fire in Daegu in 2003 resulted in total of nearly 200 deaths.

Vehicle fres start for a variety of reasons, in passenger cars the most coÍrmon reason is
an electrical fault, in heavy goods vehicles (HGVs) the most coÍtmon cause is the
brakes overheating on a long downward slope [1]. Fires may also start as a result of a
collision. There does not seem to be any statistical evidence that fires occur more or
less frequently in tunnels than in the open air, however any fires that do occur in tunnels
do tend to have more serious consequences. On the24thof Ma¡ch 1999 aHGV travelling
through the l lkm long Mont Blanc tunnel from France to Italy caught fire, possibly due
to the engine overheating. This HGV stopped 6km into the tunnel when the driver
became aware of the fire; he was unable to put it out and fled, on foot, towards ltaly.
Within minutes the tunnel operators were aware of the fire and prevented further vehicles
from entering the tunnel, however, 18 HGVs, 9 cars, a van and a motorcycle had entered
the tunnel from France after the first HGV and before the tunnel was closed. Of these 29
vehicles, four HGVs managed to pass the buming HGV and travel on towards Italy in
safety, the other 25 vehicles becarne trapped in the smoke and eventually became
involved in the fire. Nobody in any of these vehicles survived. Due to the prevailing wind
direction (from the south) and the different ventilation regimes at either end of the tunnel
(all ventilation ducts at the Italian end were set to supply fresh air, whereas at the French
end some ducts were set to supply and some to exhaust) virtually all the smoke from the
fire was carried towardsFrance, and as the airflow velocity was more than I ms-1, the
smoke did not remain stratifiedA; within minutes there was no fresh air in the tunnel
downstream of the fue. The fire grew to involve the25 vehicles behind the first HGV, 8
HGVs which had been abandoned by their drivers travelling from Italy to France (the
nearest one being some The lms-l airflow criterion is a commonly applied 'rule of
thumb' regarding smoke stratification. 290m from the initial HGV f,re), and the first fire-
fighting vehicle which entered the tunnel from the French side (which was almost half a
kilometer from the nearest vehicle on fire). It is unclear how the fire managed to spread
such distances, although explanations such as backdraught, burning liquid fuels and the
involvement of pavement materials in the fre have been proposed-At the height of the
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fre the blaze was estimated to have been about 190MV/ in size with temperatures in the
tunnel exceeding 1000'C. The fire took 53 hours to extinguish and "hot spots" were still
being dealt with after five days. 38 tunnel users and one fire-fighter died as a result of the
fire, in their vehicles, two in an emergency shelter (designed to protect life in the event
of a fire) and the rest on the roadway trying to reach the French portal. This was the
greatest loss of life in any road tunnel fire. The incident in the Mont Blanc tunnel was the
18th HGV fire recorded in the tunnel. since it opened in 1965. Of the other 17 incidents
most were minor and only frve required the intervention of the fue brigade; none of these
incidents resulted in any fatalities.

The fue in the Mont Blanc tunnel became a tragedy due to a combination of
factors including the weather conditions, the different ventilation regimes at either end
of the tunnel and the highly flammable nature of the trailer (insulated with polyurethane
foam) and its cargo (margarine and flour) on the initial HGV.
There have of course been many other fue incidents in vehicle tunnels. A
comprehensive list of tunnel fire incidents is presented in Appendix B. The majority of
fires in road tunnels which have led to fatalities or significant destruction of vehicles
seem to be due to collisions or vehicles shedding their loads. Two more road tunnel
fires deserve further comment.

On the 7th of ApriL 1982 a collision in the Caldecott tunnel, Oakland, USA came about
when a passenger car, driven by a drunk driver, collided with the roadside barrier
(raised walkway) and came to an abrupt halt. The stationary car was struck by a petrol
tanker and subsequently the tanker was struck by a bus, causing the tanker to tum over,
partially rupturing and spilling some of its load. This soon ignited and the blaze grew to
involve the tanker, the car and four other vehicles in the tunnel. Seven people were
killed. Although some of the petrol spilled out of the tanker, it appears that a large
quantity of the fuel remained in the tank. Once the fue had reached a suffrcient
temperature to melt the aluminium walls of the tanker, the "top" of the tanker (i.e. the
side that \ryas uppetmost after the crash) collapsed creating a large, deep pool of petrol
which ignited and burned fiercely for over two hours until fre-fighters were able to
extinguish it.
On the 1lth of July 1979 acollision in the Nihonz¿ka tunnel, near Yaizu Cþ, Japan,
resulted in a fire which destroyed 173 vehicles. However, the seven fatalities which
occurred during the incident were all as a result of the crash, not as a result of the fue;
over two hundred people escaped the tunnel on foot before the fire established itself.
The Nihonzaka tunnel is unique amongst those described here, in that it had a spray
system to suppress fires. This automatic system began sprinkling the tunnel only eleven
minutes after the crash, and this successfully suppressed fire growth for about half an
hour - long enough for all the people in the 2km long tunnel to walk out. After this
time, however, the unburned fuel vapours reignited and the fire established itself once
more. One how later the sprinkler reservoirs ran dry and the fne grew dramatically. It
was two days before the blaze was "under control" and a fuither five days before it was
extinguished. A quick survey of fires in tunnels suggests that large scale fires in tunnels
may be becoming more frequent (the majority of large fnes in tunnels have occurred in
the past 20 years), this is probably due to the increasing rate of tunnel construction and
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use; there are far more tunnels in use today than there were twenty years ago, and these
tunnels are fa¡ longer and carry a much higher density of traff,rc than before. To try to
ensure that the number of large scale tunnel fre incidents doe snot increase at the same
rate as our use of tunnels, modern tunnels incorporate
sophisticated fue detectors, suppression systems and ventilation systems to control and
restrict fire spread.

Tunnels have had ventilation systerns in them for many years, but it is only relatively
recently that the ventilation systems have been seen as a fire safety measure. The
earliest ventilation systems were simply vertical shafts cut through the ground above the
tunnel. These provided some fresh air in the tunnel by means of the chimney effect; the
air in the tunnel (particularly if it was a steam train tunnel) would generally be warmer
than the air outside, so this warn air would rise up the shafts and fresh, cold air would
be gently pulled in the tunnel portals. This system of course does not work for tunnels
which go under obstacles like rivers, rather than through obstacles like hills, so when
these tunnels became commonplace, mechanical ventilation systems were installed in
some tunnels for the fust time

The mechanical ventilation technology was originally developed for use in underground
mines, and was adapted, with only minor changes, to be used in tunnels. The purpose
of this ventilation was to supply fresh air through the tunnel and to disperse pollutants
such as smoke and steam from trains. The ventilation system was not considered to be a
f,rre safety device. Indeed the first interaction between fires and ventilation systems that
was considered was the "throttling" effect of a fue on the ventilation. If there is a fire in
part of a network of mine tunnels, it has the effect of restricting the airflow through that
part of the tunnel, equivalent to replacing that part of the tunnel with a tunnel of smaller
dimensions, or effectively constricting or "throttling" the tunnel . The idea that a

FigureBacklayering (also known as "back-flow") is the name given to the phenomenon
when
smoke from a fire is observed to move against the direction of the airflow in the tunnel,
see Figure 1.04. Eisner & Smith proposed that it is essential for fue fighters to be
able to get to within 11-14m of a fire in a tunnel in order to effectively attack the fire.
In practical terms this means that backlayering must be prevented or sufficiently
controlled. The ventilation velocity required to prevent backlayering is known as the
"critical velocity" (designated Ucr) atdvarious different methods have been proposed
for calculating it over the years. The first relationships to be proposed seem to
hold for small fre sizes, but become un¡eliable for larger fires. Critical velocþ
varies not only with fire size but also with tunnel size and shape; Wu ef al. have
demonstrated that it varies with the mean hydraulic diameter of the tunnel (the ratio of
four times the perimeter of the tunnel cross-section to its area) and not with any other
characteristic dimension of the system (e.g. tunnel height). It should be noted that
"critical velocity" is the airflow velocity required to prevent allbac0ayering. Smaller
airflow velocities may be able to "hold" backlayering to a fixed length (designated Z in
Figure 1.04) upstream of the fire; if backlayering is held at less than 1l-l4m-from the
fire then Eisner & Smith's criterion has been met using less ventilation than the
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critical velocity.
There are no international standards for ventilation flow in vehicle tunnels. Many
countries do not even have national standards. In a recent study ofnational approaches,
it was forurd that those countries that do have a recoÍìmended airflow for smoke control
in vehicle tunnels recommend that a ventilation velocþ of 3ms-l should be maint¿ined
in the vicinity of the fire for evacuation pulposes. However, this recommendation
does not take into account the effect of the ventilation systems on the severity of the fire
itselt the question that will be addressed in Chapter 4, and following, of this thesis.
l0The use of sprinklers (or "deluge systems" as they are frequently referred to today) in
tunnels remains a topic of much debate. Those in favour tend to argue that the
sprinklers will protect the tunnel and allow the occupants time to escape. Those against
hold that the sprinklers will probably not extinguish a vehicle fire (e.g. if a car is on fire
the water will not get inside the car, it will merely cool the outer shell), that they will
not deal with combustible vapours which will probably ignite at some later stage and
that in some instances where a pool of liquid fuel is on fire they may cause an
explosion. Some countries require that sprinklers are installed although they are not
generally recoÍtmended for use in road tunnels. The world road association (PIARC)
report on "Ffue and Smoke Control in Road Tunnels" .summarises its
recommendations with the following :

"No European country uses sprinklers on a regular basis. In some tunnels
in Europe sprinklers have been usedfor special purposes. In Japan some
sprinklers are used in tunnels with important length or trffic to cool down
vehicles onfire. In the united States only a.few tunnels carrying hazardous
1l
cargo hove someform of sprinkler. The ressonwhy most countries do not
use sprinUers in tunnels is that mostfires start in the motor room (engine
compartment) or the þassenger] compartment, and sprinklers are of no use
until the fire is open. 1...] Experiences from Japan show that sprinklers are
ffictive in cooling down the area round afire, so thatfirefighting can be
more effective.
However, the use of sprinklers raises a number of problems which are
summarised in the following points:
Qwater can cquse explosion in petrol and other chemicql substances f not
combined with appropriate additives.
QThere is a risk that thefire is extinguished butflammable gases are still

produced and may couse an explosion.

lVaporised steam can hurt people.
lThe fficiency is low forJìres inside vehicles.
4The smoke layer is cooled down and de-stratified, so that it witl cover the
whole tunnel.

ÇMaintenance can be cosþ.
ZSprinklers are dfficult to handle manually.
ÇVisibility is reduced.

The effects of even small fues in a confined space like a tunnel are extremely serious due
to an inability for gases and heat to disperse. For instance carbon monoxide is highly
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toxic at very low concentrations, having this trapped in a confined space would allow
concentrations to build well beyond a fatal level.

It is not long ago that diesel engines were regarded as being safer, cleaner alternatives to
the petrol engine and the 'smoke'was thought of as a minor irritant, important because it
was unsightly, smelly and reduced visibility in tunnels.

Modern medical science has clearly shown that this is not the case and that diesel exhaust
is one of the most dangerous and widespread of modern pollutants. All of the exact
mechanisms by which diesel exhaust causes harm are not yet known but it is clear that
the harmfrrl effects are related both to the size and composition of the particles in the
exhaust.

In 2000, the respected New England Journal of Medicine 1342.pp406-131 listed
the following health impacts from particulate air pollution

. Rhinitis and laryngitislarge particles are deposited in the nose, pharynx,
and larynx.

. Tracheitis. bronchitis and bronchiolitisParticles larger than l0¡r cleared by
cilia. Smaller particles and fibers deposited in bronchioles and alveola
ducts.

. Asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonar.v disease. Allergens and
initants are deposited in large airways causing chronic inflammatory
changes

. cancercarcinogens (asbestos andpolycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons)
come into contact with bronchial epithelial cells, causing mutations on
proto-oncogenes and tumor¡r-suppressor genes and leading to malignant
transformation.

. Interstitial diseaseSmall particles and fibres are deposited in terminal
bronchioles and alveoli. Penetration of interstitium results in fibrosis and
fomration of granulomas.

A1l particles are dangerous and there is no safe level of exposure, but weight for weight,
toxicity appears to double with each halving in the diameter of the particles inhaled.
"Nano'particles less than about 100 nanometers in diameter severely irritate the lung,
irrespective of their composition and can carry adsorbed toxins directly into lung tissues,
easily penetrating cellular membranes.

Particulate pollution has been labelled as the'new asbestos'for its ability to cause serious
illness and death. In many cases, actions to reduce the mass of diesel emissions (the
EURO design rules) have led to a reduction in the size of particles and a significant
increase in the number of particles emitted, and the potential harm.! Diesel exhaust
contains up to 100 times more ultra-fine and'nano'particles than does exhaust from
petrol engines. In addition, diesel exhaust is now known to be a carcinogen. The
California OEHHA lists'Diesel exhaust'is an Toxic Air Contaminant (TAC) with a
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Cancer Inhalation Risk (increased risk per pglm3) of (3 x l}a p{rrf)-lover 70 years (300
deaths per-million per lpglm'increased exposure). Comparable risks are Benzene (2.9 x
10-s pglm3)-l and 1,3

Over 300 papers on the health effects of fine particles and vehicle emissions have
been published in the last 10 years.

. In 1993 Dockery and Pope published the findings of their'6 cities' study which
clearly associated increases in particulate matter with increases in mortalþ and
hospital admissions.

. In 2001, Friedman and Powell showed that the reduction in vehicle emissions
during the Atlanta Olympic Games significantly reduced childhood asthma
attiacks.

r þ 2004 Ann Peters (et aI) published highly significant research which showed
that short term exposure to vehicle pollutants could trigger the onset of
myocardial infarctions (heart attacks).

. In 2009, Dockery and Pope published the results of a study a study covering 51
US cities showing significant benefits from the reduction of exposure to fine
particulate matter (PM2.5)

These are just landmarks in the steady progress of medical knowledge showing the
adverse impacts of vehicle pollution and especialty particulate pollution on all stages of
the human life cycle, from before birth[ , through childhood and early adulthood to the
causation of early mortality.

By strictly regulating emissions from vehicles and a series of other measures, Toþo
reduced ambient particle levels by more thart50o/o between 1975 and 1998 (from
>100pg/m'in 1975 to < 45pglm'in1998) . The economic benefits of this reduction,
mainly by its impact on health costs and including the value of wages not lost, has been
estimated to have totalled $$US30 BILLION up ro 1999.

In 2008 the National Health and Medical Research Council found: 'No clear evidence
exìsts to show that monitoring such as that carried out to as,çess compliance with air-
quality goals, especiallyfor PMl0, can reliably predict the size, nature and course of
adverse health impacts."..¡l'fhis is a matter for significant concern as the whole logic of
current regulation, which is based on gravimetric measurement (pglm3), assumes that
such a prediction can be made.

Particles in vehicle emissions consist mainly of carbon but also include fibers, metal
fragments and soluble salts. The particles carry carcinogenic polycyclic a¡omatic
hydrocarbons @AH) and other volatile, and also carcinogenic, organic compounds
(VOC) on their surface.

Diesel particles, which are mainly less than 1 p (micron) in diameter and have an median
diameter of about 0.2 ¡t Q00 nanometers), are by far the most dangerous of the
commonly found particles.
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Vy'e are exposed to these pollutants at high concentrations in our cars or beside busy
roads. They occur at high concentrations in tunnel and stack exhaust. Every time we
travel through an unfiltered urban tunnel our exposure jumps 10 fold. No systematic
monitoring is carried out anywhere which directly measures and assesses these most
harmful paficles. In 2008, the federal government released a report, which found:
"Accrued effects from repeated tunnel use might include small increases in lifetime risk
of cancer, and potential for increased bronchitic events or respiratory infection."

The Panama Canal is being widened to allow passage of large container ships. The Canal
widening project is scheduled for completion in April 2014. Once the wider canal is
open, container ships from the Far East will have passage to US portson the east coast.
Signifrcant revenue and jobs related to moving freight through the Ports of Los Angeles
and Long Beach, the Union Pacific Railroad (IlP), and the BurlingtonNorthern Santa Fe
Railroad (BNSF) will leave Southem California unless there is a significant improvement
in the Ports' efficiency and cost competitiveness. Both UP and BNSF have planned
$0.5B container transfer facilþ upgrades, and the Ports have planned $1.58 upgrades,
but these effrciency improvements are limited and the upgrades will not result in lower
pollution levels. These upgrades are being fought by environmental groups concerned
about negative public health impacts, including increased smog, greenhouse gases, water
pollution from construction and highway runoff, and the impacts on wildlife. These
upgrades do not reduce the "golden mile" operating cost of container delivery from ship
to Port gate.
In an effort to improve local freight movement to and from the Ports, Caltrans has
proposed to widen the southem part of I-710 at an estimated cost of $6.88. This project
would require destruction of numerous homes and private properties to secure the
proposed expanded right of way. Caltrans has also proposed to build a toll tunnel in the
San Gabriel Valley to extend I-710 to I-210. Cost estimates for tunnel construction have
ranged between $68 - $14B. Both of these projects will increase local pollution levels
and are strongly opposed by environmental groups. GRID is a solution that merges
economic imperatives with environmental concems.

It's called the "Empty/Loaded Container Storage and Transfer Center", or ECSTC. This
facility converts the space under shipping cÍanes into a computerized storage facility for
empty and loaded containers. Containers are moved to and from ships directly into the
ECSTC. Full-length trains drive under or adjacent to the ECSTC to be loaded
or unloaded within the Port, so there is no intermediate shuffling of containers to off-site
container transfer facilities to assemble tains for transport beyond Southern California.
Use of the ECSTC could reduce unloading and reloading time for cross-country trains
from 36 to less than2 hours, at a lower total cost than today's port facilities.To optimize
movement of cont¿iners to and from Southern California and minimize pollution, an
underground powered rail "container conveyor" freight pipeline is proposed to run from
the ECSTC to inland rail hubs connected to existing warehousing and trans-loading areas
of the Inland Empire, central california and beyond. This pipeline would move
containers using clean electricity, drastically reducing diesel fume emissions and freeing
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up large sections of currently truck-bound highway for commuter use.. The San Gabriel
River bed is the ideal right-ofrvay location for an unobstructed "container conveyor"
freight pipeline. Excavation of the river concurrently provides the opportunity for
undergtound installation of electrical conduit so that the urban blight of high-voltage
transmission towers are dismantled and removed along the river. The thousands of acres
currently occupied by power line rights-of-way will be made available for massive urban
renewal. Pipelines can be included to carry desalinated water to the Inland Empire and
for mitigation of storm water flows that are currently the cause of
downstream pollution.

GRID modemizes ship-to-rail port operations and uses underground pipeline for
container cargo movement, water and power. GRID transforms the San Gabriel River
flood control channel into environmentally sustainable neighborhoods, protected green
space and a light-rail transportation corridor.. Following these constructions, the San
Gabriel River will be rehabilitated from a boulderlined ditch to eco-füendly housing
villages connected by a greenbelt of walkways, bikeways and parks. Clustered, affordable
housing with pedestrian-friendly streets creates livable neighborhoods, reduces
dependence on the automobile, lowers infrastructure cost and allows for aesthetically
pleasing, protected open spaces.

GRID will slash diesel emissions and substantially relieve highway congestion.
Construction of GRID will not block or hinder any existing traffrc routes. GRID will save
port and transportation jobs that would otherwise be lost to Panama, and create thousands
of new opportunities. Approval of GRID will obviate the need for each railroad's
independent new container transfer facilities, the other Ports upgrades, the widening of I-
710, and the tunnel for the northern section of I-710. The $l5B to $238 estimated cost
for those projects can be applied as funding for a Public-Private Parhrership for GRID.
Total cost for GRID is as economically feasible as existing proposals that expand and
exacerbate the problems they attempt to resolve.

The 710 Freeway is a SO-year old transportation policy that fails to consider how the
economy, workforce habits and hansport¿tion needs have all dramatically changed. In
2005, the Federal Highway Administration decertified the environmental impact report
for the surface route and rescinded the record of decision, essentially deleting the freeway
from the federal highway program.

It became clear that project proponents were embarking on a severely flawed process of
evaluating the feasibility of a tunnel as an option to a surface freeway. I have personally
been misled on numerous occasions by proponents of the tunnel. The long-promised
comprehensive feasibility study has never been completed and each faulty study has been
followed by promises that the community's questions will be answered in the next study.
To date, no one can tell you how much the project will cost and how many cars and
trucks will use it. An average cittzenwould not choose to build an addition to his home
without first knowing how many square feet he was building and how much it would
cost. Yet, MTA and Caltrans are determined to march toward the tunnel without the
answer to these two basic questions.
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I have lost any trust that the pro-tunnel machine will be objective, or willing to provide
appropriate answers to appropriate questions in the tunnel debate. There have been
several efforts to utilize Sacrarnento in order to usurp the local process, most recently
through a senate bill that sought to declare the tunnel as the preferred altemative to the
gap closure. Recently, I brought my questions to the state transportation commission and,
for the first time, felt that my concerns were considered. Our current city council has
been doing an excellent job of collaborating with other freeway opponents and our
mayors have attended many regional meetings, asking tough questions that search for
answers. Many of those questions remain unanswered by tunnel proponents. There is also
a renewed sense of urgency by our residents who have joined activists from surrounding
communities in strong opposition to the 710. These efforts do make a difference. Writing
to Chair James Earp of the California Transportation Commission, Chair Don Knabe of
the MTA or Director Cindy McKim of Caltrans to share yow views would be very
helpful in our efforts to stop the 710.

There are some who believe that we should embrace the tunnel and trade a formal
deletion of the surface route in exchange. The thinking seems to be that the tunnel will
sink under its own financial weight and never get built. I disagree witkr this theory. I
believe the tunnel proponents are serious in their desire to complete the tunnel, and that
anything that we do to help it along will make increased traffic on the 210 much more
likely. A freeway tunnel in today's Los Angeles County is outdated and unnecessary.
Modern transportation planners are reintroducing mass transit and alternative methods of
moving goods. The cost of a tunnel option will be astronomical and since no trafFrc
analysis has been undertaken in consideration of today's traffic pattems, there is no
guarantee that a tunnel will provide the congestion and air-quality relief that would
justiff such an amount of money. Meanwhile, there are a number of other contemporary
transportation projects that can be completed for a fraction of the tunnel's cost.

This is an outmoded, shortsighted plan on its way to becoming a train wreck. Decades of
construction and billions of dollars must not be wasted on a project that does not solve a
transportation problem and is unnecessary in our region. I am honored to stand with those
who continue to issue a clarion call for modem 2lst-cenfury solutions that address our
congestion and air-quality issues, developed in a transparent and open process, that truly
considers the input and well-being of all stakeholders throughout our communities.

Searching for ways to reduce air pollution and highway congestion, local harbor officials
might resort to so-called maglev trains to haul cargo containers to and from the Los
Angeles and Long Beach ports 

- the first freight application of the technology anywhere
in the world.
Now under study at Cal State Long Beach are three maglev proposals to shuttle cargo to
rail yards in Los Angeles and to inland distribution centers in Victorville and Beaumont.
In the months ahead, the Southern California Assn. of Governments and the ports of Los
Angeles and Long Beach are planning to launch their own feasibility studies of the
technology.
Maglev, or magnetic levitation, trains produce no air pollution along their routes and are
powered by magnetic fields in guideways that pull them along at speeds up to 300 mph.
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So far, two systems have been built for commercial passenger service in China and Japan.
Adapted for freight, researchers say, maglev trains could do the work of thousands of
trucks and conventional locomotives, cutting harmful emissions in the port area and
alleviating congestion on rail and highway corridors that serve the nation's largest harbor
complex.
"If we are going to get serious about cleaning up the port, we need to britrg electric power
into the transportation system. We need to be emission free if we are going to grow," said
S. David Freeman, president of the Los Angeles Harbor Commission. "Maglev is one of
several options we are looking at. It has a lot going for it."
The search for new technologies became more imperative on Nov. 20 when the ports of
Los Angeles and Long Beach approved a $2-billion plan to transform the harbor into a
clean-air model for seaports worldwide.
To achieve that goal, many proposals are being considered, including alternative rail
systems, emissions controls and low-sulfur fuels for trucks, heavy equipment,
locomotives and cargo ships.
But cleaning the air and keeping the cargo moving will b€ a monumental task. By 2030,
the ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach are expected to handle the equivalent of 21
million, 4O-foot cargo containers annuatly - triple today's volume.
Truck trips on the Long Beach Freeway are expected to increase from 40,000 a day to
more than 90,000 in the next 25 years.
Demand for freight rail service is also expected to more than double, choking the existing
track network in Southem California. Congested corridors already are delaying freight
trains going into and out of the region.
"Just widening roads is not going to cut it," said Sam Gurol, director of maglev systems
for General Atomics in San Diego, which is developing a system for cargo containers.
General Atomics is participating in a study of maglev systems by the Center for the
Commercial Deployment of Transportation Technologies at Cal State Long Beach.
Researchers are evaluatng a 4.7 -nnle system between Terminal Island in the Port of Los
Angeles and the proposed Southern California Intemational Gateway, a rail terminal to
the north. The line would cost about $575 million to build and $9.2 million a year to
operate.
Also under study is a 20-mile, $2.4-billion line along the Long Beach Freeway, and a
1O0-mile network that would connect the port to distribution hubs in Victorville and
Beaumont. The estimated cost is about $8.5 billion.
Capable of traveling 90 mph, the hains would run on elevated guideways built in
highway medians or along utility rights of way.
Spurs would extend from the main line to port terminals where heavy equipment would
shuttle containers from ships and storage yards to maglev cars.
At their destinations, similar methods would be used to transfer the containers to trucks
and trains.
Researchers say maglev freight systems are becoming economically attractive because of
the need to reduce air pollution and the high cost of building highways and conventional
rail lines.
At roughly $100 million a mile, the cost of building a maglev system for cargo is
approaching that of building a mile of freeway in urban areas.
It is also cheaper than the $200 million a mile required for maglev passenger trains - an
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enoñnous cost that has often been an impediment to commercial projects.
After almost a half century of research in Europe and Asi4 Japan and China have built
the only two maglev passenger lines in the world.
If the freight system is built, the Cal State Long Beach study indicates that moving
containers by maglev would cost considerably less than by trucks or conventional trains.
The estimated savings ranges from25Yo to 50o/o.

"This technology is coming. No doubt about it. The costs are coming down," said Steven
Hinds, program administrator for the Cal State Long Beach research center.
Offrcials at the Southem Califomia Assn. of Govemments, a regional planning agency,
say, however, that the Cal State study may have overstated the economic feasibilþ of the
maglev system by underestimating the costs of moving catgo at port terminals and rail
yards.
Danny Wu, the manager of SCAG's goods movement program, said association offrcials
discussed the Cal State Long Beach study about six months ago.
"We felt they did not consider all the complexities of the logistics chain," V/u said. "They
underestimated the costs, which goes to feasibility."
Gurol said the research team would welcome input from other agencies interested in
maglev because some factors could have been overlooked for the study.
"This is a new way of moving shipping containers," Gurol said. "Even when you go talk
to the ports, there are many questions they can't answer about moving cargo."
Some of the issues, SCAG offrcials say, will be addressed in future studies planned by
the ports and SCAG, as well as the environmental review for improvements proposed for
the Long Beach Freeway.
"'we still need to do the assessments," said philip Law, manager of SCAG's
transportation corridor program. "What makes maglev attractive are zero emissions and
electric power, which gives it an advantage over diesel trucks. But it's pretty expensive,
and how to get cont¿iners from ships to the trains needs to be worked out."
The prosperous development of the Port of Rotterdarn is reflected in the growth of

container transportation which in2007 surpassed the European record number of 10
million TEU. The l2Yo growth:ri.2007 fits to a trend that predicts that by the year 2020
the enormous amount of 15,9 million TEU will be transported. A large portion of this
expected growth comes from Post-Panamax vessels delivering their containers at the
deep sea terminals of Maasvlakfe II. Looking at the capacity of the infrastructure this
large influx most likely will result in a total block of the road system, especially for
highway Al5, despite the various measures that have been planned and ãheady are
undertaken to enlarge the capacity of waterways, railways and roads. For that reason
chairman van Sluis of Deltalinqs, the leading group of harbour entrepreneurs,
st¿ted that unorthodox measures will be needed to counteract the forthcoming complete
blockage of the 415 highway. Currently already heavy congestion problems õ"..t on the
road system of the Rhinemond are4 where even minor incidents on the heavy occupied
roads cause massive trafhc jams.These are the signs of a transportation system that is
already stressed to its limits. Another congestion problem occurs at the entrances to the
terminals where truck drivers queue in long lines, because there is a lack in capacity for
container handling. This results in great flrnancial losses to the transportation companies
that have to stick to ever tighter agreements for 'on time delivery' , payhgpenalties for
being overdue. Along with growing economic activity and increased congestion comes
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extra consumption of fossil fuel and extra emissions of air pollutants. This pollution adds
up to already present difficulties with air quahty. Frequently peaks of bad air qualþ in
the harbour area occur because many local and regional emission sources contribute to it,
like ships, refineries, cars and trucks, but also because considerable background pollution
can periodically be present. The Rhinemond area is situated amidst the large industrial
regions of North-Western Europe, so winds out of many directions bring in air pollution.
This can clearly been seen on satellite images. It is obvious that drastic measures must be
taken in order to restore and maintain healthy conditions and to counter the accelerating
climate change we now witness. The current approach of gradual improvement of
existing transportation systems by far fails to do so. Despite some effective Dutch policy
measures taken, like the encouragement for cardrivers to place soot filters, and
stimulation of modal shift towards tansportation by barge or train instead of truck, the
growing volume of heavy cars, trucks and ships results in total emissions rising rather
than falling. Adding up to what already is (extra) produced in the industrial harbour
environment. Therefore new measures leading towards a drastic modal shift are
needed, that must be based on the cleanest and most sustainable technology. This
implicates this technology has to comply to the following criteria: - being feasible, -
cheap to develop and operate, - a high degree of emission reduction, - the highest degree
of reliability and safety. The best available technique for that cause is discussed in
chapter 3. Because it has to fit perfectly with the regional characteristics, these are
discussed first in the next chapter. The transition to a new inherent clean transportation
system is not a voluntary choice, but rather an urgently needed step, fitting into a world-
wide scheme of measures that must to taken, in order to ensure that a cleaner and safer
world is passed onto future generations.

The development of the desired new sustainable logistic chains, that can operate
flawlessly in combination with current conventional ones, must be rooted in a clear geo-
economic vision on how the region and its trade routes shall evolve in time. So first the
characteristics of the Rhinemond region and its future prospects are discussed:
The Be(lgium)Ne(therlands)Lux(emburg) nations serve as major gateways to Europe.
Traditionally because of the presence of an extensive river and canal system, that reaches
to the German hinterland and beyond. So it comes to no surprise that in2007 the
Netherlands ranked third in the European export ranking. Total export movement of the
Netherlands and Gerrnany (the m. l) together amounts the huge ,rãlue of 1400 billion
(miljard) euros. Half of Dutch export is throughput (200 billion euros) which puts
tremendous pressure on the infrastructure. Notwithstanding the fact that the Nitherlands
has an extensive road system, the large amounts of cars and trucks cause frequent total
block situations on a nationwide scale. The OESO recommendedn2}}T that drastic
measures must be taken to improve the infrastructure, or else economic growth should
diminish. That can be considered an trnderstatement, as economic growtñ could even
come to a full stop. Anyhow, growth around Rotterdam continues. New EU membership
states boost up their economic activity, which leads to more export of products, part of
which flows through Rotterdam. On the other hand there is a steady rise of Chinese goods
powing into the harbour. If connections to the hinterland can be improved in accordance
and the transportation prices kept low, a promising future for the Netherlands lies ahead.
It is expected that it will soon become the second ranking export nation in Europe,
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surpassing France. There are three modes available for effrcient handling of large
volumes:
1) container shipment by barge, 2) short sea shipment, 3) train transportation, þossibly
combined with intermodal transportation). In order to structurally improve the efficiency
of the fust mode many new inland terminals have already been established. In addition
also the establishment of an inland 'container transfer' is now under consideration, the
location of which will probably be to the East of Rotterdam in the Alblasserwaard, or to
the South in the Moerdijk region. The second mode gains importance as new dedicated
ships are being build.
The third mode however holds uncertain prospects. Much money has already been
invested in a new electrifred railway line, stretchin9200 km Eastward to the German
border, connecting to the European rail network, but whether this mode will be economic
successful remains uncert¿in. Further improvements of the rail systems in the Dutch and
European hinterland must be made. The following additions a¡e in otr view necessary:
a) Several new cross-border connections to the directions South, South-East @elgium,
France, Italy) and North-East (scandinavi4 Poland and the Baltic states).
b) Introduction of new intermodal types of transportation, like Roll-on Roll-off(to train),
c) New type of transfers established where truck drivers can put their containers on train,
after which the cont¿iners will be transported fast and directly to their destination, and
vice-versa. Requirements are Just in time' and a fast 'point-to-point' delivery service.
Another type of transfer is needed in the harbour area itself. To free up valuable space on
the
terminals at the seaside, offJoading containers to nearby inland rail container transfers
will be a worthwhile solution. Trucks then won't need to enter the heavy congested roads
of the harbour region itself and can pick up and deliver their containers at the transfers
instead.

For this type of logistic solution a Maglev shuttle, yielding an unintemrpted 24-hour
connection, is the ultimate technology. It will establish a dedicated, unintemrpted link
between the terminal and the inland transfers for fast transportation of containers to and
fro. In this way an "extended gateway" is created. The scientific and logistic justification
of this concept is treated in the paper by Visser et al.(iii)

The recent introduction of various Maglev systems in America has brought about a major
shift in appreciation of what can be achieved with land-based intermodal transporüation.
These systems have been developed to operate at very competitive prices. They are
cheaper to build and operate than current rail or truck transportation. Because of the
many new capabilities
they create, they will revolutionize the whole concept of harbour logistics.
Since containers can be transported individually and at higher speeds it gives rise to a
completely ne\ / way of transportation, that can be structuraly developed into a grid
system of point to point connections. The Maglev shuttle will serve as a central Hub to
other systems. In away it can be compared to the way the aorta in a human body serves
other bodyparts. The second function however is that it also will operate as a highly
feasible standalone solution for transporting badges of containers. The secret behind this
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revolution are the special technological and economic characteristics of the latest Maglev
systems, which are:
- little energy needed to lift even 40 feet container
- low construction costs for the tracks, vehicles and stations
- less energy needed in comparison to other fast modes of transportation for containers,
so little energy costs
- a very high degree of reliability
- very low maintenance costs
- high frequency operation.
Along with these benefits come also great benefits for the environment. The low energy
requirement gives way to a transportation system that can be completely fuelled by green
energy, at virtually no extra cost. Since there are plenty sources of green energy available
in the Port area, the system can feasible operate on locally produced green electricþ, so
it has no carbon fooþrint. Hence the dependence of fossil fuel will be abolished- There is
also no air pollution and noise hindrance is abolished. So the benefits for the environment
are huge.

The most appropriate Maglev systems currently are: 1) AMT, 2)Levx,3) General
Atomics. The solution of AMT is currently the most universal, versatile and cost-
effective. It is created out of proven technology. The AMT maglev has a better energy
performance at any given speed than a moving train.
A popular misunderstanding is the assumption on theoretical grounds that a steel wheel-
tosteel system could have an advantage at speeds below 35 km/h. In realþ far more
energy is required to overcome the inertia of a heavy weight on wheels, and keep that
weight rolling, than a Maglev requires for the same perfoünance. The energy required to
lift to vehicle is proportionally small. In the preceding phase of acceleration the benefit of
Maglev even gets greater. And when speed rises above 35 kmlhr the Maglev's
frictionless motion creates an extra energy advantage, increasing exponentially with
speed. Translated into a numerical comparison a Maglev requires 1,8 KWh/km, versus a
hain 6 KWhlkm. An energy saving of 70Yo ! The energy needed to lift the vehicle is
comparably small. For instance atacruising speed of 100 km/hr, this is 0,25 KWhlkm. (i)

The energy saving is likewise substantial when Maglev is compared to truck
transportation. For instance: a truck spends half of its fuel alone in overcoming the
friction of the road. Whereas the AMT maglev operates on attracting magnets-and a small
gap is maintained between track and magnets by controlling electronics, the Levx
technology operates on repulsion by permanent magnets and is self-correcting. 'Whilst 

the
AMT maglev is perfectly suited to operate as a long 'conveyor belt' shuttlingcontainers
fast along the track depicted in the map above, the Levx solution could be wórthwhile as
an additional short conveyor belt at the front end, where containers are exchanged
between the deep sea terminals and the main Maglev trajectory. While Levx suspension
costs no energy, containers can - if necessary - be kept in wait states without energy loss.
Also the components of this system can be completely sealed of, making them sturdier in
the harsh harbour environment where salty winds could corrode electric components.
(See fig. 2) V/ith Levx a somewhat wider gap between magnets can be maintained, so an
incidental overburden of weight will not directly lead to damaging
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the track. The Levx-system could serve as a feedering system to the backbone structure
that is provided by the AMT Maglev system. The combination of the two systems, which
in practice will operate as one, will result in a 100% full proof system, with an estimated
99,999o/o uptime under operational conditions. The energy performance of this system
can be in the same rangeof barge transportation! For short haul displacements (< 20 km)
it possibly is the most energy efficient transportation system of the world! The
performance of the system of General Atomics is mentioned in literature as also being
worthwhile, but little conclusive evidence on that has been made public so far.

The Maglev Shuttle holds prospects for all key players in the harbour. For instance:
Terminal operators (stevedores) will benefit geatly from its introduction in various ways:
- more throughput in the same time, because of a more flexible and reliable schedule.
When large vessels like Post-Panamax ones are delayed because of weather conditions,
the throughput could become stagnant as these ships get priority in handling. In that case
the very fast shuttle makes it easier to maintain or readjust schedule. So more berthing
slots çan be given out;
- when too much containers get stacked, the shuttle will provide a very fast means to
off-load containers to a nearby location, where they can be temporarily stacked, which
frees up valuable harbour space;
- the shuttle system can be extended within the inspection and treatment zone on the
terminal. Containers can be scanned for safety reason without truck drivers getting
exposed to radiation;
- when a new tight American security rule will be introduced that containers must be
24 hours on the dockside before being shipped out, a fast shuttle system will become
increasingly valuable ;

- no longer queuing of truck vehicles at the gate of the terminal, and no delay in transfer
of the containers to the long trains;
- energy costs can be brought down to zero. There is only a small amount of energy
required to accelerate a container. After that, with the usual wind force of 6-8 Bf
present at the seaside in the Rhinemond area it will maintain its speed by wind force
alone for stretches of 10 km or maybe even longer. Upon braking all the released
energy can then be stored and utilised to power the return stream of (mostly) empty
containers.
- a significant lowering in operation and maintenance costs.
Transportation companies utilizing trucks will profit from: - abolishment of delay times;
- newly created locations for offloading and unloading containers; - lower energy and
financial costs for transportatiory - a new Roll on, Roll off(to train) capability; - utilizing
roa trains to and from the transfers, without hampering other traffic; - more flexibility in
picking up retum payload; - no hindrance because of tightening emission reduction
regulations. Environmental groups and citizens will profit from: - the signifrcant lowering
of emissions otherwise caused by transportation, while a new zero emission system is
introduced;
- increased levels of safety on roads. @espite current measiures and plans highway Al5
will
to the writers opinion remain a lasting safety risk for car drivers, and a source of pollution
and noise hindrance for the region), - the possibility to pledge for alteration of current
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logistics into systems that form throughout Zero emission logistic chains. (Delivering a
substantial short, mid, and long term contribution to the Rotterdam Carbon Reduction
Program.) The Port Authority will benefit from the strong rise in capacity to handle
containers, with the guarantee that future growth always can be accommodated. When the
shuttle system is connected to that of adjacent harbows (Vlissingen, Moerdijk, Antwerp)
the possibility of combining capacity is created. Another benefit is that this system
creates a possibilþ to handle freight in the direction of the Brabant route, where no
inland canals are present. The improvement of transport in this direction is very
worthwhile as it can later be extended as a fast route of transporting goods to cert¿in
important German, France and Italian destinations.
The Municipaltty of Rotterdam will greatly benefit as well. When a new kind of logistics
a¡ises in the harbour with many nodes where containers can temporarily stop, many new
workshops will be established in this region, where the contents of the containers is
upgraded, before they are shipped through, resulting in many new jobs for the citizens.
Further there is the futuie abilþ to converge the shuttle system with passenger service on
the current subway. According to CEO Peters ofthe Rotterdarn metro liner (RET) by
2040 the metro network will be doubled in length and by then be transformed in a
Maglev system. Given the possibilities mentioned here this development could start now.
Va¡ious examples of passenger service on proposed and already realised trajectories
worldwide can be found on the internet. This enhances plans already under consideration
to establish new stations were people and light goods will tansfer. Connecting all the
logistic systems together in this way will create a truly Metropolitan transportation
system that is future proof in every aspect.

The Rotterdam harbour has all the possibilities to make a head start with creating a new
logistic facilþ based on Maglev principles by which congestion is courtered effectively
and harmful emissions will be reduced in great amounts. It will yield not only an
important stand alone facility that is capable of conveying large amounts of containers in
short time, but will also serve as a backbone (aorta) for atl other logistic transferring
operations, enhancing the other systems possibilities and marketvalue. On the one hand it
will streamline transportation in badges and in doing so it frees up valuable harbour area,
but it will also create the possibility of a completely new kind of value-added logistic in
which containers will be treated individually. For instance: the contents of containers can
be conveyed between various nodes where the content is upgraded, before it is shipped
through. This solution has all the capabilities to become one of the primary solutions in
the Rotterdam harbour program to counter Climate Change. As since it can be copied by
harbours worldwide, it could result in a worldwide transformation of logistic chains into
zero emission ones. The development of this system can be paid for by private
companies, that receive exploitation rights in return, or by utilizing carbon credits for it.
Not only will carbon emissions be strongly reduced but all other pollutants as well, like
fine dust particles, Nox and noice. The newest type of Maglev systems, by AMT and
Levx, are cheap to realise and operate, rivaling all other current modes. Their energy
demand can be as low as that of barge hansportation. Since they need very little
maintenance and have a very high degree of operational reliability, they are the most
economic solution of all current land based system. On average all-in developments
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costs are about 17 million dollar/mile. With this new type of logistic an important new
possibilþ comes available for the municipality to reduce traffic in and around the city, as

well as that many new job opportunities will be created in the harbour area. So in every
aspect of the word, the Maglev shuttle yields a sustainable solution. For introduction of
this solution a joint effort must be started, in which all key players in the harbour should
participate. The initiative needs support in the initial stage by government policy. With
measures like co-investrnent, fast granting of permits and rural planning in favourite of
this new solution. The national government should support this by raising an
interdisciplinary scientific working group that supports the introduction of EM
applications in the Netherlands.
This group must pave the way for speeding up the introduction of sustainable innovation.
As it is the best and fastest method to solve current congestion problems.

What is the Multi-Mode Low Build Alternative?It is a system of transportation
improvements that upgrades city surface streets, enhances existing freeways, and
encourages coordinated linkage between different travel modes: automobiles, light
railway, buses, shuttles, and bicycles. It is designed to improve mobility within South
Pasadena, Pasaden4 Alhambra and El Sereno.

What would the Multi-Mode Low Build system do?. Extend the 710 freeway terrninus to
Mission Road for diffusion, reducing east-west traffic on Valley Boulevard and
congestion on Fremont Avenue. 'Add a7l0 off-ramp at Cal State L.A.; add on and off-
ramps to the 134 freeway at Pasadena and St. John's Avenues in Pasadena; add an on-
ramp to the 110 freeway in South Pasadena at Fair Oaks Avenue and State Street. . Build
bridges over the depressed railroad tracks in Alhambr4 reconnecting north-south streets
to relieve traffrc congestion on Fremont Avenue. . Upgrade Figueroa Street to create a
parallel corridor to the 110 between downtown L.A. and Pasadena. . Redirect traffic on
Del Mar Avenue in Pasadenato Raymond Avenue and to Arroyo Parkway. . Reconfigure
the Fremont Avenue-Huntington Drive-Fair Oaks Avenue connection in South Pasadena.
' Synchronizetrafftc signals on Fair Oaks and Fremont Avenues for smoother moving
traffic flow. ' Improve intersections by providing more left-hand turn lanes and medians. .

Implement traffrc "calming" techniques to protect residential neighborhoods from traffrc
intrusion. Coordinate light railway, bus and shuttle schedules.

' It will save taxpayers an enonnous amorurt of money, costing an estimated $135
million, about 1% of what the freeway tunnel would cost. ' It will prevertt increases in air
and noise pollution. ' It can be accomplished now; create jobs now. . It can solve the
region's transportåtion problems now - not 20 years from now.

Forty years ago in my city, Milwaukee, highway designers planned to suround the
central business district with an expressway that was to include a section along the shore
of Lake Michigan. This section, which would have separated downtown from its
waterfront, generated enough opposition to stop its construction. But more than half of
the loop was built, including a half-mile stretch that crossed the Milwaukee River and
separated the north side of downtown from the rest of downtown.
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Milwaukee has done something that might seem astounding, perhaps oven un-American,
and that is to tear down a superhighway. Why? Because rebuitding the 3O-year-old
structure would have cost $100 million. Tearing it down and replacing it with a street cost
about $25 million.

Property values near the structure were depressed. The elevated road blocked what would
otherwise have been beautiful views on both sides of the Milwaukee River. Downtown
Milwaukee had experienced a housing boom that had developers searching for sites. In
2000, the county, state, and city agreed to remove most of the halÊmile long Park East
Freeway and develop the land. The estimated property value increase has been over $250
million.

Rethinking X'reeways

It may seem strange, tearing down expressways after 50 years of the greatest road
building binge in world history, but we've been through this rethinking process before.
Remember the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers? As it enters the 21st century, the Corps
has already begun the process of undoing the damage many of its 20th century projects
caused. tn the Florida Everglades watershed, the Corps once drained marshes and forced
streams into concreteJined channels in an attempt to tame waterways and make more
land available for agriculture and development. Now the Corps is ripping out concrete
and restoring marshes.

Draining wetlands and channelizing streams not only damaged the environment, but
increased the likelihood of pollution and flooding downstream. Marshes, meadows,
swamps, grasslands, and bogs slow down and filter the water that flows through them.
The Corps is leaming to respect the natural benefits of wetlands. It is learning that forcing
water into concrete-lined channels was foolish and counterproductive.

In a similar way, traffic engineers are leaming that urban street grids can distribute urban
traffic more efficiently than do superhighways.

"'Widening roads to solve traffic congestion is like loosening your belt to cure
obesity,"says Walter Kulash, a traffic engineer from Orlando, Fla. Kulash argues for
more smaller streets and roads rather than huge limited-access interstate highways. He's
for choice. He believes tavelers should be offered options. Govemment should invest in
streets, sidewalks, transit, and bike paths instead of devoting almost all of its tax money
to huge, highly engineered expressways.

TrafFrc engineer Rick Chellman's research in Portsmouth, N.H., demonstrates that the
urban street grid generates less than half the car trips of suburban development. Chellman
measured travel on the sprawled edge of Portsmouth against travel in that city's
traditional neighborhoods and found that people traveled less often and for shorter
distances in old Portsmouth.
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Yet federal highway programs still concentrate tax dollars on building giant grade-
separated roads that cut through or around urban grids. Like the now discredited Corps of
Engineers channelization projects, the Federal Highway Administration seeks to
concentrate traffrc on a few large roads. The concentrated traffic congeals into congestion
and the system is overwhelmed, just as with the Corps water projects. Federal highway
policy, like so many post-World War II federal programs, imposes gigantic and
destructive intrusions on complex urban situations.

Traffic engineers and Corps officials haven't learned these lessons in isolation. Across the
country and across many disciplines, people are re-evaluating post-World War II federal
urban policies that had destructive efFects on cities, despite their good intentions. This
destructive legacy has five major ingredients:

. Federal welfare policy, which undermined city labor markets by paying people
not to work and penalizing them if they did.

. Promulgation of model zoning codes that criminalized the mixed-use
development patterns that were the norm in traditional American neighborhoods
and main streets, replacing them with the now familiar pattem of sprawl: cþ
housing, office, and retail separated into pods and sprawled across the land.

. The Federal Housing Authority created in 1934 helped popularize the low equity
mortgage. FFIA subsidtzed home ownership to millions of Americans - which was
great, except that for many years FHA only subsidized newly constructed homes,
meaning you couldn't use FFIA to buy a house in yow old neighborhood. FFIA
also required race segregation covenants until 1949 and allowed them until 1962.

. The urban renewal program subsidized wholesale demolition and clearance of
urban neighborhoods. ln 1945, many European cities were wastelands. Berlin, for
example, was 80 percent destroyed at the end of the war. Thirty years later,
London, Rotterdam, Berlin, and Hamburg were all rebuilt cities while U.S. cities
looked as though v/orld war II had happened in the united states.

. welfare, zorrjing, FHA, and urban renewal all did their damage, but the most
destructive program was the federal government's gross over-subsidy of high-
speed roads that cut through the fabric of U.S. cities. The federal government paid
90 percent, states 10 percent, and locals 0 percent. This funding mix w¿rsi so
compelling that few cities opposed freeway construction in the early years of the
program.

In 1956, the Interstate Highway Act was signed by President Dwight Eisenhower. Its
chief Senate sponsor was Albert Gore Sr., but the man most responsible for its passage
was Senate Majority Leader Lyndon Johnson, a powerful friend of the road building
industry. It was Johnson who pushed hard for the dominant 90 percent federal cost share.

Interstate Highways In The City
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Just before World War II, designer Norman Bel Geddes had proposed the idea of
interstate highways to President Franklin Roosevelt. Bel Geddes had been impressed with
the development of grade-separated limited access roads in Europe, particularly the
German autobahn. He recommended the new roads for America with an important
caution. In his 1940 book, Magic Motorways, he warned that ahigh-speed, non-stop
thoroughfare would only bungle the job if it got tangled up with the cþ. Bel Geddes felt
that a great motorway had no business cutting a wide swath right through a town or city
and destroying the values there; its place was in the country.

Bel Geddes knew what European trafftc engineers already knew, that high-speed roads
would disrupt the efFrcient distribution of trafFrc on city street gnds. That is why you
won't find expressways inside the outer ring roads of most large European cities. London
has a high speed motorway ringing its edge and motorways to other large cities such as
Glasgow andNewcastle, but London has no high speed roads inside its beltway. Instead,
London has boulevards and avenues across a dense network of streets, lanes, and alleys.
Under the road grid is a huge complex of subways and commuter railroads. The edges of
the boulevards and streets are lined with sidewalks, businesses, and housing.
Transportation choice is a profound reality for those living in London. Walking,
bicycling, riding transit, and driving cars are all options. Contrast that with the high-speed
expressways of, let us say, metro Detroit, where every freeway ever planned was built
and cars travel farther and farther between increasingly insignificant destinations.

My parents honeymooned in Detroittnlg4í, guests of a grateful government that
provided a week in a hotel to those who were POWs during World War II. My father, a
Bataan Death March survivor, could choose between Minneapolis or Detroit. Since they
lived in St. Paul, Minn., he chose Detroit.

They stayed at the luxurious Book Cadillac Hotel. With a new Bell and Howell movie
camera my father recorded the fust days of an enduring marriage and the heyday of
downtown Detroit. At that time, Detroit bustled with pedestrians and shoppers in scenes
reminiscent of the great cities of Europe. Three deparfinent stores - Hudsons, Kerns, and
crowleys - all on Cadillac Square, rivaled Manhattan's Bloomingdale's, Macy's, and
Gim-bel's. Detroit's prominent sþline was sufpassed only by those of Chicago and New
York.

Fifty years later, Detroit has changed beyond recognition. The pedestrians are gone. The
streetcars, with the exception of a small, antique replica that operates occasionally, are
gone. The department stores are gone. Most buildings are gone or boarded up. The 28-
story Book Cadillac stands as part of the Detroit acropolis of empty sþscrapers.

If money is the measure, the federal government kept faith with Detroit during its decline.
But if results matter, Washington's dollars were fool's gold. Billions flowed frãm
Washington into Detroit in the form of concrete. Billions more built public housing in the
city and tax-subsidized middle-class housing in the suburbs. More was spent on urban
renewal and parking lots - so many parking lots that there are not many places left to
visit.
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Some may think Detroit, as an automobile city with a declining industrial base, is a
special case. But compare Motor City with the Motowns of Europe: Wolfsburg,
Germany; Goteborg, Sweden; Turin, Italy. Each has a healtþ, vibrant downtown. Turin,
especially, has endured the decision of a giant automaker to move production elsewhere.
Yet the city thrives.

I)econstructing Freeways

In Califomi4 some expressways were built even before the Interstate Act. The Califomia
Highway Department had begun building San Francisco's Embarcadero Freeway in 1953.
The department intended it to connect the Bay Bridge with the Golden Gate, The state
assemblyman for the north of San Francisco at the time, Caspar Weinberger (later Ronald
Reagan's defense secretary), opposed the freeway, saying it would block views of the Bay
and lower property values. He lost the fight, but he and others slowed the project enough
that20 years later, Mayor Joseph Alioto was able to stop its completion from Fishennan's
Wharf to the Golden Gate. Alioto saw no advantage to a high-speed road through San
Francisco. He said the city wa.s so beautiful that people should slow down and enjoy its
charm. He noted that most of the great cities of Europe had no expressways cutting
through them and that Paris, Vienna, Rome, and London seemed to be doing fine without
them.

When the 1989 earthquake damaged the Embarcadero Freeway, it was considered an "act
of God"and in one of the rare cases in which San Francisco's political culture embraced a
divine message, the city petitioned the state of California to remove the Embarcadero
Freeway instead of rebuilding it.

The state agreed and nearby property values promptly shot up by more than 300 percent,
reinforcing Caspar Weinberger's argument of 40 years before. Today the Embarcadero is
an at-grade boulevard with sidewalks and light rail transit in a median lined with royal
palms. The boulevard and transit connect Fisherman's Wha¡f with the Giants' new
baseball stadium. The most important views of San Francisco Bay from the North Coast
of San Francisco ate no longer obstructed by an elevated concrete expressway.

Neil Goldschmidt, Portland's mayor of a generation ago, led an effort to remove an
elevated expressway separating its downtown from the banks of the Willamette River.
The mayor and his allies argued that the qualþ of life and property values would
improve if the road were removed and replaced with an avenue and a park. They won the
argument, and their prediction came true. Property values are up dramatically, and the
park along the river is now one of the most popular gathering spots in Oregon. Similarly,
New York City removed the Westside Highway and has enjoyed huge development in
the old freeway corridor.

San Francisco, Portland, New York, and Milwaukee all are deconstructing freeways. All
four cities are undoing damage done to them, which points out one characteristic of
Americans: We make huge mistakes, but we also correct them. We are replacing welfare
with work; we're ending or redesigning federal housing programs; we're reversing the
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destructive programs of the Corps of Engineers; and we're changing our attitudes about
highways and transportation. Four cities have replaced expressways with avenues and
boulevards. I predict this is just the beginning. With property values sþrocketing near
demolished freeways, urban expressway deconstruction could be one of the biggest
public works projects of the 21st century.

The first generation of freeways is approaching the end of its lifespan.

New York's West Side Highway began construction during 1920s and crumbled during
the 1970s. The freeways built during the freeway building boom of the 1950s and 1960s
have begun to obsolesce: many already need rebuilding and many more will need
rebuilding during the next few decades. In general, the cost of rebuilding them will be
more expensive than new freeway construction. As JohnNorquist has said,
"governments around the country can't afford to rebuild the highway infrastructure
without bankrupting their economy. "

As freeways obsolesce, there will be political battles to decide what to do with each one -
to rebuild it or to remove it.

By now, it should be clear that removal is the best altemative - and the only alternative
that helps us deal with looming environmental problems such as global warming. We
have seen that traffic engineers were wrong when to predict that freeway removals would
lead to gridlock. We have seen that even in cities where there was strong political
opposition, freeway removals turned out to be successful and popular after they were
completed.

When we look at freeway spurs, parts of larger freeway plans that were never completed,
it is obvious that removal is best. There is no significant impact on capacity of the total
freeway network, and there are obvious benefits, because teming down the freeway
reclaims land for new development or parks and helps revive adjacent neighborhoods.

When these freeways run through downtowns, there are huge economic benefits to
tearing them down. For example, we have seen that:

. Milwaukee spent $25 million to demolish the l-mile-long Park East freeway,
while it would have cost $100 million to rebuild that 30-year-old freeway.
Removing the freeway opened 26 acres of land for new development, including
the freeway right of way and surface parking lots around it, which have already
attracted over $300 investment in new development, in addition to stimulating
development in surrounding areas.

. San Francisco increased nearby property values by 300 percent by tearing down
the Embarcadero Freeway and opening up the waterfront was opened up,
stimulating the development of entire new neighborhoods.
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Of course, it is more radical to tear down mainline freeways rather than just freeway
spurs, because this reduces capacity on the entire freeway system. Nevertheless, cities are
beginning to remove mainline freeways:

. Niagara Falls is removing the Robert Moses Parkway in order to slow people
down and encourage them not to drive as far. Just as buitding this parkway
encouraged tourists to take longer trips and drive right through to Niagara Falls,
Canad4 removing this parkway is meant to encourage tourists to take shorter trþs
and stop in Niagara Falls, New York.

. Paris is considering closing the Pompidou Expressway as one element of a larger
plan to reduce automobile use by reclaiming land from the automobile. It is also
converting trafhc lanes on major streets to bus lanes, as part of the same plan.

. Seoul has removed the Cheonggye freeway and restored the river that it covered
in order to stimulate the economic revival of central Seoul's Dongdaemun
district. It has built busways to replace the freeway capacity, and it the goal of
this plan is to reduce automobile use from 27.5 percentto 12 percent of all trips.

In the 21st century, it should become conìmon to tear down mainline freeways to reduce
automobile dependency, because this will be necessary to deal with global warming and
other environmental challenges of the coming century..

It should be cleaar by now that it was a mistake to build urban freeways. Because they
blighted the older neighborhoods that they sliced through and made it easier to commute
from remote new suburbs, the freeways encowaged suburban sprawl - so they generated
more trafftc, which quickly filled the freeways beyond capacity. Freeways that were
supposed to handle projected demand for decades became congested in just a few years,
because ofthe traffic that they themselves generated.

This is what transportation planners call "induced demand." Building freeways
encourages people to drive longer distances: in the short run, people begin to drive to
regional malls rather than local stores, and in the longer run, they move to lower density
neighborhoods where they have to drive further for all their trþs.

One study found that, within five years after a major freeway is built in California, 95
percent of the new road capacity fills up with traffrc that would not have existed if the
freeway had not been built. Other studies in diflerent places show different levels of
induced demand, but they generally agree that, within a few yeats, more than half of the
new capacity fills with traffrc that would not have existed if the road had not been built.

In Great Britain, where there is a very active anti-freeway movement, transportation
planners are no longer allowed to count reduced travel time as a benefit of building a nev\i
freeway. The Department of Transport has adopted a guidance document saying that
cost-benefit studies on ne\À/ freeways must assume that elasticity of demand may be as
high as 1.0 with respect to speed - which means that average trip length increases as
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much as speed increases, so building freeways and increasing speeds just lengthen trips
and does not save any time.

When post-war American freeways generated sprawl and longer trips, transportation
planners began to theorize that the average person budgets a constant amount of time for
transportration, so that higher speeds just make people travel longer distances. This idea
was hrst advanced by Yacov Zahaviof the U.S. Deparfnent of Transportation, who
studied changed in travel patterns between 1958 and 1970 and found that people did not
spend any less time traveling, though all the freeways built during that period let people
travel faster.

Follow-up research confrmed his conclusions. It showed that the amount of time that
Americans spend commuting to work has remained const¿nt since the 1840s, when the
move to the suburbs began as a reaction against the industrial revolution, though there
have been vast changes in technology since then. The total amount of time that
Americans budget to transportation also tends to remain constant, about 1.1 hours per
day. As speeds have increased, suburbs have sprawled over more land, the malls have
gotten bigger, and people have driven further to get to their jobs or go
shopping.

If people have a constant time budget for transportation, we should expect that tearing
down freeways and reducing speeds will reduce the distances that people travel. Just as
building freeways and increasing speeds causes induced demand, removing freeways
should cause reduced demand. This is sometimes called "trafflc evaporation."

Studies have shown that reducing road capacity does reduce traffic - but not as
dramatically as increasing capacity increases traffic.

In 1998, a comprehensive study of the issue was published. With funding from the city
of London and British government, ateam of resea¡chers at Universþ College, London,
examined 60 cases where road capacity was taken away from cars, with examples from
the LJK, Germany, Switzerland,rtary, The Netherlands, Sweden, Norway, the usA,
Canada, Tasmania and Japan. Often, there were predictions that reducingcapasity would
cause gridlock, but the researchers found that, though there was sometimes short-term
disruption, there were no cÍNes of long-terrn gridlock. Most drivers moved to parallel
streets or changed their travel time to avoid congestion. Some drivers changed their
mode of travel, changed where they carried out activities, or changed where they lived to
avoid congestion. Overall, 14 to 25 percent of the traffrc that had used the removed
capacity simply disappeared, on the average.

In some cases, reductions were more dramatic than this average. In l973,when New
York city's West Side Highway collapsed, 53 percent of the traffic that had used that
freeway simply disappeared. Presumably, traffic was reduced by such a large amount
because people in the center ofNew York city have good transit altematives and
shopping within walking distance of their homes.
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If only about 20 percent of traffrc disappears on the average when we reduce road
capacity, it is best to taking a more comprehensive approach to reducing traffrc at the
same time that we remove mainline freeways.

Two policies that can reduce traffic immediately, at the same time that freeways are
removed, are:

. Businesses could be required to give employees commute allowances instead of
free parking. Employees could use the allowance to pay for the parking they used
to get for free, could use it to pay for transit, could keep part of the allowance if
they car-pooled to work, or could keep the entire allowance if they walked or
bicycled to work. It is estimated that this policy could reduce commuter traffic
(and peak demand for road space) by about 20aioimmediately and by even more
as better transit service is provided.

. As in London and Stockholm, drivers could be charged a fee for driving into the
central business district at times when roads are congested. The revenues could
be used to pay for better public transportation. This policy has been very
successful where it has been tried, and the fee can be set at the level needed to
reduce congestion to a manageable level. San Francisco is currently studying
congestion pricing for its central business district.

In the long term, we need to rebuild our cities to make them less auto-dependent by
promoting:

. Though states have had some flexibility to spend federal funding on either
highways or transit since 1992, they still spend far more on new freeway capacity
than on public transit: between 1992 and200l, states spend 29Yo of federal
highway funds on new freeway capacity and only 5% of these funds on public
transit (with the bulk of the funding going to maintain existing roads). At the
same time that we reduce freeway capacity, we need to provide transit alternatives
- particularly transit on exclusive rights-of-way, which gives people a way to
avoid traffic congestion.

. Today, most zoning requires developers to build at suburban densities, which are
so low that they cannot support decent transit service or local shopping, so people
have no choice but to drive. The new urbanists have developed zoning codes that
allow developers to build more compact neighborhoods of single-family houses,
with transit and shopping streets within walking distance. We need smart growth
policies to these walkable neighborhood of single homes and denser
neighborhoods of apartment buildings around transit nodes and corridors. In this
way, we would gradually rebuild our freeway-oriented cities as transit- and
pedestrian-oriented cities.

It is plausible that building freeways has such a strong effect in inducing traffic precisely
because it has been supported by other public policies. Zonrnghas required low densities,
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separate land uses, and abundant parking. Suburbanization was also jump-started by FIIA
loans, which initially were available only to buyers of only low-density suburban
housing. Businesses virtually all provide free parking for customers and employees who
drive, and nothing for people who use public transpotration or walk. These have been the
policies during the era of freeway building, and they help to explain why freeways
generated so much traffrc.

Likewise, it is plausible that removing freeways has less effect in reducing traffrc because
it is not supported by other public policies. To make freeway removal more effective,
we should zone to allow more compact neighborhoods, we should give federal loan
guarantees to apartment buildings and mixed-use projects with housing above shopping
as well as to single-family houses, and we should shift funding from new freeway
capacity to new transit systems.

Today, the conventional wisdom among environmentalists focuses on two of the three
things that we must do to rebuild oru cities: shifting funding from new freeways to public
transportation and zoning for pedestrian and transit-oriented development. But the
conventional wisdom shies away from the third thing that we must do: reducing freeway
capacity and slowing traffic.

Apparently, we still intimidated by the traffic engineers who say that reducing capacify
will cause gridlock, though they have been proven wïong by the recent British study of
cases where capacity actually has been reduced.

Instead, the conventional wisdom seems to be that we should underground mainline
freeways when they obsolesce, so they do less damage to the surrounding neighborhood.
Yet undergrounding freeways is tremendously expensive. The "big dig" in Boston cost
$14.6 billion to underground just two miles of freeways - far more than the initial
projection of $4 billiion.

The usual argument for undergrounding is that we cannot simply eliminate existing
mainline freeways, because removing them would cause congestion and drivers would
waste many hours in trafFrc. But this is no different from the traffic engineers' argument
that building new freeways will save drivers time. In reality, because people have a
constant time budget that they devote to transportation, they will eventually change their
patterns of activity to accommodate lower speeds. We can deal with congestion in the
short term using parking cash-out, congestion pricing, and other forms oltransportation
demand management. And we can make it possible for people to change their patterns of
activity in the long term by promoting public transportation and smart growth.

The conventional wisdom - that we should build pubilc transportation and pedestrian and
transit-oriented development - is not enough in itself.. As long as people can travel at 60
or 70 miles per hour on the freeways, they will drive to do their shopping at big-box
stores and drive to work at jobs in Edge Cities, just as often as they shop at the stores near
their homes and take transit to jobs itt city centers.
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This is what has happened in the past: in the 1930s, American cities were all pedestrian
and transit oriented, but much of this transit and local shopping has vanished because of
competetion from freeways and freeway-oriented shopping.

The same thing continues to happen today. New York City has plenty of local shopping,
but it loses sales tar revenues to suburban counties because people drive there to shop at
big-box stores. To recover these t¿x revenues, it is under pressure to allow more big-box
shopping within city limits, though these new big-box stores would obviously draw even
more people from neighborhood shopping streets.

To build environmentally sustainable cities, in addition to promoting public
transportation and sma¡t growth, we need to remove mainline freeways and, in most
cases, to replace them with boulevards. Boulevards can carry a substantial amount of
traffrc - but at a lower speed than freeways. Boulevards allow cross-traffic, so they do
not slice apart neighborhoods like freeways. In fact, with a service and parking lane on
each side, separated from the main traffic flow by landscaped medians, they can provide
an athaction that helps pull the neighborhood together. Boulevards can also include light
rail in a separate right of way.

The idea of removing mainline freeways sounds radical today, but it will prove to be
necessary during the twenty-fust century, in order to deal with global warming and the
depletion of fossil fuels.

After all, the changes that we need in the twenty-fnst century are no more radical than the
changes that occured during the twentieth century, when we transformed our traditional
pedestrian- and transit-oriented cities into automobile-oriented sprawl by building
freeways and by zoning for low-density suburban style development. During the twenty-
first century, we need to transform the sprawl back into something more like traditional
cities by building public transportation, promoting smart growth, and removing freeways.

The twentieth century's freeways and suburban zoning gave us more traffic, gave us an
ugly landscape of strip malls and sprawl, gave us neighborhoods where it is impossible to
go anywhere without driving, and are now giving us global warming.

By contrast, freeway removal, transit, and smart growth would give us less traffic, would
give us neighborhoods that are athactive enough that we would enjoy walking, and would
leave a healthier global environment to our children and grandchildren.

The following freeway removals are being planned by city and state governments:

. Rochesterr ll-Y, rnnerloop: The Inner Loop completely circles downtown
Rochester, and the city has planned to remove it since 1990, when it completed its
"Vision 2000 Plan" for downtown. In addition to this official city support, there is
strong citizen backing to "demote the moat." The city is now studying the impact
of this plan on trafFrc, and then will try to get funding for it.
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Trenton, NJo Route 29: The freeway was initially designed to remove trucks
from local streets, but truck trafhc was banned from it before its completion. ln
response to complaints from the city, the state Dept. of Transportation is now
planning to remove this freeway and replace it with a boulevard and local street
grid, freeing up 18 acres of land for development. This plan is one ofNJDOT's
"smart growth corridor studies."

Akron, OHr lnnerbelt: Inspired by the example of Milwaukee, Akron mayor
Don Plusquellic has proposed removing the Innerbelt freeway to promote
economic development. The city is now conducting a $2 million study of this
freeway removal.

Washington, DC, Whitehurst Freeway: City officials are discussing plans to
remove this three-quarter-mile-ling freeway, which divides Georgetown from its
waterfront, and to replace it with a boulevard. There are also preliminary
discussions of removing other elevated freeways, including Southeast Freeway
near the Capitol and part of the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway near the
Lincoln Memorial.

cleveland, oH, shoreway: The connecting cleverand2}2} city-wide plan calls
for this freeway to be converted to a boulevard, removing the barrier between
Cleveland and its Lake Erie waterfront.

New orleans, LA, claiborne Expressway: The New orleans draft master plan
calls for removing the elevated Claibome Expressway (I-10) between the
Pontcha¡train Epxressway and Elysian Fields Ave.

Nashville, TN, Downtown Loop: Nashville's fifty-year plan, adoptedin2}}4,
calls for gradually removing the eight-mile downtown loop made up of three
interstates - Interstate 65, Interstate 40 and Interstate 24 -- andreplacing it with
parks, boulevards and mixed-use communities to reconnect downtown with
adj acent neighborhoods.

New Haven, cr, Route 34 connector: New Haven Mayor John Destefano, Jr.'s
Future Framework 2008 plan proposes removing this l.l mile freeway stub,
restoring the street grid, and rebuilding the neighborhood that was removed when
over six hundred families and businesses were removed to build this freeway in
1955-1957.

Montreal, Quebec, Bonaventure Expressway: The Société du Havre de
Montréal (Montréal Harbourfront Corporation), a non-profit organization with
financial support from three levels of govemment, has created the Montreal
Harbourfront Vision 2025,which calls for replacing the Bonaventure Expressway
with a boulevard to encourage development of adjacent areas.
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. Tolryo, Japan, Metropolitan Expressway: Since the year 2000, citizens have
talked about removing the Metropolitan Expressway viaduct,which is built over
the Nihombashi River in the center of Tokyo. As a result, the city and national
goverrment have incorporated the removal of this freeway and restoration of the
river in their policies and are conducting planning studies of this issue.

. Sydney, Australia, Cahill Expressway: Sydney Lord Mayor, Clover Moore,
proposed removing this freeway for aesthetic reasons. The Sydney Morning
Hersld immediately editorializedthat "experience overseas shows pulling down
motorways can also help ease trafhc congestion," so it would not be necessary to
replace it with an underground road. This editorial is an important sign that the
idea of freeway removal has become mainstream.

The following freeway removals have been proposed by citizens:

. Baltimore, MD, Jones Falls Expressway: In2005,the late Walter Sondheim, a
civic leader who promoted the revival of downtown Baltimore through projects
like Charles Center and the Inner Harbor redevelopment, proposed removing the
portion of the Jones Falls Expressway that leads irÍo downtown and replacing it
with an extension of President Street. City offrcials have expressed some support
for this project, and it will probably be implemented when the cunent elevated
structure becomes obsolete in about 2020.

Seattle, WA, Alaska Way Viaduct: The powers that be thought thatareferrendum
would settle whether an underground freeway or a new elevated structure
altemative would be used to replace this double-decked elevated freeway, which
cuts Seattle offfrom its waterfront. But the voters surprized the politicians and
rejected both altematives. Now, some politicians are backing removal. People's
IMaterfront coalition was the fust group frghting for this freeway removal.

Bronx, NY, Sheridan Expressway: Neighborhood residents and environmentalists
have called for removal of this freeway and restoration of the Bronx River as a
park. Despite widespread support, the Bronx borough president is resisting the
idea because he wants the traffic capacity available for the Hunt's Point market,
though studies have shown it is not needed. South Bronx Watershed Alliance is
frghting for this freeway removal, and you can get the latest news about it from
their blog.

Buffalo, NY, Route 5: New York state Dept. of rransportation is proposing an
expansion of Route 5 along Buffalo's waterfront, and citizens are saying that,
instead, they should remove this freeway and replace it with a boulevard. The
congress for the New urbanism is the most prominent proponent of this
alternative.

Hartford, CT, Aetna viaduct: The Aeûra Viaduct, an elevated portion of I-84 that
goes through the center of the Hartford, reached the end of its projected life in

r22



2005. 
'When 

the city proposed repairing the freeway, citizens groups called for its
removal. Hartford Mayor Eddie Perezhas worked with these groups and gotten
funding for a study of altematives, including converting the freeway into a
boulevard.

Syracuse, NY, I-81 : The elevated portion of Interstate 8 1 that goes through the
center of Syracuse is nearing the end of its useful lif. The Onadoga Citizens
Leasue has issued a report named "Rethinking I-80," which calls for the I-81
alternatives study to include "a pedestrian-friendly boulevard in the European
tradition" as one altemative studied.

Louisville, KY, Interstate 64: The state freeway planners are proposing an $4.1
billion expansion of this freeway along the Ohio River waterfron! which would
increase the interchange known as Spaghetti Junction to 23 lanes. The group
called 8664 wants to remove this freeway instead. (86 is slang for remove.) They
have produced an excellent graphic presentation about the issue at
http ://www. 8 664.orq/.

Portland, oR, I-5: The first freeway removal was Portland's Harbor Drive, on the
west bank of the \I/illamette River. Now Riverfront for People is calling for the
removal of I-5, on the east bank of the Willamette.

Chicago, IL, Lakeshore Drive: A grassroots coalition called The Camoaign for a
Clear and Free Lakefront, is calling for the removal of Lakeshore Drive from
Grant Park and ultimately from the entire waterfront. Without this eight-lane
superhighway, the park would be an open, free, and clear space for Chicagoans to
enjoy.

As the Long Beach (710) Freeway project lurches forward to what will probably be yet
another roadblock as it stumbles toward completion, now is the time to consider what
would be a far better way to "improve" it. (Oh, what a dangerous verb when used by
highway planners!)

Previously suggested improvements in the freeway's more than two-decade history
include digging a massive tunnel, and steamrolling thousands of businesses and many
thousands of homes in some of the few livable neighborhoods left in that part of Los
Angeles.

If we really want to improve traffrc flow between Long Beach and the San Gabriel
Valley, we should tear down the entire 710, because it is inherently inadequate to the
task.

Before you shout, "IJnprecedented," let me point out that there is in fact considerable
precedent for tearing down freeways:
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'tnI974, Portland, Ore., not only dismantled a freeway, but canceled plans to build five
more that would have effectively dissected the city. Instead, they put the money into an
integrated bus, light-rail and streetcar system, and a reconfiguration of streets to facilitate
bicycle transit. The result? Today's vigorous, lively downtown, diverse and pleasurable
neighborhoods, a booming economy, and a rating as the most livable city in the United
States.

' In 1989, San Francisco took the lemon presented by a massive earthquake that knocked
down the Embarcadero Freeway, and instead of rebuilding it, made very sweet lemonade,
indeed, carting away the rubble and demolishing what was left standing by the shaker.
The revived Embarcadero is a centerpiece of San Francisco's civic life and economy.

'New York tore down a freeway in the 1970s and is preparing to tear down the Sheridan
Expressway in the Bronx.

' Seattle and Cleveland are each planning to tear down freeways by 2012, and Milwaukee
unbwdened itself of one tn2002 - ffid, notes then-Mayor John Norquist, congestion
didn't jump. Instead, haffic dispersed around city streets and business got better.

So it's not nearly so radical an idea as it seems. It's not even liberal: Freeways are highly
subsidized and extremely ineffrcient, and induce people to drive even when driving
drains government treasuries and suppresses coÍtmerce. To quote from the Citizens
Advisory Committee Northem Virginia Coordination Council :

"The basic problem with urbarVsuburban freeways is that they take up so much space for
the capacity they deliver. At 1,500 cars per lane per hour, a six-lane freeway's maximum
capacity is about 11,000 people per hour ... within a 300 foot right-of-way. Urban rail
systems can deliver as much or more capacity in 100 foot or less of (right-of-way). ...
Heavy-rail systems like the V/ashington Metrorail have five times the capacity of a six-
lane freeway in about one-third the space and cost about the same per mile as the Century
Freeway in Los Angeles."

By contrast, freeway fanatic Wendell Cox's plan for Atlanta would result in a kind of hell
- to quote conservative analysts Paul M. v/eyrich and v/illiam s. Lind:

"Cox believes it would be realistic to create a gnd of arterial roads six to eight lanes
wide, no more than one mile apart, throughout metro Atlanta. He also says there should
be another grid of freeways crisscrossing the region. ... He calls for building freeways
underground in double-decked tunnels and double-decking other above-ground freeways.
He advocates adding another deck exclusively for trucks. ... In essence, Cox is
suggesting that between now and2025, we should nze AtLarÍaas we know it and replace
it with Los Angeles - on steroids."

But what about freight, the real re¿Ìson for the 710 (despite some proponents' bland
assertions that trucks would be banned from the extension)?
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The solution is simple: heavy rail for freight to complement light rail for people. Build
another Alameda Corridor trench along the 710's route, run light rail on spans above the
trench for passengers, add a bicycle freeway alongside and throw in a two-lane road for
local travel. You could even electrit the freight route, lessening its imFact even firther,
and run shuttle trains (operated by the city or a contactor) between the harbors and the
big main freight yards in Colton.

Instead of crushing neighborhoods with noise, pollution and induced traffic on feeder
roads, or walling them off with highways a quarter-mile wide, you would increase the
freight and passenger capacity of the corridor, reduce pollution and noise, lessen
congestion, and free up precious land for tax-paying homes and businesses, schools and
civic facilities, and parks, and even urban farms.

Radical? Maybe. Sensible, responsible and profitable? You bet!

Yours, S
Joe Potts
806 Meridian Ave.
South Pasadena" CA 91030 USA
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KosinskiKosinskiKosinskiKosinski ////DDDD07070707////CaltransCaltransCaltransCaltrans ////CAGoCAGoCAGoCAGo
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04/15/2011 12:31 PM

To Allison Morrow/D07/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Public input for Draft EIR/EISScoping for the 710 Gap 

Closure project - May, 2011

----- Forwarded by Ron Kosinski/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on 04/15/2011 12:31 PM -----

Judy BergstresserJudy BergstresserJudy BergstresserJudy Bergstresser     
<<<<bergstressersbergstressersbergstressersbergstressers @@@@sbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobalsbcglobal ....nenenene
tttt>>>> 

04/14/2011 02:40 PM

To <Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov>

cc

Subject Public input for Draft EIR/EISScoping for the 710 Gap 

Closure project - May, 2011

Ron Kosinski

Deputy Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans District 7

100 S. Main street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE:  SR-710 Environmental Impact Report/ Scoping Request of May, 2011

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

The scoping report and EIR/EIS must and does not include the cumulative impact of the 
related widening of the southern portion of the I-710. The omission of such a cumulative 
study and project definition constitutes unreasonable segmentation.

The scoping report and EIR/EIS must and does not contain an explanation of the need 
for and benefits of this project.



The scoping report and EIR/EIS must fully study the no-build and low-build/multi-mode 
options as the environmentally superior alternatives. 

The scoping report and EIR/EIS must and does not include the alternative to transfer 
container cargo to the railways instead of trucks.

The scoping report and EIR/EIS must and does not provide an integrated land use and 
transportation system design.

The scoping report and EIR/EIS must and does not include the environmentally 
superior GRID project (see attached.)

Judy Bergstresser

1945 Meridian Avenue

South Pasadena, CA 91030

GRID – Gabriel River Infrastructure Development 

Project

A Major Problem is on the Horizon for Southern California.   The Panama Canal is being widened to 
allow passage of large container ships.  The Canal widening project is scheduled for completion in August, 
2014.  Once the wider canal is open, container ships from the Far East will have passage to US ports on 
the east coast.  Significant revenue and jobs related to moving freight through the Ports of Los Angeles 
and Long Beach, the Union Pacific Railroad (UP), and the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad (BNSF) 
will leave Southern California unless there is a significant improvement in the Ports’ efficiency and cost 
competitiveness.  Both UP and BNSF have planned upgrades to their container transfer facilities for a 
combined $1B, and the Ports have $1.5B in planned upgrades as well, but these are limited efficiency 
improvements that will not result in lower pollution levels.  None of these projects reduce the excessive 
operating costs and labor inefficiency of container handling in the “golden mile” from cargo ship to Port 
gate. Each of these upgrade projects is being fought by environmental groups concerned about negative 
public health impacts, including increased smog, greenhouse gases, freeway truck traffic congestion, 
water pollution from construction and highway runoff and wildlife habitat disruption.  

 



Living Conditions will Dramatically Decline for Citizens Living Along IH-710.  In an effort to improve 
local freight movement to and from the Ports, Caltrans has proposed widening the southern part of the 
I-710 at an estimated cost of $6.8B.  This project would require destruction of numerous homes and 
private properties to secure the proposed expanded right of way.  Caltrans has also proposed building a 
toll tunnel in the San Gabriel Valley to extend the northern terminus of the 710 to the I-210.  Cost 
estimates for tunnel construction have ranged from $3B - $14B.  Both of these projects will increase local 
pollution levels and are strongly opposed by environmental groups, with active litigation.

 

GRID is a solution that merges economic imperatives                     

with environmental concerns.  

 

Streamline Ship-to-Rail Operations at the Ports.   The “Superdock Container Facility” (SCF) converts 
otherwise unused space under current shipping cranes into a computerized storage facility for empty and 
loaded containers.  Containers are moved to and from ships directly into the superdock.  Full-length trains 
drive under or adjacent to the SCF to be loaded or unloaded within the Port, so there is no intermediate 
shuffling of containers to off-site container transfer facilities where currently trains are assembled for 
transport beyond Southern California.  Use of the SCF could reduce unloading and reloading time for 
cross-country trains from 36 to less than 2 hours, at a much lower total cost than today’s port facilities.

 

Use Underground Pipeline for Electric Cargo Trains.   To optimize movement of containers to and 
from Southern California and minimize pollution, an underground, powered rail “container conveyor” 
freight pipeline is proposed to run from the SCF to inland rail hubs connected to existing warehousing and 
trans-loading lots in the Inland Empire, central California and beyond.  This pipeline would move 
containers using clean electricity, drastically reducing diesel fume emissions and freeing up large sections 
of currently truck-bound highway for commuter use.

 

Embed Power and Water Transmission along the Freight Pipeline.  The San Gabriel River bed is the 
ideal right-of-way location for an unobstructed “container conveyor” freight pipeline.  Excavation of the 
river concurrently provides the opportunity for underground installation of electrical conduit so that the 
urban blight of high-voltage transmission towers are dismantled and removed.  The thousands of acres 
currently occupied by power line rights-of-way will be made available for massive urban renewal.  
Pipelines could be included to carry desalinated water and for mitigation of storm water runoff that 
currently causes downstream pollution and waste.  

 

Create an Urban Greenbelt Interspersed with Environmentally Sustainable Neighborhood 
Clusters.   Following pipeline construction, the San Gabriel River can be rehabilitated to restore and 
protect the watershed naturally. Ecologically sustainable, transit-oriented higher-density villages will be 



connected by a greenbelt of walkways, bikeways, parks and sustainable aquifers.  Clustered, affordable 
housing with pedestrian-friendly streets creates livable neighborhoods, reduces dependence on the 
automobile, lowers infrastructure cost and allows for aesthetically pleasing, protected open spaces. 
Commuter light rail connecting the six existing east/west Metrolink, light rail and Amtrak lines will 
dramatically increase mobility and reduce the need for trips to the downtown Union Station merely for 
interconnection.

 

Together, These Projects are GRID, the Gabriel River Infrastructure Development.   GRID will slash 
diesel emissions and substantially relieve highway congestion.  Construction of GRID will not block or 
hinder any existing traffic routes.  GRID will save port and transportation jobs that would otherwise be lost 
to Panama and Mexico while and creating thousands of new opportunities.  Approval of GRID will obviate 
the need for each railroad’s independent new container transfer facilities, several Ports upgrades, the 
widening of southern I-710 and a tunnel for the northern SR-710.  The $15B to $23B estimated cost for 
those projects can be applied as funding for a Public Private Partnership for GRID.  Total cost for GRID is 
as economically feasible as existing proposals that simply expand and exacerbate the problems they 
attempt to resolve.  Nearly all aspects of GRID can be domestically engineered, manufactured and 
fabricated so that GRID would provide hundreds of thousands of jobs to California other of our nation’s 
states.

 

For additional information on GRID contact David Alba, Project Systems Designer, at (626) 513-3650 or 
davidalba1@gmail.com. 



GRID – Gabriel River Infrastructure Development 

  

 
 

The Superdock Container Facility (SCF) consolidates ship to train 
loading for both Ports in one emission-free terminal. 

A Major Problem is on the Horizon for Southern California.   The Panama Canal is being widened to allow 
passage of large container ships.  The Canal widening project is scheduled for completion in August, 2014.  Once 
the wider canal is open, container ships from the Far East will have passage to US ports on the east coast.  
Significant revenue and jobs related to moving freight through the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, the 
Union Pacific Railroad (UP), and the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad (BNSF) will leave Southern California 
unless there is a significant improvement in the Ports’ efficiency and cost competitiveness.  Both UP and BNSF 
have planned upgrades to their container transfer facilities for a combined $1B, and the Ports have $1.5B in 
planned upgrades as well, but these are limited efficiency improvements that will not result in lower pollution 
levels.  None of these projects reduce the excessive operating costs and labor inefficiency of container handling 
in the “golden mile” from cargo ship to Port gate. Each of these upgrade projects is being fought by environmental 
groups concerned about negative public health impacts, including increased smog, greenhouse gases, freeway 
truck traffic congestion, water pollution from construction and highway runoff and wildlife habitat disruption.   
 
Living Conditions will Dramatically Decline for Citizens Living Along IH-710.  In an effort to improve local 
freight movement to and from the Ports, Caltrans has proposed widening the southern part of the I-710 at an 
estimated cost of $6.8B.  This project would require destruction of numerous homes and private properties to 
secure the proposed expanded right of way.  Caltrans has also proposed building a toll tunnel in the San Gabriel 
Valley to extend the northern terminus of the 710 to the I-210.  Cost estimates for tunnel construction have ranged 
from $3B - $14B.  Both of these projects will increase local pollution levels and are strongly opposed by 
environmental groups, with active litigation. 
 

GRID is a solution that merges economic imperatives                      
with environmental concerns.   
 
Streamline Ship-to-Rail Operations at the Ports.  The “Superdock Container Facility” (SCF) converts otherwise 
unused space under current shipping cranes into a computerized storage facility for empty and loaded containers.  
Containers are moved to and from ships directly into the superdock.  Full-length trains drive under or adjacent to 
the SCF to be loaded or unloaded within the 
Port, so there is no intermediate shuffling of 
containers to off-site container transfer facilities 
where currently trains are assembled for 
transport beyond Southern California.  Use of 
the SCF could reduce unloading and reloading 
time for cross-country trains from 36 to less 
than 2 hours, at a much lower total cost than 
today’s port facilities. 
 
Use Underground Pipeline for Electric Cargo 
Trains.  To optimize movement of containers to 
and from Southern California and minimize 
pollution, an underground, powered rail 
“container conveyor” freight pipeline is 
proposed to run from the SCF to inland rail 
hubs connected to existing warehousing and 
trans-loading lots in the Inland Empire, central 
California and beyond.  This pipeline would 
move containers using clean electricity, drastically reducing diesel fume emissions and freeing up large sections of 
currently truck-bound highway for commuter use. 
 
Embed Power and Water Transmission along the Freight Pipeline.  The San Gabriel River bed is the ideal right-
of-way location for an unobstructed “container conveyor” freight pipeline.  Excavation of the river concurrently 
provides the opportunity for underground installation of electrical conduit so that the urban blight of high-voltage 
transmission towers are dismantled and removed.  The thousands of acres currently occupied by power line rights-
of-way will be made available for massive urban renewal.  Pipelines could be included to carry desalinated water 
and for mitigation of storm water runoff that currently causes downstream pollution and waste.   



 
GRID modernizes ship-to-rail port operations and uses underground pipeline for 
container cargo movement, water and power.  GRID transforms the San Gabriel River 
flood control channel into environmentally sustainable neighborhoods, protected 
green space and a light-rail transportation corridor. 

  

 
 

30 Mile Greenbelt River 
Development with 
Cycling and Pedestrian
Superhighway

OCTOBER 11th 2010 –

“What we need is a 
smart system of 
infrastructure equal 
to the needs of the 
21st century.  
A system that encourages 
sustainable communities 
with easier access to our 
jobs, to our schools and
to our homes.

A system that decreases 
travel time and increases 
mobility. A system that 
cuts congestion and ups 
productivity.  A system 
that reduces harmful 
emissions over time and 
creates jobs right now“.

President Barack Obama 

 
 

 
Create an Urban Greenbelt Interspersed with Environmentally Sustainable Neighborhood Clusters.  
Following pipeline construction, the San Gabriel River can be rehabilitated to restore and protect the watershed 
naturally. Ecologically sustainable, transit-oriented higher-density villages will be connected by a greenbelt of 
walkways, bikeways, parks and sustainable aquifers.  Clustered, affordable housing with pedestrian-friendly 
streets creates livable neighborhoods, reduces dependence on the automobile, lowers infrastructure cost and 
allows for aesthetically pleasing, protected open spaces. Commuter light rail connecting the six existing 
east/west Metrolink, light rail and Amtrak lines will dramatically increase mobility and reduce the need for trips to 
the downtown Union Station merely for interconnection. 
 
Together, These Projects are GRID, the Gabriel River Infrastructure Development.  GRID will slash diesel 
emissions and substantially relieve highway congestion.  Construction of GRID will not block or hinder any 
existing traffic routes.  GRID will save port and transportation jobs that would otherwise be lost to Panama and 
Mexico while and creating thousands of new opportunities.  Approval of GRID will obviate the need for each 
railroad’s independent new container transfer facilities, several Ports upgrades, the widening of southern I-710 
and a tunnel for the northern SR-710.  The $15B to $23B estimated cost for those projects can be applied as 
funding for a Public Private Partnership for GRID.  Total cost for GRID is as economically feasible as existing 
proposals that simply expand and exacerbate the problems they attempt to resolve.  Nearly all aspects of GRID 
can be domestically engineered, manufactured and fabricated so that GRID would provide hundreds of 
thousands of jobs to California other of our nation’s states. 
 
For additional information on GRID contact David Alba, Project Systems Designer, at (626) 513-3650 or 
davidalba1@gmail.com.  
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        Mary Ann Parada 
        1710 Ramona Ave. 
        South Pasadena, CA  91030-4426 
 
Ron Kosinski,  Deputy District Director 
Division of Environmental Planning 
Caltrans,  District 7 
100 South Main Street, MS 16A 
Los Angeles, CA 90012     April 12, 2011 
 
                                                                                        
Via E-mail and U. S. Mail     (ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov) 
 
RE:  Comments on SR-710 Notice of Preparation and Notice of Intent 
 
 
Dear Mr. Kosinski: 
 
 
               In the Route 710 Tunnel Technical Feasibility Assessment Report –Metro – November l5, 
2006,  Chapter 10.0 Potential Funding  (page 10-124) it states:  “…Since the initial order of 
magnitude construction cost estimate for the tunnel is $3 billion (2006 dollars), the project would fall 
under the FHWA Mega Project classification which requires the development of a comprehensive 
financial plan , with annual updates  on actual cost and revenue performance in comparison to initial 
estimates as well as updated estimates of future year obligations and expenditures, cost and revenue 
trends, current and potential funding shortfalls and the financial adjustments necessary to assure 
completion of the project.  “ 
 
                However, in the same Report  on page 10-133, the cost estimates of the project keep 
escalating:  “….Depending on which construction scenario is chosen and when construction begins, 
the $3 billion (2006 dollar) order of magnitude construction cost estimate is projected to be in the 
range of $4.3 to $5.5 billion year of expenditure dollars. “ 
 
                Wow, in only 9 pages, the cost of the project almost doubles!! 
 
                 The Report failed its own criteria outlined on page 3 of the Executive Summary by 
considering only construction costs.  What is excluded in the Report is: 
                                                                      

1.  No cost to address environmental or community impact requirements. 
2.  No cost of electrostatic precipitators. 
3.  No cost for land acquisition. 
4.  No cost for project design. 
5.  No cost for construction management. 
6.  An allowance for only a l5 percent design contingency.   This number is low for a  

Mega Project.  Allowances of 30 percent to 50 percent would not be unreasonable for 
design contingency, according to Dr. Gary S. Brierley, South Pasadena’s tunnel 
consultant. 

 
Caltrans must include these in the Draft EIR/EIS. 

mailto:ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov�


   
                   Which agency – Caltrans or Metro- assumes the cost of $33,000,000 a year for perpetual 
operations and maintenance? 
 
                   Caltrans must produce a detailed analysis of all costs before a  final decision could be 
made concerning the financial feasibility of such a Mega Project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mary Ann Parada 
 
Mary Ann Parada 
1710 Ramona Avenue 
South Pasadena,  CA 91030-4426 
(323) 255-4042 
maryaparada@yahoo.com 
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Here are some of the many organizations who are opposed to the construction of the 
unwanted 710 Freeway extension: 

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Altadena Heritage
All Saints Church

California Office of Historic Preservation
California Preservation Foundation 

California Public Interest Research Group (CALPIRG) 
California Tax Reform Association

Caltrans Tenants Association
Citizens for a Better Environment

Citizens United to Save South Pasadena
City of South Pasadena
Coalition for Clean Air

Cooperative Resources and Services Project (CRSP)
ECO-Cities Council 
Eminent Reclaim

Friends of the Earth
Green Capitol

Highland Park Heritage Trust
Highland Park Neighborhood Association

Los Angeles Conservancy
National Parks and Conservancy Association

Natural Resources Defense Council

http://www.achp.gov/
http://www.achp.gov/
http://www.altadenaheritage.org/
http://allsaintsca.com/
http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/
http://www.californiapreservation.org/
http://www.calpirg.org/
http://www.caltaxreform.org/
http://caltranstenants.com/
http://www.wsn.org/cbe/livablecommunities.html
http://www.no710.com/citizensunited/index.html
http://www.no710.com/southpasadena/index.html
http://www.cehn.org/cehn/resourceguide/cca.html
http://www.backyardnature.com/cgi-bin/gt/tpl.h,content=613
http://www.waitakere.govt.nz/AbtCit/ec/index.asp
http://www.waitakere.govt.nz/AbtCit/ec/index.asp
http://www.waitakere.govt.nz/AbtCit/ec/index.asp
http://www.no710.com/eminentreclaim/index.html
http://www.foe.org/
http://www.ecoventure.org/
http://www.hpht.org/
http://www.bob-taylor.com/dev-hist.htm
http://www.laconservancy.org/
http://www.npca.org/
http://www.nrdc.org/


Here are some of the many organizations who are opposed to the construction of 
the unwanted 710 Freeway extension: 

National Taxpayers Union

Neighbors for Better Transportation

"No 710", Neighborhoods Opposed to the 710 Freeway 

Offices of Antonio Rossman

Counsel for the City of South Pasadena
The Blue Line Construction Authority

Pasadena Heritage

Planning and Conservation League Foundation

Sierra Club

South Pasadena Chamber of Commerce

South Pasadena Preservation Foundation

South Pasadena Unified School District 

Holy Family Church

http://www.no710.com/

http://stopthe710.org/

The Hard Working People of El Sereno, California

http://www.VoteOscar.com/

http://www.achp.gov/
http://www.ntu.org/
http://www.710freeway.org/
http://www.no710.com/index.html
http://www.landwater.com/
http://www.landwater.com/
http://www.landwater.com/
http://www.ci.south-pasadena.ca.us/government/citycouncil.html
http://searchportal.information.com/?epl=02110085UlsNZ0sAVVETVRBeHhYDUhNXDmgTWkRcEVpFTVRVQzpYVQtWZglSWgVZDAQeFgNSE1cOaBdMRwRcWVxWUxJfCkFrAFRWBlhRBQ1TRUwWWwJTAFAPUQwHVFITVGdRUAxSDABESlgLV2sSVQcHBVJRBlMDVwBQABEFDlhUUVZaUAhQCQ5ZFBVSRwNcFwZUDAhWT1sUUEVeQD4TVFtTBQA&query=Map%20Of%20Blue%20Line%20Stations
http://www.pasadenaheritage.org/
http://www.pcl.org/
http://www.sierraclub.org/
http://www.southpaschamber.com/
http://www.sppreservation.org/
http://www.spusd.net/
http://holyfamily.org/
http://www.no710.com/
http://stopthe710.org/
http://elserenoscene.com/
http://elserenoscene.com/
http://elserenoscene.com/
http://www.voteoscar.com/








Sharon A. LillY

Los Angeles, CA 90042
April12,2O1-I

Ron Kosinski

Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main street, MS 164
Los Angeles, Ca 90012
Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE; SR-7L0 Environmental lmpact Report/ Scoping Request.

ln line with the NationalTransportation Objectives and Targets 2OL0-2O3O, included, lam

requesting the inclusion of studies of rail svstems for moving freight. such as electric, non-

polluting Mega Rail/Cargo Rail, and other such smart alternatives in the SR-710 Environmental

lmpact Report/ Scoping.

I am requesting that this analysis include the study of the efficacy of rail freight systems for the

lower 710 freeway as well.

I am requesting that the results of this analysis be known to the public in a timely and

transparent fashion.

The reasons for this request are in line with the National Transportation Objectives and Targets,

see attached document. The future health and quality of life of the entire Los Angeles County

area are at stake. Rail freighting is profoundly less costly, profoundly less polluting, can be

accomplíshed in a fraction of the time needed for tunnel/ freeway construction, and it gets the

congesting truck traffic off of the freeways.
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Triple walking, biking and public
transportation usage

Promote Energy Effìciency and Achieve Energy
SecuriÇ

Stability and Resolve Persistent Environmental
Justice lssues

Þo¡lr r¡o f roñc^îrtation-generated'...
:;: . , : ,,carbon dioxìde levels by 40%
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Ensure Safety for All Transportation Users and '':'--:
lmprove Public Health Outcomes ' '
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Provide Equal and Equitable Access to
Transportation Options in Urban, Suburban and
Rural Communities

Reduce delay per capita by 10%

. lncrease proportion of freight transportat¡on
provided by railroad and intermodal services
by 2O%

Achieve zero percent population exposure
to at-risk levels of aÌr pollution

,,; r,.: ' lmprove public safety and lower congestion

1i:.,,t'l- 
costs by reducing traffic crashes by 50%

' lncrease share of major highways, regional transit
" ' fleets and facilities, and bicycling/pedestrian
- infrastructure in good state of condition lry 20%

Reduce average household combined housing +
transpodation costs 25o% (use 2000 as base year)

T

increase by 50% essential deslinations accessible
within 30 min. by public transit, or 15 min. walk for
low-income, senior and disabled populations



Sharon A. Lilly

Los Angeles, CA 90042
April 12,2QLL

Ron Kosinski

Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7
100 S. Main street, MS 164
Los Angeles, Ca 90012
Dear Mr. Kosinski,

RE; SR-710 Environmental lmpact Report/ Scoping Request.

I am requesting a "hot spot analysis" at the following locations related to the routes under

consideration for the proposed 710 tunnel project:

Sensitive Receptor Communitv Sites- aster¡sk indicates location 7/4 mile to 1 mile from existing

freeway. Additionally there are at least 23 private schools within the hot spots boundaries

*Dahlia Heights Elem

*Eagle Rock Elem

*Rockdale Elem

*Annandale Elem

*Delevan Dr Elem

Yorkdale Elem

*San Pascual Elem

*Eagle Rock MS & HS

*Monte Vista St Elem

Franklin High School

*Luther Burbank MS

Toland Way Elem

Buchanan Elem

*latona Elem

Aldama Elem



Mt Washington Elem

*Hillside Elem- Hermon area

*BushnellWay Elem

*Fletcher Dr Elem-

*Garvanza Elem

The Hot Spot analysis and modeling analysis should include harmful products e.g.,:

o Particulate matter PM to include allsized particles including ultrafine particles (<1-00nm) and

nano particles (<50 nm), carbon black (organic carbon and elemental carbon), and degradation

of road products and tires and brake linings and diesel catalyst decay products (including but

not limited to metal particulate emissions, strontium, and a variety of organic compounds)

o Nitrogen oxides (NOx) and nitrogen dioxide (NO2)

o Ozone

o Carbon monoxide (CO)

I am also requesting "Health lmpact Assessments and Health Risk Assessments" at the above named

sites.

ln addition to the specified sensitive receptor community s¡tes, the hot spot analysis should also include

analyses of the tunnel itself with investigation of concentrations of all the above pollutants at peak

traffic hours with congest¡on modeling, within the tunnels, at the portals and at ventilation shafts.

lnformation about the ventilation shaft air cleaning should be provided consistent with the highest level

of available technology and its cost. The modeling should include port truck traffic and be based on the

current percentage of fossil fuel dependent vehicles. Time in tunnel at congestion speeds should be

modeled for individuals who use the tunnel for regular commuting. Models should be created to look at

what might happen at community sites if the traffic chooses to use the surface streets instead of the toll

tunnel, which has been seen at various sites around the world.

The hot spot analysis should seek peak values for all measurements so as not to underestimate the

effect on human health. The impact of various temperatures and day and night changes and local wind

patterns should be included in model analyses.

Discussion:

Air pollution in our region is significantly influenced by fossil fuel emissions from transportation. Human

health is significantly impacted by the air pollutants produced by fossil fuel combustion regionally and

locally. Key pollutants that are recognized as having adverse health effects include particulate matter



(PM) of various sizes with increasing concerns about ultrafine particles and carbon black, ozone (O 3),

Nitrous Oxide (NOX), and Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) as well as acid and organic vapors.

Health stud¡es of air traffic pollution have shown an association with increased cancer rislç increased

cardiovascular events and death, and lung inflammation with worsening of asthma and lung function.

Children are particularly sensitive to regional and local air pollution, leading to permanently decreased

lung function and increased incidence of or worsening of asthma.

Children in more polluted communities are almost 5 times as likely to have clinically
abnormally lung function compared to those in less polluted communities. As alarming as

this is, the greatest effect of pollution-related deficits may occur later in life, since
reduced lung function is a strong risk factor for complications and death during
adulthood.(NEJM Sept 9, 2004vol351: 1057-67 Gauderrnan)

lnability to get enough exercise because of poor air quality and asthma attacks can impair quality of life,

and increase the risk of obesity and associated health problems. Later, societal health care costs could

be significantly adversely impacted.

Proximity to a freeway or busy roadway increases many health risks. Wind can be a factor how far the

pollution is distributed, up to 1.5 miles in some scientific literature.

Diesel emissions, predominantly from trucks, are major contributors to air pollution. Proximity to truck

diesel traffic increases health risks. Diesel partículate emissions are labeled as cancer causing toxic air

contaminants. The particles may penetrate deeply ¡nto lung and vascular tissues and stay there for a

long time. Diesel particulate is responsiblelorTOYo of total cancer risk from alltoxic air pollution

according to AQMD. Dieselgaseous compounds are also hazardous.

I am very concerned about the project proposal and the health impacts of increased truck and other

highway traffic in our neighborhoods. I want livable, healthy neighborhoods, not more freeways.
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Ron Kosinski
Deputy Director
Division of Envi¡onmental Planning
CalTrans District 7
100 S. Main Súeet" MS 164
Los Angeles, CA 90012

April 12, 201I

Dear Ron,

For several years no\¡r there have been scientific studies and repofs of those in the
newspapers with overwhehning documentation of the harmful effects of heavy-duty
diesel traffic and its attendant pollution, ultra-fine particulate matter atPM2.5, ozone,
grxes, disintegration of rubber tires arìd its mctals and on and on.

The health consequences of increased air pollution in this non-atûainment basin are of the
uünost concern. To re-iterate what the South Coast Air Quality Management District
stated in their February 17,2009letter regarding the I-710 project EIR Altematives: "To
attainnational air qualtty standards as required by federal law, this region must reduce
nitrogen oxides emissions by approximately two-thirds beyond the leveß that wíll ¡esult
from all the sfüngent rules ødopted to døte hyfederal, stote and locøl øgencíes.
SCAQMD, CARB and SCAG have not been able to identiff sufficient specific measures
to meet this need, and the region's Air Quality Management Plan thus includes a large
"black box" federal Clean Air Act commitment of needed but unidentifled contol
measures....In sum, this region needs every possible emission reduction from goods
movement and other mobile sources. This must include zero-emission technologies
wherever possible."

Air pollution can now be computed and assigned a dollar amount. "According to the
American Public Health Association, it is estimated that health problems associated with
our current transportation system-such as injuries, asthm4 cædiovascular disease and
premature mortality-may result in over $300 billion in additional costs every year. This
amount includes accident and medical expenses, and lost wages and lost productivity."
(The Health Care Blog, Dr. Aaron Wemham, ll201l) These costs must be weighed
against the cost of the project and the cost of alternative modes of transportation that
perform better by moving goods and people more efficiently and with less risk.

In light of these facts and CEQ,\ whereby (an EIR must describe the 'þhysical
environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project, as they exist at the time the notice
of preparation (NOP) is published...from both a local and regional perspective. This
environmental setting will nomrally constitute the baseline physical conditions by which
a lead agency determines whether an impact is significant.")

The EIRÆIS must consider the cumulative impacts of the lower I-7lO project, the
widening to 14 lanes, which encourages diesel fruck traffic from the Port of Los Angeles
and Port of Long Bcach and the SR 710 North roadway tunnels, that would provide
roadways for those trucks to continue their path and create an impact that can only be
described as significant in all measurçs in all zones.



The EIRÆIS must analyze the difference between the established baseline in physical
conditions and the potential for devastating health consequences by means of a HRA,
Health Risk Assessment. Each pollutant must be aralyzed separately at peak hours of
operation and compared with the existing conditions to determine the significance of the
impacts in the EIRÆIS.

Health has been defined as "a state of complete physical, social and mental well-being,
and not merely the absence of disease or infirmity" and the ability of an individual or
group "to identifu and to rcalize aspirations, to satisfr needs, and to change or cope with
the environment."

A Health Impact Assessment (IIIA) is "a combination of procedures, methods, and tools
by which a policy, program or project may be judged as to its potential effects on the
health of a population, and the distribution of those effects within the population" (WHO,
Gothenburg Consensus, 1999). HIAs explicitly consider social and environmental justice
issues, adopt a multidisciplinary and particípatory process, and use both qualitative
and quantitative evidence as well as transparency in the process." Four values are
integral to the HIA: democracy, equity, sustainable developmen! and the ethical use of
evidence that emphasizes a rigorous structured analysis based on scientific disciplines
and methodologies.

It seems that HRAs deal with the facts of pollution and HIAs deal with the mitigations
possible. The EIRÆIS must address both reports in detail to do justice to the corridor
residents.

There has been no indication that there a¡e plans to mitigate the health consequences of
the pollutants, only the identification of them. Expelling pollutants out the portals by
virtue of the cars 'þushing" the air forward or up 100 foot smoke stacks or any other
vents along the route does nothing to really clean up the air. The EIR/EIS must address
and mitigate the issues surrounding air pollution.

The EIRÆIS study area must be expanded to include the cities that would receive the
brunt of the truck traffic on their open freeways - Glendale,LaCanad4la Crescenta,
Montrose and fa¡ther out the 210.

To address some of these issues \¡/e are including a brief bibliography and print outs for
your use. A more complete bibliography can be found in the Cþ of South Pasadena
scoping letter and the No 710 Action Committee letter.

Sincerely,

Ãt' L

Uta+r.u þr,¿.þ
Clarice Knapp'
417 El Centro St.
South Pasadena, CA 91030

,.r,, IJt
A' ¿í Ø^ ,, Vß tÒ

W'aynna Kato
1036 Hope St.
SouthPasaden4 CA 91030
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SR-710 Conversations
Electronic Media and Communications for Scoping Phase

Documentation Report
January 2011 – April 2011

Appendix A. Section 1.
Scoping Comments Received via

Email and Online



From: Tom Williams [mailto:ctwiliams@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2011 2:52 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: SR710 Meeting INFO REquest - NOP/NOI

As this is the date of circulation for the NOP/NOI for SR710 North, please provide a list of all

participating/reviewing agencies and contacts receiving the Notice of Preparation and Notice if Intent.

Has the NOP been submitted to the CEQA Clearinghouse?

Dr. Clyde Williams

4117 Barrett Rd, LA 90032-1712

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

323-528-9682

From: Yanez, Alana [mailto:Alana.Yanez@sen.ca.gov]

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2011 11:01 AM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Mailing List

Hello,

Can you please place me on your mailing list.

Thank you,

Alana Yañez

Field Deputy

22nd Senate District

617 Olive Street #710



Los Angeles, CA 90014

Phone: (213) 612-9566

Fax: (213) 612-9591

From: Wade Winter [mailto:wadewinter@charter.net]

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2011 5:08 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re: Date Correction, Thursday March 17th SR-710 Conversations

Why are there no meetings in La Canada Flintridge?

Why are there no meetings scheduled in La Canada Flintridge? You seem to have meetings schedule in

every other city that will be impacted?

Wade Winter

From: Wade Winter [mailto:wadewinter@charter.net]

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2011 5:19 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re: Series 2, SR-710 Conversations - Save the Date

Why are there no meetings scheduled in La Canada Flintridge? You seem to have meetings schedule in

every other city that will be impacted?

From: xochilt carrillo [mailto:ms.csi7@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2011 9:40 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re: Date Correction, Thursday March 17th SR-710 Conversations

I had originally scheduled for Saturday March 5th, thats why I had asked if my appointment had been

switched. But the 17th is fine. Can you send me the address as to where to go that day and what time?

Thank you

On Mon, Feb 28, 2011 at 6:37 PM, SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net> wrote:

Hello Xochilt,



Thank you for writing!

Could you please clarify your question? Do you mean to ask if the Thursday, March 17th meeting is still
scheduled? My apologies, I was not sure what you meant by your question, "has my appointment been
switched to March 17th?" Thanks in advance for clarification so I can be sure you receive the exact
information you need...

-Danielle

From: xochilt carrillo [mailto:ms.csi7@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2011 6:05 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re: Date Correction, Thursday March 17th SR-710 Conversations

Im sorry but I cannot open any attachments. Has my appointment been switched to March 17th? If so, is

it the same location?

From: xochilt carrillo [mailto:ms.csi7@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2011 6:05 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re: Date Correction, Thursday March 17th SR-710 Conversations

Im sorry but I cannot open any attachments. Has my appointment been switched to March 17th? If so, is

it the same location?

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 10:21 AM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#18]



Name * Jennie Campos

Email (you@email.com) * camposj@metro.net

Select a Subject * Comment for scoping record

Comment * TEST

From: Wanda Ostermann [mailto:wanda.ostermann@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 9:13 AM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: outreach

Hello,

I attended last night's Series 2 meeting at Lake Avenue Church in Pasdena. Because it broke from the

format originally planned, I thought it ended up being a very productive session and came away with

many questions answered and a better understanding of the CEQA/NEPA process.

In response to your request for additional contacts in an effort to attract more input from the public, I

submit the following organizations which could concievably put out notices to their members/followers

to urge them to attend any/all of the upcoming SR-710 Conversations meetings.

Thank you,

Wanda Ostermann

Pasadena Bungalow Heaven Neighborhood Association

http://www.bungalowheaven.org/

Garfield Heights Neighborhood Association



http://garfieldheights.org/

Historic Highlands Neighborhood Association

http://www.historichighlands.org/

South Lake Business Association

http://www.southlakeavenue.org/about-south-lake-business-asssociation/

Orange Heights Neighborhood Association

http://www.orangeheights.org/

Pasadena Playhouse District

http://www.playhousedistrict.org/

Linda Vista/Annandale Association

http://www.lvaa.net/

Madison Heights Neighborhood Association

http://www.mhnapasadena.org/

Old Pasadena

http://www.oldpasadena.org/index.asp

Chapman Woods Association

http://www.chapmanwoods.net/



All Saints Church (a very active congregation within the Pasadena community).

http://www.allsaints-pas.org/about/

The Pasadena Star News

http://www.pasadenastarnews.com/

The Pasadena Weekly

http://www.pasadenaweekly.com/cms/index/

California State University Los Angeles Public Affairs, Los Angeles

http://www.calstatela.edu/univ/ppa/publicat/

Caltech, Pasadena

http://www.caltech.edu/

Art Center, Pasadena

http://www.artcenter.edu/accd/index.jsp

Le Cordon Bleu-Los Angeles & Pasadena Campuses

http://www.chefs.edu/Los-Angeles

Westridge School for Girls, Pasadena

www.westridge.org



Sequoyah School, Pasadena

http://www.sequoyahschool.org/

Pasadena Heritage

http://www.pasadenaheritage.org/

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 3:45 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#19]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

http://www.pasadenaheritage.org/

reply@wufoo.com]

Wednesday, March 02, 2011 3:45 PM

710 Conversations [#19]

Clyde Williams

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

(323) 528-9682

4115 Barrett Road

Los Angeles, CA 90032-1712

United States

Add me to the mailing list

I have not been added to the mailing list as I have not received

anytthing

Also I requested by phone access to the NOP/NOI issued on

Monday but to date have not received ANY message regarding

the NOP/NOI

I have not been added to the mailing list as I have not received

Also I requested by phone access to the NOP/NOI issued on

not received ANY message regarding



Please extend the Scoping Period and add at least 4 meeting

locations in NELA and LaCanadaFlintridge areas

From: Wanda Ostermann [mailto:wanda.ostermann@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2011 2:22 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re: outreach

Will you please let me know where I can find a copy of the Notice of Intent which was announced at the

Series 2 meeting on March 1 as having been filed on February 28?

Thank you,

Wanda Ostermann

wanda.ostermann@gmail.com\

From: Rody Stephenson [mailto:rodys@earthlink.net]
Sent: Friday, March 04, 2011 3:30 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: RE: SR-710: NOTICE OF SCOPING/INITIATION OF STUDIES
This email cannot be printed nor can it be cut and pasted into a word document.

Please fix and resend.

Rody



From: Wade Winter [mailto:wadewinter@charter.net]
Sent: Friday, March 04, 2011 6:07 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: SR-710: NOTICE OF SCOPING/INITIATION OF STUDIES

Why is there no scoping meeting scheduled in La Canada Flintridge?

On Mar 4, 2011, at 11:02 AM, Metro wrote:





Sent to wadewinter@charter.net: unsubscribe | update profile | forward to a friend

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2011 8:13 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#20]



Name * John Bednarski

Email

(you@email.com)

*

bednarskiboys@sbcglobal.net

Address

1200 Sonoma Drive

Altadena, CA 91001

United States

Select a Subject

*

Add me to the mailing list

Comment *

I fully support the completion of the 710 freeway gap. I have been commuting to Downtown los angeles

for nearly 30 years from Altadena, and i believe that the completion of this portion of the 710 freeway

is vital to the interests of the region. fur

commuting time could be cut greatly if she did not have to get on/off the freeway multiple times to

make this commute through Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra. completion of this freeway gap

would also make the cities of Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra safer as surface traffic would

be greatly reduced.

From: Lisa Montano [mailto:lisa@jasonzahn.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 05, 2011 9:34 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: I'd like more information about Sr
Where is the online comment form to get your comments on record?
Thank you,
Lisa Montano

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2011 8:13 AM

bednarskiboys@sbcglobal.net

1200 Sonoma Drive

91001

United States

Add me to the mailing list

I fully support the completion of the 710 freeway gap. I have been commuting to Downtown los angeles

for nearly 30 years from Altadena, and i believe that the completion of this portion of the 710 freeway

is vital to the interests of the region. furthermore, my wife commutes to Carson each day, and her

commuting time could be cut greatly if she did not have to get on/off the freeway multiple times to

make this commute through Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra. completion of this freeway gap

d also make the cities of Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra safer as surface traffic would

Lisa Montano [mailto:lisa@jasonzahn.com]
Saturday, March 05, 2011 9:34 AM

ormation about Sr-710 Conversations
Where is the online comment form to get your comments on record?

reply@wufoo.com]
Monday, March 07, 2011 8:13 AM

I fully support the completion of the 710 freeway gap. I have been commuting to Downtown los angeles

for nearly 30 years from Altadena, and i believe that the completion of this portion of the 710 freeway

thermore, my wife commutes to Carson each day, and her

commuting time could be cut greatly if she did not have to get on/off the freeway multiple times to

make this commute through Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra. completion of this freeway gap

d also make the cities of Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra safer as surface traffic would



To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#20]

Mon 3/7/2011 8:13 AM

Name * John Bednarski

Email

(you@email.com)

*

bednarskiboys@sbcglobal.net

Address

1200 Sonoma Drive

Altadena, CA 9100

United States

Select a Subject

*

Add me to the mailing list

Comment *

I fully support the completion of the 710 freeway gap. I have been commuting to Downtown los

angeles for nearly 30 years from Altadena, and i believe that the completion of this

freeway is vital to the interests of the region. furthermore, my wife commutes to Carson each day,

and her commuting time could be cut greatly if she did not have to get on/off the freeway multiple

times to make this commute through Pas

freeway gap would also make the cities of Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra safer as surface

traffic would be greatly reduced.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 08, 2011 11:39 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#21]

0 Conversations [#20]

bednarskiboys@sbcglobal.net

1200 Sonoma Drive

91001

Add me to the mailing list

I fully support the completion of the 710 freeway gap. I have been commuting to Downtown los

angeles for nearly 30 years from Altadena, and i believe that the completion of this portion of the 710

freeway is vital to the interests of the region. furthermore, my wife commutes to Carson each day,

and her commuting time could be cut greatly if she did not have to get on/off the freeway multiple

times to make this commute through Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra. completion of this

freeway gap would also make the cities of Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra safer as surface

reply@wufoo.com]
8, 2011 11:39 AM

710 Conversations [#21]

I fully support the completion of the 710 freeway gap. I have been commuting to Downtown los

portion of the 710

freeway is vital to the interests of the region. furthermore, my wife commutes to Carson each day,

and her commuting time could be cut greatly if she did not have to get on/off the freeway multiple

adena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra. completion of this

freeway gap would also make the cities of Pasadena, South Pasadena, and Alhambra safer as surface



Name * Karen Navarrete

Email

(you@email.com)

*

karen_navarrete@ca9.uscourts

Phone Number (626) 576-8391

Address

1337 S. Primrose Ave.

Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

My husband and I have lived 2 blocks away from the corner of Valley Blvd. and Fremont A

years. Because the 710 Freeway connection has not and will not be completed, the traffic has

increased dramatically over the years. All the traffic that should have been on the 710 connection has

been dumped onto Valley Blvd. and Fremont Ave.

avoid that intersection. Either way, we are impacted economically

time. All that adds up over the days, months & years. The corner of Valley Blvd. and Fremont Ave.

become a nightmare. We ask that something be done to help relieve the congestion and polution in

our neighborhood. Our window sills now collect even more soot and dust. Is there not another street

or access that can be used to divert some of the traffi

Fremont? We believe that the quality of life of A lhambrans are just as important as those who live in

South Pasadena, and we ask for a solution. Thank you.

Navarrete

karen_navarrete@ca9.uscourts.gov

8391

1337 S. Primrose Ave.

91803

Comment for scoping record

My husband and I have lived 2 blocks away from the corner of Valley Blvd. and Fremont A

years. Because the 710 Freeway connection has not and will not be completed, the traffic has

increased dramatically over the years. All the traffic that should have been on the 710 connection has

been dumped onto Valley Blvd. and Fremont Ave. Either we sit in the traffic, or drive out of our way to

avoid that intersection. Either way, we are impacted economically --wasting our gas, and wasting our

time. All that adds up over the days, months & years. The corner of Valley Blvd. and Fremont Ave.

become a nightmare. We ask that something be done to help relieve the congestion and polution in

our neighborhood. Our window sills now collect even more soot and dust. Is there not another street

or access that can be used to divert some of the traffic that currently flows onto Valley Blvd. &

Fremont? We believe that the quality of life of A lhambrans are just as important as those who live in

South Pasadena, and we ask for a solution. Thank you.

My husband and I have lived 2 blocks away from the corner of Valley Blvd. and Fremont Avenue for 26

years. Because the 710 Freeway connection has not and will not be completed, the traffic has

increased dramatically over the years. All the traffic that should have been on the 710 connection has

Either we sit in the traffic, or drive out of our way to

wasting our gas, and wasting our

time. All that adds up over the days, months & years. The corner of Valley Blvd. and Fremont Ave. has

become a nightmare. We ask that something be done to help relieve the congestion and polution in

our neighborhood. Our window sills now collect even more soot and dust. Is there not another street

c that currently flows onto Valley Blvd. &

Fremont? We believe that the quality of life of A lhambrans are just as important as those who live in



From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 12:07 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#22]

Name *

Clyde Williams

Email (you@email.com) *

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

Phone Number

(323) 528-9682

Address

4115 Barrett Road

Los Angeles, CA 90032

United States

Select a Subject *

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

As of 9 March no relevant office within the City of Los Angeles government has received the Notice of

Preparation - Please Send - ken.husting@lacity.org

Addressees for outreach in ElSereno

joseaguilarcd14@hotmail.com, RJNSON08

johnnycarbajal@hotmail.com, thegoodshepherd62@gmail.com

outwardscottla32@yahoo.com, franklarez@sbcglobal.net

rosehillsreview@yahoo.com, val@valsdesignstudio.com

lindamcguire2003@aol.com, moverstreet@sbcglobal.net

ctwiliams@yahoo.com, eddie.chow@sbcglobal.net

Grayce"

CTW

reply@wufoo.com]
nesday, March 09, 2011 12:07 PM

710 Conversations [#22]

As of 9 March no relevant office within the City of Los Angeles government has received the Notice of

ken.husting@lacity.org

Addressees for outreach in ElSereno

RJNSON08@sbcglobal.net, victorjune@yahoo.com, falconn_la@yahoo.com

thegoodshepherd62@gmail.com, reckoner73@gmail.com,

franklarez@sbcglobal.net, AMERIKAIMAGEINC@yahoo.com

val@valsdesignstudio.com, LindaM@organizedsportswear.com

moverstreet@sbcglobal.net, hugoleopacheco@yahoo.com,

eddie.chow@sbcglobal.net, eddieschow@gmail.com, "Carlos Morales" , "Liu,

As of 9 March no relevant office within the City of Los Angeles government has received the Notice of

falconn_la@yahoo.com,

,

AMERIKAIMAGEINC@yahoo.com,

LindaM@organizedsportswear.com,

, "Carlos Morales" , "Liu,



From: Carol Teutsch [mailto:cbteutsch@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 10:01 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: 'Carol Teutsch'
Subject: Two questions I need answered

Dear 710 Conversations organizers,

I wanted to know if you recorded the South Pasadena meeting last nite 3.9.2011 and if so where can I
listen to it?
Also I would like to have a copy of the slides that were presented—the packet handed out did not
include the presenters’ summary from the last conversation at South Pasadena.
Thank you.

Carol Teutsch
841 Moon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90065
323 352-8079

From: Knapp [mailto:hcknapp@earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2011 3:13 PM
To: Valentino, Danielle; ron.kosinski@dot.ca.go; Smith, Michelle
Cc: Failing, Doug; mary@mbimedia.com; SR710Conversations
Subject: South Pas meeting 9 Mar

Dear Sirs/Madams:

I have questions and requests regarding last nights "SR-710 Conversations Series 2" meeting in South Pasadena
3/9/11.

1) Why did we not get the handout of the slide presentation that you gave last night? We would like you to provide
access to the printable version of the slide presentation presented in South Pasadena 3/9/11.
At every other venue Metro did handout a printed version of this slide show
- it included a record of the comments (voicing of concerns) made during Series 1 that were unique to the groups that
gathered in the individual cities.

2) Why was a video of the meeting held in South Pasadena last night NOT made available online to view like the
meetings held in Glendale and Alhambra?
The Metro meeting in South Pasadena had far more technical questions asked regarding CEQA and NEPA than in
the meetings from Glendale and Alhambra so we wanted a record of this.
The South Pasadena City Clerks office states that METRO denied a request by the city of South Pasadena to record
this meeting. If Metro was not making the video of South Pasadena's meeting available on line like the other 2
meetings, why then did Metro deny the City of South Pasadena the right to record the meeting?

3) Whose office at Metro handles the environmental report? May we have the contact name and email address of that
individual?
I understand that Garrett Damrath is the Senior Environmental Planner at Caltrans. May we please also have his
contact email?

I find that there is a huge inconsistency of how the cities are being treated.

My requests are that you make available to me and others not only the handout, and the contact info I have
requested , but also the recording of the South Pasadena 3/9/11 meeting.



Sincerely,

Harry A. Knapp
South Pasadena
(626) 441-6147

From: Paul Habib [mailto:paul.habib@lacity.org]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 2:31 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: SR-710 Conversations. Join us for Scoping

I will attend the March 29 meeting in El Sereno. Thanks.

Paul Habib

Public Projects and Transportation Director

Office of Councilmember Jose Huizar

Los Angeles City Council, District 14

200 N Spring St Room 465

Los Angeles, CA 90012

(213) 473-7014

(213) 847-0680 fax

From: Stedman Ng [mailto:stedman@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 2:45 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: SR-710 Conversations. Join us for Scoping

Hello -

I'm not sure if I was suppose to receive this. Please confirm this was sent in error. Thank you.

--
Stedman Ng, CPA, LEED AP, MLO
Monterey Park Environmental Commission Co-Chair

On Mon, Mar 14, 2011 at 2:25 PM, Metro <sr710conversations@metro.net> wrote:
Error! Filename not specified.

Error! Filename not specified.

Error! Filename not specified.

Sent to stedman@gmail.com: unsubscribe | update profile | forward to a friend



Error! Filename not specified.

om/#!/greenmpk

From: Hugo Garcia [mailto:hugogarcia1@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2011 9:00 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: SR-710 Conversations. Join us for Scoping

Isn't there a CEQA/NEPA meeting in El Sereno on 3/17/11? Why is that information
inaccessible?

Hugo Garcia
El Sereno





From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2011 7:34 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#23]

Name *

Sean Telles

Email (you@email.com) *

swt2104@columbia.edu

Phone Number

(626) 679-4645

Address

5618 N. Muscatel Ave

San Gabriel, Ca 91776

United States

Select a Subject *

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

In additions to the comments I made tonight. i.e. we should focus on trains not freeways, the problem of

LA is East/West not North/South.

1) By starting a meeting in the San Gabriel Valley at 6pm, you are showing us you don'

transportation needs. Those who drive to work, will not make it home by 6. Those who take public

transportation get home even later.

2) Before you spend so much time and effort working on the 710, please fix your website. In my

experience it doesn't always show you the fastest or most convenient routes for taking public

transportation. Look at how Google gives public transportation directions for a better and more flexible

way of giving directions. Look at general directions and also how

fix that and make taking public transportation more convenient, there will be less traffic. OR just refer

your customers directly to Google.

reply@wufoo.com]
Tuesday, March 15, 2011 7:34 PM

710 Conversations [#23]

In additions to the comments I made tonight. i.e. we should focus on trains not freeways, the problem of

1) By starting a meeting in the San Gabriel Valley at 6pm, you are showing us you don't understand our

transportation needs. Those who drive to work, will not make it home by 6. Those who take public

transportation get home even later.

2) Before you spend so much time and effort working on the 710, please fix your website. In my

e it doesn't always show you the fastest or most convenient routes for taking public

transportation. Look at how Google gives public transportation directions for a better and more flexible

way of giving directions. Look at general directions and also how google uses GPS in smart phones. If you

fix that and make taking public transportation more convenient, there will be less traffic. OR just refer

In additions to the comments I made tonight. i.e. we should focus on trains not freeways, the problem of

t understand our

transportation needs. Those who drive to work, will not make it home by 6. Those who take public

2) Before you spend so much time and effort working on the 710, please fix your website. In my

e it doesn't always show you the fastest or most convenient routes for taking public

transportation. Look at how Google gives public transportation directions for a better and more flexible

google uses GPS in smart phones. If you

fix that and make taking public transportation more convenient, there will be less traffic. OR just refer



3) Thank you for your events. They are needed. But you also need to advertise more visibly and locally:

Store fronts signs and Spanish and Chinese newspapers are heavy read here.



From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2011 9:14 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#24]

Name * Tim Peters

Email (you@email.com) *

dohmgr@pacbell.net

Select a Subject * Comment for scoping record

Comment * I am in favor of the follwing priorities in this order:

1. Extension of the Gold Line going East

2. Continuation of the 110 linking to the 210

3. Extension of the 710 linking the 10 and 210

The cost of these would be great but the cost is only going

up and now is the time as it will create jobs and will help with

long term solutions to a overcrowding of freeways and the

side effects of smog/polution it causes.

Thank you.



From: tsai yi chan-beal [mailto:tsaiyi.chanbeal@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2011 6:10 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Virtual meeting on Monday March 21
Hi there,

Is it possible for me to go first? I have a class at 6:30pm that evening.
much!

Tsai Yi

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2011 5:10 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#25]

Name * Scott Van Dellen

Email

(you@email.com)

*

svandell2@gmail.co

Phone Number (818) 207-8812

Address

4453 Oakwood Avenue

La Canada, CA 91011

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

I am OPPOSED to the extension of the 710 to connect to the 210. Truck traffic through Los A

must be mitigated and diverted FIRST before we fully open port traffic through La Canada. Once the

710 is linked to the 210, port truck traffic will PRIMARILY run along this route during all times of the

beal [mailto:tsaiyi.chanbeal@gmail.com]
Friday, March 18, 2011 6:10 PM

Virtual meeting on Monday March 21 - I'd like to testify, can I put my name in?

I have a class at 6:30pm that evening. Please let me know.

reply@wufoo.com]
Friday, March 18, 2011 5:10 PM

710 Conversations [#25]

Van Dellen

svandell2@gmail.com

8812

4453 Oakwood Avenue

91011

Comment for scoping record

I am OPPOSED to the extension of the 710 to connect to the 210. Truck traffic through Los A

must be mitigated and diverted FIRST before we fully open port traffic through La Canada. Once the

710 is linked to the 210, port truck traffic will PRIMARILY run along this route during all times of the

I'd like to testify, can I put my name in?

Please let me know. Thanks so

I am OPPOSED to the extension of the 710 to connect to the 210. Truck traffic through Los Angeles

must be mitigated and diverted FIRST before we fully open port traffic through La Canada. Once the

710 is linked to the 210, port truck traffic will PRIMARILY run along this route during all times of the



day, increasing substantially noise (trucks must downshift going through La Canada, increasing their

noise substantially), congestion (its almost impossible to get off the exits of La Canada because of the

line of trucks in the right lane), and air pollution (trucks are dirtier than cars). It's about time we

committed fully to mass transit and a better environment for all residents, not worse. We need

alternative truck terminals and methods to convey Port goods to the Western United States and not

just unfairly burden just the the Interstate 5 and Interstate 710/210 neighborhoods.

From: Tom Williams [mailto:ctwiliams@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 7:01 PM
To: SR-710 Conversations Online Open House
Cc: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: SR-710 Conversations Online Open House Is Now Open A FARCE - TOTAL WASTE

I have tried to use your on line system tonight - totally wasted 30 minutes to get to this point

Add more real scoping meetings
and
Extend deadline to April 30

OBTW
The Purposes and Needs differ between what was given in the Agency Scoping meeting and the Public
Scoping Meetings.

As the Purposes and Needs provided for agencies and for this effort include financials and fundings, also
PPP please provide full economic and financial analyses for all alternatives in order to assure alternatives
are compliant with Purposes and Needs for the Project.

Also provide milestones for Scoping Report completion and submission to MTA, RFP for environmental
and conceptual engineering for "all possible alternatives", and for alternatives assessments and
recommendations.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 6:48 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#28]

Name * Chelsea Dickerson

Email (you@email.com) * chelsdickerson@gmail.com



Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 6:40 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#26]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

(213) 438-1755

547 Eaton Drive

Pasadena, CA 91107

United States

Comment for scoping record

I think closing the 710 gap is a great idea, as I travel to

Orange County quite a bit and would like another option for

my commute. I would like the environmental documents to

fully study traffic impacts on the 210 East, especially related

to truck traffic. I would love to see a comparison of traffic

levels if the 710 gap is built and if it is not. Please also study

traffic impacts to the 605 and the downtown area. I would

like like to see air quality studied, especially at Metro Gold

Line stations along the 210 freeway.

reply@wufoo.com]
Monday, March 21, 2011 6:40 PM

710 Conversations [#26]

Lilian Gutierrez

liliandg@msn.com

(626) 576-4889

1515 Pedley Drive

I think closing the 710 gap is a great idea, as I travel to

Orange County quite a bit and would like another option for

ould like the environmental documents to

fully study traffic impacts on the 210 East, especially related

to truck traffic. I would love to see a comparison of traffic

levels if the 710 gap is built and if it is not. Please also study

605 and the downtown area. I would

like like to see air quality studied, especially at Metro Gold



Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 7:54 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [

Name * Samuel Zneimer

Email

(you@email.com)

*

samsterz78@hotmail.com

Address

1449 Indiana Ave

South Pasadena,

United States

Select a Subject Comment for scoping record

Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Comment for scoping record

I live in Alhambra and welcome the 710 being extended to

the 210 freeway. For many years, our city has been

congested to its limit because the I-710 ends in Alhambra

pushing all vehicular traffic going north onto our city streets.

Not only should the 710 be extended, but in cities like

Alhambra, Monterey Park and the community of El Sereno

traffic congestion impacts and mitigation measures should

be looked at. The intersections of Fremont/Valley and

Atlantic/Valley need to be studied as I can honestly say they

are currently at LOS "F".

reply@wufoo.com]
Monday, March 21, 2011 7:54 PM

710 Conversations [#29]

Zneimer

samsterz78@hotmail.com

1449 Indiana Ave

, CA 91030

United States

Comment for scoping record

I live in Alhambra and welcome the 710 being extended to

the 210 freeway. For many years, our city has been

710 ends in Alhambra

vehicular traffic going north onto our city streets.

Not only should the 710 be extended, but in cities like

Alhambra, Monterey Park and the community of El Sereno

traffic congestion impacts and mitigation measures should

of Fremont/Valley and

Atlantic/Valley need to be studied as I can honestly say they



*

Comment *

I believe that a multi-modal approach will prove to be the best result. Out of the possible options, of

freeways, tunnels and tollways, I believe you will find that a multi mode solution will have the least

pollution and health impacts. I worry with other options especially the freeway and tunnel that traffic

relief projections are overestimated and are inflated to fit into a preconceived solution. It's hard to

image that Metro and Caltrans have spent millions on studies only to truly consider a no build

alternative. I know from reading studies that vehicle miles traveled will actually increase versus the no

build solution, unless there is a full build out of the Regional Transportation Plan (much of which is

unfunded). I believe the goal for Metro/Caltrans should be to reduce dependency on one mode of

travel, I'm not foolish enough to believe that people will stop driving but if there are options to take

fixed rail, more people will take it. Especially if gas prices continue to increase, I believe the investment

in public transportation now while may not have the immediate of a freeway, he long term effects will

be better. Because no matter how many freeways/tollway we build the population is growing so fast

that we cannot possibly expanded the highway system to keep up, making alternative modes far more

attractive.

Also when laying down fixed rail it gives business' the incentive to build near rail thus density will

increase close to rail making it still more viable. Also with gas prices increasing heavy fixed rail will

become more viable, so the investment in the ACE project will fully realized because it will make

economic sense.

In the end I want all alternatives to be evaluated fairly, factoring in health, long term traffic relief (not

for cars but for moving people), and all environmental factors. Move the direction of transportation to

the future, envision transportation as part of a whole not just one aspect in planning, consider land use

and the want to make areas more walkable, bike accessible and overall more integrated.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2011 6:41 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#27]



Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2011 12:46 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#30]

Name *

Lilian Gutierrez

liliandg@msn.com

(626) 576-4889

1515 Pedley Drive

Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Comment for scoping record

I live in Alhambra and welcome the 710 being extended to

the 210 freeway. For many years, our city has been

congested to its limit because the I-710 ends in Alhambra

pushing all vehicular traffic going north onto our city streets.

Not only should the 710 be extended, but in cities like

Alhambra, Monterey Park and the community of El Sereno

traffic congestion impacts and mitigation measures should

be looked at. The intersections of Fremont/Valley and

Atlantic/Valley need to be studied as I can honestly say they

are currently at LOS "F".

reply@wufoo.com]
Tuesday, March 22, 2011 12:46 PM

710 Conversations [#30]

David Anderson

e 710 being extended to

the 210 freeway. For many years, our city has been

710 ends in Alhambra

pushing all vehicular traffic going north onto our city streets.

Not only should the 710 be extended, but in cities like

Alhambra, Monterey Park and the community of El Sereno

traffic congestion impacts and mitigation measures should

be looked at. The intersections of Fremont/Valley and

Atlantic/Valley need to be studied as I can honestly say they



Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2011 10:25 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#32]

Name *

Judith O'Keefe

Email (you@email.com) *

judyo403@msn.com

Phone Number

(626) 799-4349

Address

403 Winthrop Road

San Marino, CA 91108

United States

djandersonkiev@gmail.com

(626) 300-8665

930 N Monterey St Apt 320

Alhambra, CA 91801

United States

Add me to the mailing list

This project has been stalled by various methods for almost

50 years. I hope this scoping is not another device to prevent

the completion. The environmental impact on Alhambra has

been horrendous because of the stalling tactics by a small

minority in South Pasadena. A sense of urgency is n

- the time for the stall is over.

reply@wufoo.com]
Tuesday, March 22, 2011 10:25 PM

710 Conversations [#32]

arious methods for almost

50 years. I hope this scoping is not another device to prevent

the completion. The environmental impact on Alhambra has

been horrendous because of the stalling tactics by a small

minority in South Pasadena. A sense of urgency is necessary



Select a Subject *

Add me to the mailing list

Comment *

This project is long overdue. Our district 7 has become inundated with transient traffic due the

obstructionist efforts of the city of South Pasadena to halt the completion of the 710 freeway. In fact, their

own residents have suffered along with the rest of us who live in this district. Please, please proceed with

this project. Many thanks for keeping this issue alive! Judith O'Keefe

From: Petersen, Gary [mailto:Gary.Petersen@parsons.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2011 12:21 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: I'd like more information about Sr-710 Conversations

How and when will the comments received last night be retrievable?

Gary L. Petersen

Sr. Project Manager

PARSONS

100 W. Walnut Street

Pasadena, CA 91124

(626) 440-6244

Fax: (626) 440-6155

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2011 6:35 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#31]

Name *

Andrea Nathanson

Email (you@email.com) *

andico7@earthlink.net

Phone Number



(818) 951-8454

Address

2849 Harmony Place

la Crescenta, CA 91214

United States

Select a Subject *

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

We residents of the Crescenta Valley believe this is one gigantic snow j

believe you are moving ahread with this project. You will destroy the Crescenta Valley and the residents

health within it.

We will do everything in our power to bring to light the ridiculous exoense to human health = pr

health -- there are 7 schools in this area

area and pollute it?

What do you plan to do about destroying our property values

what are you planning to do with these diesel trucks ...

electric trucks?

We are contacting major documentary film makers at this time

The truth will be coming to light.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2011 9:16 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#33]

We residents of the Crescenta Valley believe this is one gigantic snow job. You have made it clear that you

believe you are moving ahread with this project. You will destroy the Crescenta Valley and the residents

We will do everything in our power to bring to light the ridiculous exoense to human health = pr

there are 7 schools in this area - what do you plan to do about the trucks that will come into our

What do you plan to do about destroying our property values

what are you planning to do with these diesel trucks ... why are you not requiring their conversion into

We are contacting major documentary film makers at this time - who will be covering all this soon enough.

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, March 23, 2011 9:16 PM

710 Conversations [#33]

ob. You have made it clear that you

believe you are moving ahread with this project. You will destroy the Crescenta Valley and the residents

We will do everything in our power to bring to light the ridiculous exoense to human health = property

what do you plan to do about the trucks that will come into our

why are you not requiring their conversion into

who will be covering all this soon enough.



Name *

Jon Thompson

Email (you@email.com) *

calfiles@sbcglobal.net

Select a Subject *

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

Build the extension!

I am a resident of Glendale who is very much in favor of an extension to the 710 freeway that will connect

to the 210 Freeway. Those Glendale, La Canada, La Crescenta and Pasadena locals who are not in favor are

the very same people who complain about traffic. Yet they must never have driven north on the 710, been

shunted onto the 10 to the 5 downtown and so on. They are merely an example of the not-in-my-back-

yard syndrome. Traffic elsewhere? They don't care, as they're not affected.

I say that for the greater good, this project should be completed.

Jon Thompson

From: Gloria A Castillo [mailto:gcastillo@egpnews.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2011 4:22 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Media request
Importance: High

Hi,
When is the 710 gap meeting in Highland Park??

--

Gloria Angelina Castillo
Bilingual Staff Writer/ Assistant Editor
Eastern Group Publications
111 S. Avenue 59
Los Angeles, CA 90042
Phone: (323) 341-7970
Fax: (323) 341-7976
http://www.egpnews.com

Eastside Sun / Northeast Sun / Mexican American Sun / Bell Gardens Sun / City Terrace Comet /
Commerce Comet / Montebello Comet / Monterey Park Comet / ELA Brookyln Belvedere Comet /
Wyvernwood Chronicle / Vernon Sun







From: Alexander the Great [mailto:alek3000@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 10:40 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: RE: 710 fwy expansion project
Dear Metro,
I am entirely against the 710 fwy project,
and support the views of most residents (who oppose the project as well).
I would strongly advise
to save this investment
and - instead of spending on the wasteful 710 project - please redirect it to improve bus service in Los
Angeles; this has much more need than the 710 road tunnel.
Thank you for your consideration.
I strongly believe Metro will use common sense and spend the money where it's mostly needed - i.e. on
improving the bus service (which has been drastically reduced) instead of wasting on automobile tunnel
projects.
Yours truly,

Alexander Friedman
Los Angeles, California
(323) 465-8511

From: porona1060@aol.com [mailto:porona1060@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 27, 2011 12:23 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: Mayor.Villaraigosa@lacity.org; Mayor@lacity.org; citycouncil@montereypark.ca.gov;
Councilmember.Alarcon@lacity.org; Complete710@aol.com; council@smgov.net; ctwiliams@yahoo.com;
councilmember.reyes@council.lacity.org; councilmember.parks@council.lacity.org; chpr@ucla.edu;
bdea@laweekly.com; bwatt@kpcc.org; eyanez@audubon.org; fpasker@yahoo.com;
Ing.Jones@lacity.org; leafy1018@hotmail.com; Monica.Aleman@asm.ca.gov; Molina@bos.co.la.ca.us;
publiceditor@sacbee.com; Reyneiro@yahoo.com; voicepub@gmail.com; JoanneNO710@aol.com;
yaroslavsky@bos.lacounty.gov; danfarkas@charter.net; senator.boxer@sen.us.gov;
senator.feinstein@sen.us.gov; Councilmember.Huizar@lacity.org; mary@mbimedia.com
Subject: SR-710 Conversations/OFFICIAL SCOPING/EIR QUESTIONS/COMMENTS/CONCERNS

Peter A. Orona
5472 Allan St.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
March 27, 2011

SR 710 Conversations/OFFICIAL SCOPING/EIR



QUESTIONS/COMMENTS/CONCERNS
ONE GATEWAY PLAZA
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

The proposed 710 Tunnel raises serious moral questions about public/private
transportation issues. We did not choose to live near a freeway, connector road,
or tunnel. Currently, productive residents living within the Meridian Corridor do
so without any complex technologies adding to our health risks. For children, it
brings an increased risk of asthma, according to researchers at the Keck School of
Medicine of the University of Southern California. “It’s one of a host of breathing
problems that can plague teens living and learning near L.A.’s vast network of
freeways – and these problems can follow them throughout life. With traffic cris-
crossing into every corner of SoCal, few families in any part of town are immune
to the risk (LA Parent March 15, 2011 Issue)
http://www.reportingonhealth.org/fellowships/projects/air-teenage-lungs-1 .”
Freeway pollution and noise increase the risk of developing asthma, cancer,
hearing loss, and stress related diseases. Those of us who live in this
neighborhood can only look forward to a future filled with illness.
Today there is no 710 Surface Freeway Route, Valley Blvd.-Alhambra Connector
Road, or 710 Tunnel; consequently, the risk emanating from such concepts are
zero. To all Federal, State, County, and Local governments who profess
accountability when maintaining modern commercial productivity, it is your duty
to find a balance between an individual’s right to exist, and urbanization.
Anything short of this is a travesty to the democratic process, and an abatement
of our humanity. As elected officials, it is your responsibility in making sure that
our communities are not abused. Our communities are holding you accountable.
As honorable civil servants of our communities, we respectfully request the
following items be addressed rigorously, competently, and judiciously.
1. What would it take to construct the southern portal between the 60 Frwy
(Pomona), and the 10 Frwy (San Bernardino)? Can Freeway Interchanges be
reconfigured? If yes, then would it be possible for the southern portal to begin
just before the 10 Frwy. Can a tunnel be constructed to go underneath the San
Bernardino Frwy?

2. In regards to Electrostatic precipitators (ESP), or Electrostatic air cleaners:
What data is there on the effectiveness of ESP/Scrubbers on ambient outside air?
Are there a list of contaminants that scrubbers will remove and a list that the



scrubbers will not remove? Which companies will be contracted to build the
ESP’s? Japan uses removal technologies in high-density areas, what is going to be
done in El Sereno? What kind of containment tunnel management will be used;
“dispersion containment”, or removal containment”? How many tons of waste
will a “scrubber tower” hold prior to maintenance? Can a “scrubber tower”
implode? If a “scrubber tower” fails or is destroyed, is there a back-up system, or
replacement procedure in place? Where is the waste from the scrubber pollution
going? Can the same, or better “scrubber” technology utilized in nuclear
submarines and spacecraft be applied to 710 Tunnel Scrubber Towers? How will
710 Tunnel Environmental Authorities continuously regulate/monitor the
atmospheric conditions inside and outside the tunnel region? As scrubber
technology improves, can scrubber towers be upgraded?
3. Provide information on studies done to measure simultaneously Particulate
Matter contamination emanating at both portals (i.e., same
weather/seasons/day/hour). How will the Air Quality Descriptor for PM 2.5 and
PM10 be articulated in relation to the 710 Tunnel? Will PM 2.5 and PM 10
particles be eliminated in the process of being scrubbed? What contaminants will
be left over and breathed by citizens? Where will the tunnel portals begin? Allen?
Concord? Valley Blvd.? Del Mar? How will mitigation measures be addressed at
the portal entrances, and tower sites when the technology to control pollution is
not proven, or does not exist? How much toxins/noxious
gases/CO2/PM2.5/PM10 particles will cars and trucks release inside the 710
Tunnel per hour? Please provide low and high estimates. Will authorities shut
down the tunnel when too many hazardous PM2.5 and PM10 particles are
detected on any given day? How much smog will the 710 Tunnel’s portals, and
scrubber towers contribute to the local existing pollution? For example, how will
this new source of smog affect the smog inversions that the communities of La
Canada/Flintridge/Tujunga experience? How many tons of air pollution will the
proposed scrubbers capture? How often will the proposed scrubbers need to be
cleaned? Provide low and high estimates.
4. How would authorities mitigate the noise pollution during the construction of
the 710 Tunnel? How will you recapture, and recycle water from any tunnel
excavation encounters? Will authorities monitor noise levels, and pollution levels
during construction? If levels exceed allowed limits, or the community’s concern
will they halt work for the day?
5. How will the Valley Blvd.-Alhambra Ave. Connector Road (part of the Low-
Multi-Build Alternatives) benefit El Sereno? Compare and contrast the efficiency



and effectiveness between the Valley Blvd.-Alhambra Ave. Connector Road, a 710
Surface Freeway Route, and the 710 Tunnel. Provide all information on any and
all environmental studies, or reports that have been done and completed near,
and around the proposed 710 Tunnel. Indicate what efforts have been made to
provide this information to the community of El Sereno. Provide any tangent
plans that are being considered in conjunction to the 710 Tunnel in order to
mitigate LA County traffic problems. For example, will a commuter train station
be constructed in El Sereno between Alhambra Ave., and Valley Blvd.?
6. What formulas/strategies are being used to measure risk acceptability in
relation to the 710 Tunnel? Provide all information on how safety, and risk
assessments of the proposed 710 Tunnel figure into human and environmental
degradation within the affected local communities? How many additional lives
will be lost prematurely due to the 710 Tunnel pollution and traffic accidents?
What are all the cost-benefit ratios? Is the risk of implementing the 710 Tunnel
not greater than the level of pollution output currently used in modes of
transportation?
7. Provide a number estimate of traffic that will move from the beginning
southern part of the proposed 710 Tunnel to the exit in Pasadena. The number
should include projected number of cars, commercial trucks, and other vehicles.
Will truck traffic in the tunnel be limited? What will be the vehicle capacity for
the 710 Tunnel? How many cars would be able to fit within the 710 Tunnel during
bumper-to-bumper traffic? Approximately, how many trucks will fit inside the
710 Tunnel? What kind of hazardous materials will be allowed to travel through
the 710 Tunnel? For example, will commercial trucks be allowed to carry tankers
with acids and flammable liquids through the 710 Tunnel?
8. Describe the potential biohazards that both tunnel construction, and usage
bring. How is the construction company going to prevent Valley Fever from
affecting people when digging, and clearing soil debris? Will there be limited
hours of construction? What are the current local industry's hazardous emissions
around the proposed 710 Tunnel? How can these materials interact with the new
air pollution that the 710 Tunnel will bring? How will they mitigate truck pollution
during construction? For example, will pavements be used during tunnel
construction to prevent excess dust? Where will all the trucks for hauling out
debris be parked? How many trucks will be used to haul away dirt? Where will
the excavated dirt be dumped? Again, can the dirt contain Valley Fever
materials? Will the train system be used to haul out construction debris? How do
authorities intend to mitigate, or address the noise problem caused by the train



during the day, and night?
9. How will the 710 Tunnel benefit the community of El Sereno? How many
scrubber towers will be located in El Sereno, and what will be their locations?
How many Construction staging areas will be located in El Sereno, and what are
the locations of the staging areas?
10. How will a fire inside the 710 Tunnel be mitigated? Where there is fire there
is smoke. How will untested scrubber towers filter all the hazardous smoke from
inside a 710 Tunnel fire? Will the toxic smoke be allowed to escape through the
scrubber towers, vents, emergency exits, and portals? Should fire-fighting foam
be used to combat fire inside the tunnel? Can powerful fans be used to redirect
the smoke above ground? Will there be double jeopardy during a fire? What
kind of endangerment will inhabitants above ground face during a catastrophic
fire within the 710 Tunnel? Will there be a sprinkler system installed inside the
710 Tunnel in order to mitigate fires?
11. Will homeowners who live directly over/adjacent to the 710 Tunnel have to
relinquish their mineral rights?

12. Can Caltrans buy/build two tunnel boring machines? Having the boring
machines simultaneously working at both ends could cut tunnel construction time
in half. Why can't the boring machines be designed, and built by Americans
within the United States?
13. After tunnel construction and cost, how many years will it take to break
even? When will Los Angeles County start making its profits?
14. Will authorities compensate the community, and individuals for any illnesses
related to PM2.5 and PM10 particles that would have originated from the 710
Tunnel site? Will they be given health insurance, or monetary benefits?
15. Will MTA provide medical experts to begin a comprehensive health study
around the local communities that will be affected by the 710 Tunnel? Will an
unbiased environmental overseer be hired to protect, and monitor the
community’s health and safety concerns during, and after construction?
16. What kind of security will merit monitoring the entire 710 Tunnel facilities?
How will terrorist concerns be addressed? What will be done to safeguard the
occupants in, and around the 710 Tunnel?
17. How much green space will be needed to offset the pollution that will be
generated by the 710 Tunnel? How many fully mature trees will be needed to
absorb vehicle exhaust emanating from both the portals, and scrubber towers?
18. How much will a toll road system cost to implement, and maintain?



19. Are current modes of production changing to prevent the harmful effects of
pollution? Provide information that the Market Place will create alternative-
affordable modes of transportation, and fuels by the time the 710 Tunnel is
completed? For example, when will Fuel Cell Vehicles (FCV’s) be readily available
on a mass transit scale?
20. Will the 710 Tunnel engineers learn from all the errors that previous tunnel
mishaps demonstrate? For example, people living around tunnel portals in
Australia are suffering, and dying. The Big Dig in Boston is a fiasco. Will an
independent panel of environmental experts review the 710 Tunnel EIR? Will a
contact telephone number for all agencies, and government officials be provided
to voice concerns and complaints during construction?
21. Logistically, would it be possible to evenly spread the amount of freight
tonnage along the Pacific Rim harbors (San Diego, Long Beach, San Pedro, San
Francisco, and Seattle). What would it take to ensure that a more efficient and
effective On Time Delivery System be implemented? Would an upgraded of our
national railway system help prevent unnecessary truck traffic through the
counties of LA/Riverside/Ventura/ San Bernardino/San Luis Obispo, etc.? For
example, can the coordination of freight goods that make their way towards the
Midwest, or Northwest be dropped off at any of the northern bays rather than
being distributed from the ports of Los Angeles or Long Beach?

22. Are the 710 Tunnel scrubber towers, and emergency exits going to be
equidistant from each other? Indicate tower and exit locations. Can tower and
exit locations be situated where there are no existing domiciles? If a scrubber
tower is warranted in a residential neighborhood, can a four-block radius of green
space circumscribe the scrubber tower?
23. How many people concerned about the 710 Tunnel have read ADVICE &
PLANNING by Martin H. Krieger?

From: Pat Anderson - La Canada Chamber of Commerce [mailto:exec@lacanadaflintridge.com]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2011 10:24 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: RE: SR-710 Conversations: Street Name Not Correct for La Canada Flintridge

Dear Metro,

Please note the name of the street for the meeting in La Canada Flintridge is misspelled. You have Oak
Drove Drive and it should be Oak Grove Drive.
This would make it difficult for anyone trying to locate the site via Google or other electronic media.

Thank you,



Pat Anderson
President & CEO
LCF Chamber of Commerce

From: Fatmeh Yassine [mailto:S.F.Yassine@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2011 7:04 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: I'd like more information about Sr-710 Conversations

My name is Jason Yassine, I am currently enrolled in a journalism 4a class @ Pasadena
City College. I’m required to attend a public meeting for a classroom assignment. Therefore, I
would like to attend your 710 Freeway extension project meeting to fulfill my assignment.
Please let me know if that would be possible. If so, can I obtain an agenda or additional
information about the meeting?

Thank you,
Jason

From: Peter Wong [mailto:kaleungwong19@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 6:06 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: Simon Wong
Subject: Oppose 710 Freeway Extension!!! Strongly oppose!!!

To Whom It May Concern:

My name is Peter Wong and my family and I are resident of Alhambra for 20+ years. We strongly
oppose the Freeway extension or proposal from the 710 to the 210 freeway. It is detrimental in many
negative ways such as Environmental impact and economic impact.

The freeway will only cause more air pollution and lower home prices in the area. There will be more
noise caused in the area and we need not need any more freeway cutting through a quiet city.

Thank you,

Peter Wong

From: waynna kato [mailto:waynnakato@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 10:14 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Scoping Submissions

I am interested in responding to Scoping. Tell me the email address to send my letter. Thank you.
Waynna



From: Kristina Lockwood [mailto:KLockwood@greendotcorp.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 3:08 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Concerns regarding 710 tunnel

Hello,

I am unable to attend the April 5 meeting regarding the 710 tunnel, but I have tremendous concerns
regarding this project. I live in La Canada, and we already have terrible truck accidents on our stretch of
the 210. In the last several months, we have had 2 trucks go over the side of the freeway, plus other
accidents involving trucks that essentially shut down the entire freeway. Adding a tunnel from a port
through our community will only serve to increase traffic tremendously, and will imperil our freeways and
our community. Additionally, although sound walls were originally a condition of the building of the 210
freeway through our city, they still do not exist. Increased traffic will greatly impact our quality of life, as
we hear loud trucks in the middle of the night.

Finally, what is the cost of this project? It sounds like we are undertaking California’s version of the Big
Dig, at a time when California is barely solvent and unable to keep up with its existing spending
mandates. We have survived thus far without a 710 connector – this project seems foolhardy and
wasteful given our current financial position.

Please feel free to contact me by return email or by phone at 818-790-0379.

Best regards,

Kristina Lockwood

Sat 4/2/2011 11:35 AM
I would like to know if the meeting about the SR-710 at La Canada High School on Tuesday, April 5, 2011
will be captioned for the hearing impaired. I see from your bulletin that language translation is available
for many different languages and wonder if you have considered the hearing impaired also? There are
many people who have difficulty following in these meetings and captioning would help not only those
who wear hearing aids but those who are slightly hearing impaired and don't admit to a hearing
problem.

sincerely,
Anne Hills
annehills@gmail.com

From: Smith, Michelle [mailto:SmithMi@metro.net]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 10:21 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: Govan, Cleavon
Subject: RE: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#22]

thank you very much.



MES

From: Valentino, Danielle On Behalf Of
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 10:20 AM
To: Smith, Michelle
Subject: FW: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#22]

Michelle--

You already received these via e-mail early March
you now for quick reference...

Thanks,

-dv

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 09, 2011 12:07 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#22]

Name * Clyde Williams

Email

(you@email.com)

*

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

Phone Number (323) 528-9682

Address

4115 Barrett Road

Los Angeles, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Monday, April 04, 2011 10:20 AM

710 Conversations [#22]

mail early March-- however, per your request, I am re-

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, March 09, 2011 12:07 PM

710 Conversations [#22]

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

9682

4115 Barrett Road

CA 90032

Comment for scoping record

-sending them to



Comment *

As of 9 March no relevant office within the City of Los Angeles government has received the Notice of

Preparation - Please Send - ken.husting@lacity.org

Addressees for outreach in ElSereno

joseaguilarcd14@hotmail.com, RJNSON08@sbcglobal.net, victorjune@yahoo.com,

falconn_la@yahoo.com, johnnycarbajal@hotmail.com, thegoodshepherd62@gmail.com,

reckoner73@gmail.com, outwardscottla32@yahoo.com, franklarez@sbcglobal.net,

AMERIKAIMAGEINC@yahoo.com, rosehillsreview@yahoo.com, val@valsdesignstudio.com,

LindaM@organizedsportswear.com, lindamcguire2003@aol.com, moverstreet@sbcglobal.net,

hugoleopacheco@yahoo.com, ctwiliams@yahoo.com, eddie.chow@sbcglobal.net,

eddieschow@gmail.com, "Carlos Morales" , "Liu, Grayce"

CTW

From: Mary McCormick [mailto:Mary@mbimedia.com]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 9:37 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: Valentino, Danielle; Jim Hattendorf; Chris Prouty; Stephanie Chan
Subject: Additional Request

Danielle,
We are in the process of determining how best to provide this service. It will be an additional cost. We
will do our best to accommodate this request. Thanks. Mary

From: Valentino, Danielle [mailto:ValentinoD@metro.net] On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 9:06 AM
To: Mary McCormick
Subject: FW: SR-710 Meeting, April 5, 2011
Importance: High

The request for captioning the April 5th meeting also came through to our SR-710 inbox over the
weekend from an "Anne Hills"--

I realize this request came in under the 3 business day requirement. However, it would be great if we
could provide this service at our April 5th meeting.



Thanks in advance for letting me know if MBI has provided this in the past and can provide at the April 5th
meeting.

-Danielle

From: Anne Hills [mailto:annehills@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 02, 2011 11:35 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: Pat Anderson
Subject: SR-710 Meeting, April 5, 2011

I would like to know if the meeting about the SR-710 at La Canada High School on Tuesday, April 5, 2011
will be captioned for the hearing impaired. I see from your bulletin that language translation is available
for many different languages and wonder if you have considered the hearing impaired also? There are
many people who have difficulty following in these meetings and captioning would help not only those
who wear hearing aids but those who are slightly hearing impaired and don't admit to a hearing
problem.

sincerely,
Anne Hills
annehills@gmail.com

From: marion krocos [mailto:mkrocos323@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 10:56 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: Join us for additional Scoping Meetings for SR-710 Conversations in La Canada Flintridge
(Tuesday) and Highland Park (Wednesday).
PLEASE DELETE MY E-MAIL FROM YOUR ROOSTER, YOUR MEETINGS ARE NOT GEARED FOR
THE "NEIGHBOR"
CONCERNS THEREFORE, I AM NOT INTERESTED IN ATTENDING. WE HAVE MANY ISSUES HERE
IN EL SERENO, BUT
YOUR MEETINGS ARE GEARED FOR TUNNELS WHICH MAY NEVER COME TO FRUITATION. YOU
ARE NOT LISTENING TO US TOO BAD WE ARE NOT IN ALHAMBRA OR PASADENA.

MOST SINCERELY,

MARION KROCOS

From: Smith, Michelle [mailto:SmithMi@metro.net]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 10:29 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: RE: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#19]
Yes, thx again!!

MES



From: Valentino, Danielle On Behalf Of
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 10:28 AM
To: Smith, Michelle
Subject: FW: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#19]

Michelle--you have already received this one too (from Dr. Williams)
you since you mentioned that would be easier if you had at the top of your inbox...

-dv

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wuf
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2011 3:45 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#19]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Monday, April 04, 2011 10:28 AM

710 Conversations [#19]

you have already received this one too (from Dr. Williams)-- however, I wanted to forward onto
you since you mentioned that would be easier if you had at the top of your inbox...

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, March 02, 2011 3:45 PM

710 Conversations [#19]

Clyde Williams

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

(323) 528-9682

4115 Barrett Road

Los Angeles, CA 90032-1712

United States

Add me to the mailing list

I have not been added to the mailing list as I have not

received anytthing

Also I requested by phone access to the NOP/NOI issued on

Monday but to date have not received ANY message

regarding the NOP/NOI

Please extend the Scoping Period and add at least 4 meeting

locations in NELA and LaCanadaFlintridge areas

however, I wanted to forward onto

I have not been added to the mailing list as I have not

I requested by phone access to the NOP/NOI issued on

Monday but to date have not received ANY message

Please extend the Scoping Period and add at least 4 meeting

locations in NELA and LaCanadaFlintridge areas



Mon 4/4/2011 10:42 PM

Name * Robert Westcott

Email

(you@email.com)

*

bobwestcott@gmail.com

Phone Number (626) 576-2738

Address

2100 Westmont Dr.

Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

I agree with the woman at the "conversations" meeting who said, "Y'all have been having meetings for

35 years, now get out your pick and shovel and start digging!" Specifically, over the 35 years of

studies, and meetings, we all know that no one wants a freeway going through their neighborhood, so

a tunnel is the only option. Engineers who specialize in building highway tunnels say that the

technology is such that there is essentially no impact on surf

moving forward. When it is built, two things we absolutely need are 1) an exit at Huntington Drive. 2)

CO monitors with digital readouts to display the levels of CO in the tunnel. Also, if not already done,

we need to get a waiver for the state to be able to sell the real

at market value (not just what we purchased it for) and then use those funds toward construction of

the tunnel.

From: HARDWOOD FLOORS LA [mailto:hardwoodflo

Westcott

bobwestcott@gmail.com

2738

2100 Westmont Dr.

91803

Comment for scoping record

I agree with the woman at the "conversations" meeting who said, "Y'all have been having meetings for

35 years, now get out your pick and shovel and start digging!" Specifically, over the 35 years of

tudies, and meetings, we all know that no one wants a freeway going through their neighborhood, so

a tunnel is the only option. Engineers who specialize in building highway tunnels say that the

technology is such that there is essentially no impact on surface structures, so I see no problem with

moving forward. When it is built, two things we absolutely need are 1) an exit at Huntington Drive. 2)

CO monitors with digital readouts to display the levels of CO in the tunnel. Also, if not already done,

to get a waiver for the state to be able to sell the real-estate we've acquired along the route

at market value (not just what we purchased it for) and then use those funds toward construction of

HARDWOOD FLOORS LA [mailto:hardwoodfloorsla@msn.com]

I agree with the woman at the "conversations" meeting who said, "Y'all have been having meetings for

35 years, now get out your pick and shovel and start digging!" Specifically, over the 35 years of

tudies, and meetings, we all know that no one wants a freeway going through their neighborhood, so

a tunnel is the only option. Engineers who specialize in building highway tunnels say that the

ace structures, so I see no problem with

moving forward. When it is built, two things we absolutely need are 1) an exit at Huntington Drive. 2)

CO monitors with digital readouts to display the levels of CO in the tunnel. Also, if not already done,

estate we've acquired along the route

at market value (not just what we purchased it for) and then use those funds toward construction of



Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 12:11 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: RE: BUILD THE 710

Please do what is better for the whole (Los Angeles and the 10 million residents) and not just a few
people (Pasadena, So Pasadena) who have fought to not build this extension the last 40 years. The
whole city is wasting more gas and time by not having this extension built.

I did provide a physical address the last time.

Here is again

16431 Gilmore Street
Van Nuys, Ca 91406

Please let me know if you need anymore infomation.

Thank you,
Raymond Nakamura
16431 Gilmore Street
Van Nuys, CA 91406
(323) 646-6100

From: SR710Conversations@metro.net
To: hardwoodfloorsla@msn.com
Date: Mon, 4 Apr 2011 10:36:04 -0700
Subject: RE: BUILD THE 710

Raymond,

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative
record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

Comments intended for official consideration in the administrative record will be accepted through April
14th. (Again, as long as they include full name and physical address).

From: Peter Wong [mailto:kaleungwong19@hotmail.com]



Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 9:32 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: RE: Oppose 710 Freeway Extension!!! Strongly oppose!!!

Our address is 3200 W. Commonwealth Ave., Alhambra, CA 91803.

Thanks,

Peter

From: SR710Conversations@metro.net
To: kaleungwong19@hotmail.com
Date: Mon, 4 Apr 2011 09:22:06 -0700
Subject: RE: Oppose 710 Freeway Extension!!! Strongly oppose!!!

Peter,

Thank you for your comment.

If you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative record, please provide your physical
mailing address along with your comment. I do not see your address included in your submission below.

Thanks in advance.

From: Peter Wong [mailto:kaleungwong19@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 6:06 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: Simon Wong
Subject: Oppose 710 Freeway Extension!!! Strongly oppose!!!

To Whom It May Concern:

My name is Peter Wong and my family and I are resident of Alhambra for 20+ years. We strongly
oppose the Freeway extension or proposal from the 710 to the 210 freeway. It is detrimental in many
negative ways such as Environmental impact and economic impact.

The freeway will only cause more air pollution and lower home prices in the area. There will be more
noise caused in the area and we need not need any more freeway cutting through a quiet city.

Thank you,

Peter Wong

From: waynna kato [mailto:waynnakato@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 9:00 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: Scoping Submissions

Thank you.



From: SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net>
To: waynna kato <waynnakato@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Mon, April 4, 2011 9:11:19 AM
Subject: RE: Scoping Submissions

Hi Waynna,

Please see the list below regarding the many different ways you can submit your scoping comment for
the official administrative record:

(Please note that #3 in the list below provides the e-mail address in the event you prefer to send your
letter/comments via e-mail. Please remember to include your full name and your physical mailing
address in your submission).

6 ways to submit your scoping comment for the
administrative record:

1. Submit written comments on comment cards provided at community scoping
meetings.

2. Submit scoping comments via Online Comment/Question
form. (http://www.metro.net/projects/sr-710-conversations/)

3. Submit scoping comments via e-mail at sr710conversations@metro.net
4. Oral comments will be recorded by a Court Reporter during community

scoping meetings.
5. Virtual Meeting Online from March 21 through April 14, 2011
6. Mail comments to:

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Caltrans District 7
100 S Main St
Los Angeles, CA 90012

NOTE: All comments must include full name and physical address in order to be
considered in the official administrative record. Scoping comments will be accepted
through April 14th, 2011.

From: Kristina Lockwood [mailto:KLockwood@greendotcorp.com]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 2:06 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: Concerns regarding 710 tunnel

Thank you. My physical address is:



4362 Beulah Drive
La Canada Flintridge, CA 91011
--------------------------
Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

From: SR710Conversations [mailto:SR710Conversations@metro.net]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 09:26 AM
To: Kristina Lockwood
Subject: RE: Concerns regarding 710 tunnel

Kristina,

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official
administrative record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with
your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

From: Kristina Lockwood [mailto:KLockwood@greendotcorp.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 3:08 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Concerns regarding 710 tunnel

Hello,

I am unable to attend the April 5 meeting regarding the 710 tunnel, but I have tremendous concerns
regarding this project. I live in La Canada, and we already have terrible truck accidents on our stretch of
the 210. In the last several months, we have had 2 trucks go over the side of the freeway, plus other
accidents involving trucks that essentially shut down the entire freeway. Adding a tunnel from a port
through our community will only serve to increase traffic tremendously, and will imperil our freeways and
our community. Additionally, although sound walls were originally a condition of the building of the 210
freeway through our city, they still do not exist. Increased traffic will greatly impact our quality of life, as
we hear loud trucks in the middle of the night.

Finally, what is the cost of this project? It sounds like we are undertaking California’s version of the Big
Dig, at a time when California is barely solvent and unable to keep up with its existing spending
mandates. We have survived thus far without a 710 connector – this project seems foolhardy and
wasteful given our current financial position.

Please feel free to contact me by return email or by phone at 818-790-0379.

Best regards,

Kristina Lockwood

From: Alexander the Great [mailto:alek3000@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 11:33 AM



To: SR710Conversations
Subject: RE: [REVISED SUBMISSION] 710 fwy expansion project

Dear Metro,

per your instruction -

here is my revised comment submission, including my full address.

Dear Metro,

I am entirely against the 710 fwy project,

and support the views of most residents (who oppose the project as well).

I would strongly advise to save this investment

and - instead of spending on the wasteful 710 project - please redirect it to improve bus service in Los

Angeles; this has much more need than the 710 road tunnel.

As you know, as an attempt to "balance the budget" Metro has been cutting bus service, which

ultimately made traveling by buses very frustrating, long, tiresome experience, (and reduced service will

always cause ridership to drop). So, redirecting the 710 project funds to restore recently cut bus service

would much better utilize your financial resources.

Thank you for your consideration.

I strongly believe Metro will use common sense and spend the money where it's mostly needed - i.e. on

improving the bus service instead of wasting on automobile tunnel projects.

Yours truly,

Alexander Friedman

1330 N. Orange Dr., Apt 106

Los Angeles, California

(323) 465-8511

--- On Mon, 4/4/11, SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net> wrote:

From: SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net>

Subject: RE: 710 fwy expansion project

To: "'alek3000@sbcglobal.net'" <alek3000@sbcglobal.net>

Date: Monday, April 4, 2011, 9:31 AM

Alexander,

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official
administrative record, please write back and provide your full physical address (along
with your comment).

Your full address was not found in your submission below.



From: Alexander the Great [mailto:alek3000@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Friday, March 25, 2011 10:40 AM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: RE: 710 fwy expansion project

Dear Metro,

I am entirely against the 710 fwy project,

and support the views of most resident

I would strongly advise

to save this investment

and - instead of spending on the wasteful 710 project

Angeles; this has much more need than the 710 road tunnel.

Thank you for your consideration.

I strongly believe Metro will use common sense and spend the money where it's mostly needed

improving the bus service (which has been drastically reduced) instead of wasting on automobile tunnel

projects.

Yours truly,

Alexander Friedman

Los Angeles, California

(323) 465-8511

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 10:42 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#34]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Alexander the Great [mailto:alek3000@sbcglobal.net]

Friday, March 25, 2011 10:40 AM

RE: 710 fwy expansion project

I am entirely against the 710 fwy project,

and support the views of most residents (who oppose the project as well).

instead of spending on the wasteful 710 project - please redirect it to improve bus service in Los

Angeles; this has much more need than the 710 road tunnel.

I strongly believe Metro will use common sense and spend the money where it's mostly needed

improving the bus service (which has been drastically reduced) instead of wasting on automobile tunnel

reply@wufoo.com]
Monday, April 04, 2011 10:42 PM

710 Conversations [#34]

Robert Westcott

bobwestcott@gmail.com

(626) 576-2738

2100 Westmont Dr.

Alhambra, CA 91803

please redirect it to improve bus service in Los

I strongly believe Metro will use common sense and spend the money where it's mostly needed - i.e. on

improving the bus service (which has been drastically reduced) instead of wasting on automobile tunnel



Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2011 11:12 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversatio

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

United States

Comment for scoping record

I do not support the "No Built" option, however, if you do

include that option, please define "No Build" as "Completion

of the 710 north to Huntington Drive." My point is that it

would not be appropriate to permanently terminate the 710

at Valley Blvd. It must be completed at least to Huntington

Drive; above ground if that is more practical/economical.

reply@wufoo.com]
Monday, April 04, 2011 11:12 PM

710 Conversations [#35]

Robert Westcott

bobwestcott@gmail.com

(626) 576-2738

2100 Westmont Dr.

Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Comment for scoping record

I do not support the "No Built" option, however, if you do

I do not support the "No Built" option, however, if you do

include that option, please define "No Build" as "Completion

of the 710 north to Huntington Drive." My point is that it

would not be appropriate to permanently terminate the 710

Blvd. It must be completed at least to Huntington

Drive; above ground if that is more practical/economical.

I do not support the "No Built" option, however, if you do



From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2011 3:16 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#36]

Name * Chris Appelhans

Email

(you@email.com)

*

cappelhans@hotmail.com

Address

4848 Ray Ct

Los Angeles, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

Regarding the 710 Tunnel Project

I find it disturbing that the city of Los Angeles plans to build a tunnel so that diesel trucks can haul

freight through the backyards of its own citizens. What century is th

coal-fired powerplants to run our air

include that option, please define "No Build" as "Completion of

the 710 north to Huntington Drive." My point is that it would

not be appropriate to permanently terminate

Blvd. It must be completed at least to Huntington Drive; above

ground if that is more practical/economical.

reply@wufoo.com]
Tuesday, April 05, 2011 3:16 PM

710 Conversations [#36]

Appelhans

cappelhans@hotmail.com

CA 90041

Comment for scoping record

I find it disturbing that the city of Los Angeles plans to build a tunnel so that diesel trucks can haul

freight through the backyards of its own citizens. What century is this? Are there also plans to build

fired powerplants to run our air-conditioners during the summer?

include that option, please define "No Build" as "Completion of

the 710 north to Huntington Drive." My point is that it would

the 710 at Valley

Blvd. It must be completed at least to Huntington Drive; above

I find it disturbing that the city of Los Angeles plans to build a tunnel so that diesel trucks can haul

is? Are there also plans to build



At a time when green technology and alternative forms of freight distribution are emerging across the

globe, it is pathetic that CalTrans would be willing to waste 20 years and billions of dollars on such an

antiquated system.

A project like this harms not only the citizens - whose lives and neighborhoods are ruined by smog,

noise and congestion; but it damages Los Angeles' reputation as a healthy, modern metropolis. Have

you been to Shanghai? Do you want to live under a blanket of diesel smoke?

Spend that 5 billion developing an electric train system that can move freight from the Port of LA to

the outskirts of the city and the freeways that take it inland.

You have an opportunity to act courageously - to give future generations a chance to enjoy this

beautiful place we live.

So find a better solution. Because if you don't, the concerned citizens of this city will fight you every

step of the way.

Sincerely,

Chris Appelhans

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2011 4:09 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#37]

Name * James Stoker

Email

(you@email.com)

jstoker@ucla.edu



*

Phone Number (818) 790-2832

Address

4555 Encinas Dr

La Canada Flintridge

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

1. The initial study area for this EIR unfairly eliminates communities along the 210 freeway West of

the proposed project -- Altadena, La Canada Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga, and Sun Valley.

2. While traffic projections have been provided for the "no build" option, the proj

provide traffic projections for any of the proposed "build" options. Traffic projections for the "no

build" option fail to consider the impact of $5/gallon gasoline and rampant unemployment

present realities that are projected to

3. The portion of the 210 freeway West of the "gap area" is a very sensitive area with regard to air

pollution. Historically this area once had the some of the healthiest air in the United States. With the

introduction of the 210 freeway the air became quite unhealthy in this area. I speak from experience,

having lived in La Canada Flintridge most of the last forty years. I live less than 1 block from the

freeway. My children attend schools that are immediately adjacent to the freew

LCF in 1971 my lungs were healthy. Six years later they were permanently scarred from excessive

excessive exposure to ozone an particulates. I walked or rode a bicycle to school each day, and

delivered newspapers from a bicycle each aft

mostly originating from the 210 freeway

2832

4555 Encinas Dr

La Canada Flintridge, CA 91011

Comment for scoping record

a for this EIR unfairly eliminates communities along the 210 freeway West of

Altadena, La Canada Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga, and Sun Valley.

2. While traffic projections have been provided for the "no build" option, the project has failed to

provide traffic projections for any of the proposed "build" options. Traffic projections for the "no

build" option fail to consider the impact of $5/gallon gasoline and rampant unemployment

present realities that are projected to continue for some time.

3. The portion of the 210 freeway West of the "gap area" is a very sensitive area with regard to air

pollution. Historically this area once had the some of the healthiest air in the United States. With the

reeway the air became quite unhealthy in this area. I speak from experience,

having lived in La Canada Flintridge most of the last forty years. I live less than 1 block from the

freeway. My children attend schools that are immediately adjacent to the freeway. When I moved to

LCF in 1971 my lungs were healthy. Six years later they were permanently scarred from excessive

excessive exposure to ozone an particulates. I walked or rode a bicycle to school each day, and

delivered newspapers from a bicycle each afternoon. The exceesive exposure to air contaminants

mostly originating from the 210 freeway -- eventually scarred my lungs.

a for this EIR unfairly eliminates communities along the 210 freeway West of

Altadena, La Canada Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga, and Sun Valley.

ect has failed to

provide traffic projections for any of the proposed "build" options. Traffic projections for the "no
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3. The portion of the 210 freeway West of the "gap area" is a very sensitive area with regard to air
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The "build" options all seem to promise greatly increased traffic through LCF on the 210 freeway, and

greatly increased air pollution. We need to see a careful study of the impact on air quality, both for

nearby residents and students at schools adjacent to the 210 freeway. And we need to see careful

modelling of how prevailing atmospheric conditions can cause devastating concentration of air

contaminants in the narow valley which LCF occupies.

This gap cannot be filled without providing seems means to mitigate its impact on air quality -- and

quality of life in LCF.

4. Freeway noise has had a devastating impact on the quiet neighborhoods of LCF. Often our sleep is

disturbed by heavy bursts of traffic noise at night and in the early morning. The tunnel in downtown

LCF serves as a giant megaphone, amplifying traffic noise and projecting it across large parts of the

community. I often walk over the freeway on the Indiana Overcrossing link trail on my way to and

from work. This trail crosses a flume about 150 yards from the 210 freeway tunnel. The sound levels

of the traffic noise on that bridge often exceed 90 dbA.

Yet this project seeks to increase traffic and noise. Obviously there needs to be some mitigation for

the increased noise levels. But honestly, I dont know how the megaphone effect can be mitigated by

anything short of reduced traffic levels.

5. Traffic safety along state highways has been a major issue in LCF. An accident involving a large

semi-trailer truck on the Angeles Crest Highway drew national attention -- and prompt action by

state legislators. Less noticed has been a long series of traffic accidents of late involving semi's along

the 210 through LCF. Drivers are falling asleep in record numbers. One crash came very close to

crashing into a busy McDonalds restaurant.

Increased traffic to and from the 710 along the 210 through LCF would undoubtedly include a drastic

increase in truck traffic. Truck traffic heading East on the 210 through LCF would probably include

many trucks rushing to finish the final leg of their trips to the busy ports at the end of the 710.



Clearly this is a recipe for disaster, as exhausted driv

The mitigation for issues along the Angeles Crest highway was to forbid trucks on that strect of

highway. If the 710 gap is closed I think the same sort of mitigation would be required along this

stretch of the 210 freeway -- if it were even possible.

6. The 210 freeway passes over and briefly travels beside an undeveloped stream (Flint Canyon) at the

Eastern border of La Canada Flintridge. Trash from the freeway finds its way into both the stream and

onto an adjacent trail. Increased traffic would bring increased trash and pollutants, along with the

greater probability of toxic spills into this stream which in turn flows into the impacted LA River. So

mitigation would be needed to ensure the protection of that waterway as w

The bottom line is simple: the completion of the 710 would be an unmitigated disaster for the

environmentally sensitive area of La Canada Flintridge. There are many areas environmental impacts

which need to be examined -- and many community impacts f

Instead, we need to pursue the path our president has marked out for us: finding transportation

alternatives.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2011 4:53 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#38]

Name * Audrey Diehl

Email

(you@email.com)

*

audrey_diehl@yahoo.com

Address

Clearly this is a recipe for disaster, as exhausted drivers push to finish their trips.

The mitigation for issues along the Angeles Crest highway was to forbid trucks on that strect of

highway. If the 710 gap is closed I think the same sort of mitigation would be required along this

if it were even possible.

6. The 210 freeway passes over and briefly travels beside an undeveloped stream (Flint Canyon) at the

Eastern border of La Canada Flintridge. Trash from the freeway finds its way into both the stream and

. Increased traffic would bring increased trash and pollutants, along with the

greater probability of toxic spills into this stream which in turn flows into the impacted LA River. So

mitigation would be needed to ensure the protection of that waterway as well.

The bottom line is simple: the completion of the 710 would be an unmitigated disaster for the

environmentally sensitive area of La Canada Flintridge. There are many areas environmental impacts

and many community impacts from the increased traffic.

Instead, we need to pursue the path our president has marked out for us: finding transportation
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The mitigation for issues along the Angeles Crest highway was to forbid trucks on that strect of

highway. If the 710 gap is closed I think the same sort of mitigation would be required along this

6. The 210 freeway passes over and briefly travels beside an undeveloped stream (Flint Canyon) at the

Eastern border of La Canada Flintridge. Trash from the freeway finds its way into both the stream and

. Increased traffic would bring increased trash and pollutants, along with the

greater probability of toxic spills into this stream which in turn flows into the impacted LA River. So

The bottom line is simple: the completion of the 710 would be an unmitigated disaster for the

environmentally sensitive area of La Canada Flintridge. There are many areas environmental impacts

rom the increased traffic.

Instead, we need to pursue the path our president has marked out for us: finding transportation



Los Angeles, CA 90065

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

As a resident of Mt. Washington, I want to express my opposition to a 710 tunnel that would be

extremely expensive and potentially destroy large chunks of the vibrant communities of Glassell Park,

Cypress Park and Mt Washington. Our communities are historic, beautiful and a wonderful example of

the economic, cultural and racial diversity of Los Angeles. A freeway tunnel built through our

neighborhoods--specifically the tunnel routes 1 and 2--would harm communities and, most

importantly, make very little sense.

Why would someone take a tunnel, and pay a toll, to go all the way West to the 2 Northbound and

then back East on the 134 to the 210? They wouldn't! They'd just take the 5 freeway from where it

intersects the 710 in East Los Angeles. As someone who travels Northbound on the 5 freeway every

weekday, I can tell you that heavy traffic is rarely a problem. Building an expensive and dangerous

tunnel is certainly not a necessary "fix." It wouldn't fix anything, and would instead create more

problems for more Los Angeles residents.

Please consider other options to move freight from the Port of Los Angeles, including rail lines. Any

money spent by Metro and Cal Trans at this time should be to find modern, sustainable, less-

polluting solutions to transportation needs. Those solutions would benefit ALL the citizens of Los

Angeles by providing better air quality and getting some of the huge trucks off the road.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2011 5:11 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#39]



Name * Robert Westcott

Email

(you@email.com)

*

bobwestcott@gmail.com

Phone Number (626) 576-2738

Address

2100 Westmont Dr.

Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

Regardless of what option is decided for the 710 between Huntington Drive and the 210, PLEASE,

PLEASE, PLEASE complete the segment between Valley Blvd and Huntington Drive, NOW!! the reasons

for this are 1) Major traffic congestion along Valley Blvd and Fremont Ave. 2) Even if a "No Build"

option is decided for the path through South Pasadena, the 710 MUST be e

Huntington Drive, for Valley Blvd is an unacceptable terminus for the freeway. 3) This segment is in

Los Angeles county so there should be no objections from South Pasadena. 4) Surface construction

would be fine for this segment, so cos

underground. For the record, I support a tunnel north of Huntington Drive, and an underpass at

Huntington, but that underpass would not need to be built until the tunnel was completed.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2011 3:20 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#40]

Westcott

bobwestcott@gmail.com

2738

2100 Westmont Dr.

91803

Comment for scoping record

Regardless of what option is decided for the 710 between Huntington Drive and the 210, PLEASE,

SE complete the segment between Valley Blvd and Huntington Drive, NOW!! the reasons

for this are 1) Major traffic congestion along Valley Blvd and Fremont Ave. 2) Even if a "No Build"

option is decided for the path through South Pasadena, the 710 MUST be extended at least to

Huntington Drive, for Valley Blvd is an unacceptable terminus for the freeway. 3) This segment is in

Los Angeles county so there should be no objections from South Pasadena. 4) Surface construction

would be fine for this segment, so cost and engineering would be relatively minimal compared to

underground. For the record, I support a tunnel north of Huntington Drive, and an underpass at

Huntington, but that underpass would not need to be built until the tunnel was completed.
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Regardless of what option is decided for the 710 between Huntington Drive and the 210, PLEASE,

SE complete the segment between Valley Blvd and Huntington Drive, NOW!! the reasons

for this are 1) Major traffic congestion along Valley Blvd and Fremont Ave. 2) Even if a "No Build"

xtended at least to

Huntington Drive, for Valley Blvd is an unacceptable terminus for the freeway. 3) This segment is in

Los Angeles county so there should be no objections from South Pasadena. 4) Surface construction

t and engineering would be relatively minimal compared to

underground. For the record, I support a tunnel north of Huntington Drive, and an underpass at

Huntington, but that underpass would not need to be built until the tunnel was completed.



Name * Rosemary Surina

Email

(you@email.com)

*

rsurina@yahoo.com

Address

3752 Latrobe St.

Los Angeles, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

As a homeowner in Montecito Heights (and a voter who approved Measure R), I strongly oppose the

extension of the 710 freeway to the 210 via tunnel bored under any of the hillsides in Northeast Los

Angeles or the San Gabriel Valley, and most particularly under the area in which I currently live. I feel

that the proposed tunnels will be ineffective in

neighborhoods and the environment. The residents over the years have worked very hard to preserve

the natural environment in and around the Arroyo Seco, and this will destroy all of that with the

increased auto and truck traffic. We chose to build our future in this wonderful neighborhood due to

its natural beauty and relative quiet, given its location in the midst of the city. Please don't ruin that

for us or for any of the local communities that are curren

under consideration.

As an alternative, I strongly urge Metro and Caltrans to consider low

including building light-rail systems and increasing the number of bicycle lanes in ci

Northeast L.A. and the San Gabriel Valley. I understand all too well the need to alleviate traffic (as I sit

in it every day as I commute to work in Santa Monica) but we have to think of 21st century solutions,

and not just focus on expensive, out

Surina

rsurina@yahoo.com

3752 Latrobe St.

CA 90031

Comment for scoping record

As a homeowner in Montecito Heights (and a voter who approved Measure R), I strongly oppose the

extension of the 710 freeway to the 210 via tunnel bored under any of the hillsides in Northeast Los

Angeles or the San Gabriel Valley, and most particularly under the area in which I currently live. I feel

that the proposed tunnels will be ineffective in truly alleviating traffic and destructive to our

neighborhoods and the environment. The residents over the years have worked very hard to preserve

the natural environment in and around the Arroyo Seco, and this will destroy all of that with the

auto and truck traffic. We chose to build our future in this wonderful neighborhood due to

its natural beauty and relative quiet, given its location in the midst of the city. Please don't ruin that

for us or for any of the local communities that are currently in the potential path of the tunnel zones

As an alternative, I strongly urge Metro and Caltrans to consider low-build, multi-mode alternatives,

rail systems and increasing the number of bicycle lanes in cities through

Northeast L.A. and the San Gabriel Valley. I understand all too well the need to alleviate traffic (as I sit

in it every day as I commute to work in Santa Monica) but we have to think of 21st century solutions,

out-dated 20th century ideas. Plans initially drawn up in the 1950s

As a homeowner in Montecito Heights (and a voter who approved Measure R), I strongly oppose the

extension of the 710 freeway to the 210 via tunnel bored under any of the hillsides in Northeast Los

Angeles or the San Gabriel Valley, and most particularly under the area in which I currently live. I feel

truly alleviating traffic and destructive to our

neighborhoods and the environment. The residents over the years have worked very hard to preserve

the natural environment in and around the Arroyo Seco, and this will destroy all of that with the

auto and truck traffic. We chose to build our future in this wonderful neighborhood due to

its natural beauty and relative quiet, given its location in the midst of the city. Please don't ruin that

tly in the potential path of the tunnel zones

mode alternatives,

ties through

Northeast L.A. and the San Gabriel Valley. I understand all too well the need to alleviate traffic (as I sit

in it every day as I commute to work in Santa Monica) but we have to think of 21st century solutions,

dated 20th century ideas. Plans initially drawn up in the 1950s



don't apply to the Los Angeles in 2011, and they certainly won't work for the LA of 2061. I urge you to

exhibit true innovation and leadership in identifying efficient, more environmentally-friendly, multi-

mode ways of connecting the people and goods that need to move through Southern California.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and publicly state my opposition to the current tunneling

plan.



From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wuf
Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2011 4:24 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#41]

Name * Dr. Lee Hamby

Email

(you@email.com)

*

arlandom@att.n

Phone Number (626) 458-7795

Address

2212 Westminster Ave.

Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

I am in favor of closing the gap of the 710 to the 210. I support either a tunnel or a su

We have fought the traffic battle on Fremont which is our main street for access to our home for

years. I often sit through two or three signal changes when traffic is heaviest. The air quality to

suffers and tempers are short. The report s

traffic is on freeways: reduced congestion, reduced repairs, and speedier commutes for those

connecting to I-210 from I-710. As you know I

running through our city who would use the freeway connector. We have waited thirty plus years for

action, now is the time to do your best to make this happen. A tunnel does not disturb any of the

precious houses of South Pasadena, and you can do surface in Alhambra, m

often discussed this issue and wonder why a few keep the majority so bottled up. Thank you for your
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2212 Westminster Ave.

91803

Comment for scoping record

I am in favor of closing the gap of the 710 to the 210. I support either a tunnel or a surface approach.

We have fought the traffic battle on Fremont which is our main street for access to our home for

years. I often sit through two or three signal changes when traffic is heaviest. The air quality to

suffers and tempers are short. The report should indicate what happens to city streets when more

traffic is on freeways: reduced congestion, reduced repairs, and speedier commutes for those

710. As you know I-710 is a major truck route and we get many trucks

gh our city who would use the freeway connector. We have waited thirty plus years for

action, now is the time to do your best to make this happen. A tunnel does not disturb any of the

precious houses of South Pasadena, and you can do surface in Alhambra, my neighbors and I have

often discussed this issue and wonder why a few keep the majority so bottled up. Thank you for your

rface approach.

We have fought the traffic battle on Fremont which is our main street for access to our home for

years. I often sit through two or three signal changes when traffic is heaviest. The air quality to

hould indicate what happens to city streets when more

traffic is on freeways: reduced congestion, reduced repairs, and speedier commutes for those

710 is a major truck route and we get many trucks

gh our city who would use the freeway connector. We have waited thirty plus years for

action, now is the time to do your best to make this happen. A tunnel does not disturb any of the

y neighbors and I have

often discussed this issue and wonder why a few keep the majority so bottled up. Thank you for your



consideration of my comments.

Sincerely

Dr. Lee Hamby







From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 12:05 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#42]

Name * Edmund Farrell

Email

(you@email.com)

*

efarrell@murchisonlaw.com

Phone Number (213) 503-4698

Address

2703 Franklin St

La Crescenta, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

As a member of the community which will be adversely impacted by the completion of the 710

connection via tunnel, I would like to voice my strong opposition to such a project. I have been a long

time resident of La Crescenta and the noise from the 210 through my neighborhood is deafening at

times. The thought of additional truck traffic on the 210 (and there would

completed) through the La Crescenta area is unacceptable. The area will suffer not only from

additional noise and conjection, but increased air pollution along the 210 route. Keep in mming that

there are at least three schools (two

reply@wufoo.com]
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4698

2703 Franklin St

CA 91214

Comment for scoping record

As a member of the community which will be adversely impacted by the completion of the 710

el, I would like to voice my strong opposition to such a project. I have been a long

time resident of La Crescenta and the noise from the 210 through my neighborhood is deafening at

times. The thought of additional truck traffic on the 210 (and there would be if the connection is

completed) through the La Crescenta area is unacceptable. The area will suffer not only from

additional noise and conjection, but increased air pollution along the 210 route. Keep in mming that

there are at least three schools (two elementary and one high school) in very close proximity to the

As a member of the community which will be adversely impacted by the completion of the 710

el, I would like to voice my strong opposition to such a project. I have been a long

time resident of La Crescenta and the noise from the 210 through my neighborhood is deafening at

be if the connection is

completed) through the La Crescenta area is unacceptable. The area will suffer not only from

additional noise and conjection, but increased air pollution along the 210 route. Keep in mming that

elementary and one high school) in very close proximity to the



210. No, No, no to the tunnel extention

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 12:09 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [

Name * David Rennels

Email

(you@email.com)

*

rennels@cs.ucla.edu

Phone Number (818) 790-2195

Address

4519 Alveo Rd.

La Canada Flintridge

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

Completion of the 710 will do tremendous damage to the residential environment of Foothill area. We

have no sound walls and the noise is excessive. The 210 is already heavily traveled at rush

the connection will make things worse. The existing 710 is a dangerous mess since it handles so

much heavy truck traffic from the harbor. Connecting it will simply extend the pain since most of that

traffic will go through prime residential areas

With the price of fuel going up and freeways badly damaged by trucks, the only environmentally and

210. No, No, no to the tunnel extention
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La Canada Flintridge, CA 91011

Comment for scoping record

Completion of the 710 will do tremendous damage to the residential environment of Foothill area. We

have no sound walls and the noise is excessive. The 210 is already heavily traveled at rush

the connection will make things worse. The existing 710 is a dangerous mess since it handles so

much heavy truck traffic from the harbor. Connecting it will simply extend the pain since most of that

traffic will go through prime residential areas.

With the price of fuel going up and freeways badly damaged by trucks, the only environmentally and

Completion of the 710 will do tremendous damage to the residential environment of Foothill area. We

have no sound walls and the noise is excessive. The 210 is already heavily traveled at rush hour, and

the connection will make things worse. The existing 710 is a dangerous mess since it handles so

much heavy truck traffic from the harbor. Connecting it will simply extend the pain since most of that

With the price of fuel going up and freeways badly damaged by trucks, the only environmentally and



fiscally sound approach in the long term is to invest in rail and get many of the trucks off of the

heavily travelled freeways. That should save a few tens of lives a year from car/truck accidents,

reduce precious fuel costs, and better meet government pollution regulations.

This may not be in Caltrans best interests or the best interest of truckers and some favored

contractors, but it is in the best interests of the people. Train-to-truck terminals can best be

constructed in the desert. Lack of proper public investment in the past doesn't mean that we have to

dig deeper into the same hole.

From: Rick Nathanson [mailto:ricknath777@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 1:04 PM
To: Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov; SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Fwy Extension

April 7, 2011

Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning

Caltrans – District 7

100 South Main Street, MS 16A

Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our community,

County and State. Some of them have been good changes and others of them not so good.

Sometimes we have worked hard to have changes made and been delighted when the changes went our

way. Other times we have lost the debate and learned to live with the results of our defeat.



Now we are set upon a mission, the proposed change of which is on a greater scale than ever before.

We who live here and along the corridor of the proposed 210 Freeway extension, the very residents who

will be most greatly affected, cannot bear the burden of a decision not in our favor.

The rumbling noise of increased traffic, the acrid fragrance of the diesel exhaust, the additional volume

of particulates, all of which show up at our doorstep 24 hours per day, can only multiply in their

insidious way by allowing the 210 Freeway extension to proceed.

Increasing the flow of traffic and of “big rigs” in particular, through the East / West 210 Freeway corridor

will seem like a death sentence to all of us who live here. Physically, mentally and financially this is the

wrong idea for our schools along this route, our communities and our State and Federal budgets, as

well.

I am shocked to learn that the communities of La Canada / Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga and Sunland

have not been included in the impact studies which have been occurring with regard to this proposed

extension. If these communities are not included immediately, we will have no opportunity to fairly

voice our concerns, and that is just not fair OR American.

It is my understanding that the proponents of this extension do not live here. We do, you and I.

I trust in you to lead this in the right direction.

Please contact me if there is some way I can be of service to you or our mission to curtail this extension.

Sincerely,

Rick Nathanson



* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
Rick Nathanson
Mobile: +818 / 359-3092
Home: +818 / 957-1701
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 1:13 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#44]

Name * Rick Nathanson

Email

(you@email.com)

*

ricknath777@gmail.com

Phone Number (818) 957-1701

Address

2849 Harmony Place

La Crescenta, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Add me to the mailing list

Comment *

As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our community,

County and State. Some of them have been good changes and others of them not so good.

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

3092
1701

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
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he mailing list

As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our community,

County and State. Some of them have been good changes and others of them not so good.

As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our community,

County and State. Some of them have been good changes and others of them not so good.



Sometimes we have worked hard to have changes made and been delighted when the changes went

our way. Other times we have lost the debate and learned to live with the results of our defeat.

Now we are set upon a mission, the proposed change of which is on a greater scale than ever before.

We who live here and along the corridor of the proposed 210 Freeway extension, the very residents

who will be most greatly affected, cannot bear the burden of a decision not in our favor.

The rumbling noise of increased traffic, the acrid fragrance of the diesel exhaust, the additional

volume of particulates, all of which show up at our doorstep 24 hours per day, can only multiply in

their insidious way by allowing the 210 Freeway extension to proceed.

Increasing the flow of traffic and of “big rigs” in particular, through the East / West 210 Freeway

corridor will seem like a death sentence to all of us who live here. Physically, mentally and financially

this is the wrong idea for our schools along this route, our communities and our State and Federal

budgets, as well.

I am shocked to learn that the communities of La Canada / Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga and

Sunland have not been included in the impact studies which have been occurring with regard to this

proposed extension. If these communities are not included immediately, we will have no opportunity

to fairly voice our concerns, and that is just not fair OR American.

Please contact me if there is some way I can be of service to you or our mission to curtail this

extension.

(Sent via e-mail to Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director Division of Environmental Planning on

4/07/11)

RN

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 8:16 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#45]



Name * Jayne Bordy

Email (you@email.com) * ravenjay2@hotmail.com

Select a Subject * Comment for scoping record

Comment * I wish to be added to the vast number of citizens opposed to

the 710 freeway extension. In this economy, spending

billions on an extension that will only create more traffic is

wrong. We should be seeking alternate routes such as light

rail. The added pollution and congestion plus the cost are the

wrong way to go.

Jayne Bordy

From: Therrien's [mailto:therrien5@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 8:52 PM
To: Customer Relations
Subject: AR710conversations

Metro Customer Relations,

Unfortunately, I missed the meeting at the La Canada High School cafeteria this week and the local paper
gave me this site information so that I may 'put in my 2 cents' for your consideration regarding your
proposal/studies on the connection 710 to 210. Regardless of which proposal you decide on---tunnel, no
tunnel....regardless, you still have issues that won't go away.....

As I read in the paper, you have not considered La Canada, La Crescenta or Glendale in your studies on
environmental impact in regards to this project. Was that an intentional oops? It seems if you are adding
traffic and exhaust emissions to our local freeway, we should most definitely be part of the discussion. I
have lived in La Canada since 1993 and I remember what a lovely freeway we had before you connected
210 to 15. Wow! Ever since then, I have definitely seen high volume traffic, especially during commuter
times. Today, I can forget driving to Pasadena from 3:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. weekdays because of the
high-volume of traffic. And Fridays after work, forget about it....people going to Vegas, Palm Springs,
Mammoth, Big Bear, etc. for the weekend are on 210---better avoid 210 after 1:30 p.m. those
days!!!! Also, it doesn't matter if you are in carpool lane or not, they all move at a snail's
pace. Seriously, you are actually thinking of dumping more vehicles on 210 by connecting 71????
Why????

I understand that Alhambra area supports connecting 71 to 210 because they want to relocate their traffic
problems into our neck of the woods. I don't blame them, however, you haven't solved anything, you've
just moved the problem to another community. Furthermore, you've intentionally and knowingly dumped



environmental issues smack dab into our schools and neighborhoods. With the studies today regarding
permanent asthma symptoms plaguing our youth, what makes you even contemplate connecting 71 to
210????That leads me to think you haven't thought this out completely.

As much as the people with the money appear to be pushing this (that's the only thing that makes sense
regardless of whatever position you counter with), I can't believe their money will cover all the lawsuits
you will incur resulting from the environmental/health issues you will force us to live with by connecting 71
to 210.

Furthermore, we already have high traffic volume....we aren't that cute little freeway prior to the 15
connection anymore...this freeway can't take on any addition burden than it already has. Before the 15
and 210 connection, I'm sure 210 looked enticing to Metro....however, since that connection, you can't
seriously think 210 can handle any more traffic. Seriously, you have a problem....but moving your
problem to La Canada and surrounding areas will not fix your problem. You will still have the same
problem, and in all likelihood, moving the problem to our neighborhood will cause more headaches than
you could possibly imagine....nothing is worth that.

Sound walls????....what about exhaust asborping walls???? What about additional volume of accidents
waiting to happen???? Oh, you do have issues and with all the technically we have today, I still don't see
any solution that would help relieve Alhambra's issues. I do feel for them....but I also know it makes no
sense to spend a dime on this if it doesn't fix the problem. And it's not okay to make Alhambra's
problems, our problem....two wrongs do not make it right....everyone will lose on this project. Stop
wasting money.....the State can't afford this misuse of funds.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Faye Therrien
5155 Oakwood Ave.
La Canada, CA 91011

From: Ray Ray [mailto:casacrib@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2011 8:52 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: PLEASE BULID THIS 710 FREEWAY

I lived in El Sereno almost my whole life. This freeway needs to be built already. It seems like a few
people are holding up this project. We need to do what is for the good of the ENTIRE city of LA.
The country (and yes country as in USA) is wasting more time and gas because a few thousand people
don't want this built. Isn't there like 15 million people in LA.

Jamie Ramirez
11924 Louise Ave Apt #4
Los Angeles, CA 90066



From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2011 12:12 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#46]

Name * German Barrero

Email

(you@email.com)

*

alcancia@sbcglobal.net

Phone Number (626) 840-9842

Address

170 Arlington Drive

Pasadena, CA 91105

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

I am very concerned about the air quality and the overall quality of life adjacent to the proposed 710

route. An above or below ground freeway would be hugely detrimental to the quality of life to all

those within a few blocks of the proposed route. People like my 13 year old son, who has asthma,

would be forced to curtail all outdoor activities due to the pollution and increased traffic. The noise

level would be devastating to this one

We have three children and enjoy crossing the street to the Arlington Garden (btw

leasing the 3 acre lot to Pasadena). Currently, the mile stretch between California and Columbia

(bordering South Pasadena) appears to be an abandoned stretch of road in an

near Pasadena Avenue with all the accidents that have occurred on this road. Because it is not cared

reply@wufoo.com]
Friday, April 08, 2011 12:12 AM

710 Conversations [#46]

Barrero

alcancia@sbcglobal.net

9842

170 Arlington Drive

91105

r scoping record

I am very concerned about the air quality and the overall quality of life adjacent to the proposed 710

route. An above or below ground freeway would be hugely detrimental to the quality of life to all

of the proposed route. People like my 13 year old son, who has asthma,

would be forced to curtail all outdoor activities due to the pollution and increased traffic. The noise

level would be devastating to this one-time peaceful neighborhood.

e children and enjoy crossing the street to the Arlington Garden (btw-thank you for

leasing the 3 acre lot to Pasadena). Currently, the mile stretch between California and Columbia

(bordering South Pasadena) appears to be an abandoned stretch of road in and we do not feel safe

near Pasadena Avenue with all the accidents that have occurred on this road. Because it is not cared

I am very concerned about the air quality and the overall quality of life adjacent to the proposed 710

route. An above or below ground freeway would be hugely detrimental to the quality of life to all

of the proposed route. People like my 13 year old son, who has asthma,

would be forced to curtail all outdoor activities due to the pollution and increased traffic. The noise

thank you for

leasing the 3 acre lot to Pasadena). Currently, the mile stretch between California and Columbia

d we do not feel safe

near Pasadena Avenue with all the accidents that have occurred on this road. Because it is not cared



for, motorist constantly litter and speed down this corridor as though it was in an industrial area, and

yet, it is a historic neighborhood with incredible history! No two homes are alike and many are jewels

in the rough waiting to shine again. Please help us restore Pasadena Avenue to the quaint street that

it was.

We would like to see the old street lights returned to Pasadena Avenue

sidewalks on the east side of the street. We also need lighted crosswalks and slower traffic.

We believe that Pasadena Avenue is deserving of restoration and my wife, kids and I appeal to you for

similar care to that of other historic neighborhoods. The crumbling asphalt sidewalks are too close to

the 50 mile per hour traffic that races through the neighborhood.

I believe that Caltrans should explore connecting Del Mar to the start of the Pasadena Freeway 110. If

below ground, it would be a short connection through a commercial corridor (Raymond & Arroyo) and

would alleviate future damage to the historic neighborhoods.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2011 9:26 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#47]

Name * Trent Sanders

Email

(you@email.com)

*

trent@gonzowrite.com

Address

4727 Hampton Road

La Canada, Calif

United States

for, motorist constantly litter and speed down this corridor as though it was in an industrial area, and

orhood with incredible history! No two homes are alike and many are jewels

in the rough waiting to shine again. Please help us restore Pasadena Avenue to the quaint street that

We would like to see the old street lights returned to Pasadena Avenue as well as the restored

sidewalks on the east side of the street. We also need lighted crosswalks and slower traffic.

We believe that Pasadena Avenue is deserving of restoration and my wife, kids and I appeal to you for

toric neighborhoods. The crumbling asphalt sidewalks are too close to

the 50 mile per hour traffic that races through the neighborhood.

I believe that Caltrans should explore connecting Del Mar to the start of the Pasadena Freeway 110. If

t would be a short connection through a commercial corridor (Raymond & Arroyo) and

would alleviate future damage to the historic neighborhoods.

reply@wufoo.com]
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710 Conversations [#47]
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4727 Hampton Road

Calif 91011

for, motorist constantly litter and speed down this corridor as though it was in an industrial area, and

orhood with incredible history! No two homes are alike and many are jewels

in the rough waiting to shine again. Please help us restore Pasadena Avenue to the quaint street that

as well as the restored

sidewalks on the east side of the street. We also need lighted crosswalks and slower traffic.

We believe that Pasadena Avenue is deserving of restoration and my wife, kids and I appeal to you for

toric neighborhoods. The crumbling asphalt sidewalks are too close to

I believe that Caltrans should explore connecting Del Mar to the start of the Pasadena Freeway 110. If

t would be a short connection through a commercial corridor (Raymond & Arroyo) and



Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

The completion / connection of the 710 through to the 210, whether above ground or via tunnel, will

triple or even quadruple the number of big

La Canada and La Crescenta are residentail cities with homes abutting the 210 freeway. Already the

noise of traffic, especially the truck traffic, has made living near the 210 freeway insufferable.

Interstate 5 on the other hand, is abutted by

River where traffic noise doesn't impact homes and homeowner's living quality.

The connection of the 710 to the 210 should not be allowed.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2011 12:45 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#48]

Name * Robert Chang

Email

(you@email.com)

*

robertchang@gmail.com

Phone Number (626) 528-1367

Address

204 S. Elm St.

Comment for scoping record

The completion / connection of the 710 through to the 210, whether above ground or via tunnel, will

triple or even quadruple the number of big-rig trucks and cars through La Canada and La Cr

La Canada and La Crescenta are residentail cities with homes abutting the 210 freeway. Already the

noise of traffic, especially the truck traffic, has made living near the 210 freeway insufferable.

Interstate 5 on the other hand, is abutted by commercial properties, factories and the Los Angeles

River where traffic noise doesn't impact homes and homeowner's living quality.

The connection of the 710 to the 210 should not be allowed.

reply@wufoo.com]
il 08, 2011 12:45 PM
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The completion / connection of the 710 through to the 210, whether above ground or via tunnel, will

rig trucks and cars through La Canada and La Crescenta.

La Canada and La Crescenta are residentail cities with homes abutting the 210 freeway. Already the

noise of traffic, especially the truck traffic, has made living near the 210 freeway insufferable.

commercial properties, factories and the Los Angeles



Alhambra, CA 91803

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

The 710 extension should consider a tunnel option that moves the existing number of vehicles of

through traffic along Fremont Avenue between Alhambra and Pasadena - and nothing more.

What should be studied in scoping is one or two tunnels with exactly two lanes in each direction, 12

foot clearance so that trucks can never use the tunnel (they are currently prohibited from using

Fremont Avenue north of Alhambra Road), with congestion pricing that takes into account not just the

number of vehicles in the tunnel itself, but also the conditions of the freeway at each end. The

congestion pricing would not be capped, meaning that if a $50 toll was necessary to remove traffic,

then a $50 toll would be charged. Equity concerns are irrelevant because this is a new roadway, not a

replacement of an existing roadway. Drivers could continue to use Fremont, but traffic signals should

be timed to favor east-west traffic at all intersections, and not north-south traffic, to encourage

through drivers to use the tunnel or Fair Oaks/Atlantic.

Congestion pricing money beyond that required for maintenance of the tunnel should be used for

neighborhood traffic improvements and be reinvested in the community along the corridor. Without

trucks, most of the exhaust issues with residents in Alhambra/South Pasadena would be eliminated.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2011 1:09 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#49]

Name * Mary Smith



Email

(you@email.com)

*

marytexcal@gmail.com

Phone Number (818) 790-1959

Address

4623 Grand Ave

La Canada, CA 91011

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

My husband and I live a half a block from the freeway, near the tunnel under Foothill. This tunnel is

very close to the La Canada Elementary School and Memorial Park. The exhaust from the freeway is

obnoxious, along with the noise. We cannot sit in our backyard or front without a lot of road noise

from cars and especially trucks. The peace and quiet of living here for ma

Trucks seem to honk their horns at night going into the tunnel with other vehicles responding. This is

very annoying as it is very loud at night causing difficulty to sleep. The freeway is in bad shape with

CalTRans repairing only the bad spots with cheap fixes. They then break up again and cause more

cracks in the cement. I have called and suggested the rubberized coating to eliminate noise and make

better repairs to the freeway, but got nowhere with the CalTrans people, supposedl

repair". This is a major nightmare for our city and requires you to keep windows closed at all times,

thereby using more energy to maintain good home temperatures. We can no longer keep windows

open. We are almost 70 years old and are ve

health. Please consider other alternatives to this issue other than funneling more vehicles and trucks

our way to make our city difficult and unhealthy to live in.

Mary Smith

marytexcal@gmail.com

1959

4623 Grand Ave

91011

Comment for scoping record

My husband and I live a half a block from the freeway, near the tunnel under Foothill. This tunnel is

he La Canada Elementary School and Memorial Park. The exhaust from the freeway is

obnoxious, along with the noise. We cannot sit in our backyard or front without a lot of road noise

from cars and especially trucks. The peace and quiet of living here for many years has disappeared.

Trucks seem to honk their horns at night going into the tunnel with other vehicles responding. This is

very annoying as it is very loud at night causing difficulty to sleep. The freeway is in bad shape with

the bad spots with cheap fixes. They then break up again and cause more

cracks in the cement. I have called and suggested the rubberized coating to eliminate noise and make

better repairs to the freeway, but got nowhere with the CalTrans people, supposedly due to "costs to

repair". This is a major nightmare for our city and requires you to keep windows closed at all times,

thereby using more energy to maintain good home temperatures. We can no longer keep windows

open. We are almost 70 years old and are very concerned about the enviornmental impact on our

health. Please consider other alternatives to this issue other than funneling more vehicles and trucks

our way to make our city difficult and unhealthy to live in.

My husband and I live a half a block from the freeway, near the tunnel under Foothill. This tunnel is

he La Canada Elementary School and Memorial Park. The exhaust from the freeway is

obnoxious, along with the noise. We cannot sit in our backyard or front without a lot of road noise

ny years has disappeared.

Trucks seem to honk their horns at night going into the tunnel with other vehicles responding. This is

very annoying as it is very loud at night causing difficulty to sleep. The freeway is in bad shape with

the bad spots with cheap fixes. They then break up again and cause more

cracks in the cement. I have called and suggested the rubberized coating to eliminate noise and make

y due to "costs to

repair". This is a major nightmare for our city and requires you to keep windows closed at all times,

thereby using more energy to maintain good home temperatures. We can no longer keep windows

ry concerned about the enviornmental impact on our

health. Please consider other alternatives to this issue other than funneling more vehicles and trucks



Gary Smith, MD

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, April 08, 2011 3:02 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#50]

Name * Kathy Bergen

Email

(you@email.com)

*

bkbjmss@yahoo.com

Address

4953 Commonwealth Ave

La Canada, CA 91011

United States

Select a Subject

*

I have a suggestion

Comment *

Stop the 710 extension.

With the state of California almost bankrupt I find it hard to believe Caltrans/

to spend billions on the 710 extension. How much is the "series of public meetings" costing? Does

Caltrans actually think that the communities impacted the most will change their minds because of

panels of suits and glossy charts.

Our current overburdened freeway system will collapse under the expected increase of truck traffic

through our communities.

reply@wufoo.com]
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4953 Commonwealth Ave

91011

I have a suggestion

With the state of California almost bankrupt I find it hard to believe Caltrans/Metro is still attempting

to spend billions on the 710 extension. How much is the "series of public meetings" costing? Does

Caltrans actually think that the communities impacted the most will change their minds because of

Our current overburdened freeway system will collapse under the expected increase of truck traffic

Metro is still attempting

to spend billions on the 710 extension. How much is the "series of public meetings" costing? Does

Caltrans actually think that the communities impacted the most will change their minds because of

Our current overburdened freeway system will collapse under the expected increase of truck traffic



Californai attempts to lead the nation in environmental concerns yet the state is caving into the

demands of special interest groups, i.e. union and towns not impacted by the extension ignoring the

quality of life in the cities surrounding the 710 and the 210 freeways. It is always the same old story-

Follow The Money. Shame!

From: Piane Marge [mailto:mpiane@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 09, 2011 9:43 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: Huizar Jose; Schpak Helene; George Brauckman
Subject: 710 connection



From: Rick Nathanson [mailto:ricknath777@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 09, 2011 10:27 AM
To: Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov; SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Freeway



Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Sat 4/9/2011 10:27 AM
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans – District 7
100 South Main Street, MS 16A
Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

As a longtime resident of La Crescenta, my wife and I have seen many changes to our
community, County and State. Some of them have been good changes and others of them not
so good.

Sometimes we have worked hard to have changes made and been delighted when the changes
went our way. Other times we have lost the debate and learned to live with the results of our
defeat.

Now we are set upon a mission, the proposed change of which is on a greater scale than ever
before. We who live here and along the corridor of the proposed 210 Freeway extension, the
very residents who will be most greatly affected, cannot bear the burden of a decision not in our
favor.

The rumbling noise of increased traffic, the acrid fragrance of the diesel exhaust, the additional
volume of particulates, all of which show up at our doorstep 24 hours per day, can only multiply
in their insidious way by allowing the 210 Freeway extension to proceed.

Increasing the flow of traffic and of “big rigs” in particular, through the East / West 210 Freeway
corridor will seem like a death sentence to all of us who live here. Physically, mentally and
financially this is the wrong idea for our schools along this route, our communities and our State
and Federal budgets, as well.

I am shocked to learn that the communities of La Canada / Flintridge, La Crescenta, Tujunga
and Sunland have not been included in the impact studies which have been occurring with
regard to this proposed extension. If these communities are not included immediately, we will
have no opportunity to fairly voice our concerns, and that is just not fair OR American.

It is my understanding that the proponents of this extension do not live here. We do, you and I.
I trust in you to lead this in the right direction.



Please contact me if there is some way I can be of service to you or our mission to curtail this
extension.

Sincerely,

Rick Nathanson
2849 Harmony Place
La Crescenta, CA 91214

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
Rick Nathanson
Mobile: +818 / 359-3092
Home: +818 / 957-1701
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

From: mysuess@aol.com [mailto:mysuess@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 09, 2011 1:20 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: environmental study

Please note I am opposed to the 710 frwy connecting to the 210 frwy.
The environmental impact of this project is to extreme being it
will create more air pollution, noise pollution, foothill congestion.
I believe that environmental research on how this will impact
La Canada, LaCrescenta, Sunland and Tujunga has not been taken
into consideration and the voice of the residents in this area has not
been a concern or consideration.
Being a resident of this area since January 1962 I have seen and felt
the impact of pollution created just by having the 210 frwy being built
and going through these areas. I can see the 210 frwy from my home
and each year the congestion becomes more of a problem.
Please consider the impact on these communities.
Environmental studies are necessary.
Thank You,
Susan Carey
10839 Mountair Ave
Tujunga, CA 91042
Mysuess@aol.com

From: Stephanie Johnson [mailto:stephjohnson17@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2011 8:59 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Gap Project - Scoping comments

Attached please find my comments for the 710 Gap Project environmental review scoping.
Stephanie Johnson



1920 Los Robles Avenue
San Marino. California 91108
626-441-8514
stephjohnson17@hotmail.com









From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2011 9:24 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#51]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2011 11:20 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#52]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

reply@wufoo.com]
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710 Conversations [#51]

Ralph Moran

ralphmoran@sbcglobal.net

1183 Oneonta Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

United States

Comment for scoping record

I am a resident in Mount Washington which is a Los Angeles

neighborhood and one of the proposed sites for the 710

extension. For the record my family opposes the 710

extension becuase of the environmental harm produced by

car fumes and the effect on human health, specifically the

health of my family and kids.

ply@wufoo.com]
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Alexandra Ellis

dobbylehobbit@gmail.com

I am a resident in Mount Washington which is a Los Angeles

e proposed sites for the 710

extension. For the record my family opposes the 710

extension becuase of the environmental harm produced by

car fumes and the effect on human health, specifically the



Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Mark Vallianatos [mailto:mvalli@oxy.edu]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2011 12:29 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: sr-710 scoping comments

Scoping comments on SR-710 ‘gap closure’ project April 11, 2011

Urban & Environmental Policy Institute
Occidental College
1600 Campus Road MS M-1
Los Angeles, CA 90041
(contact: Mark Vallianatos, Policy Director, mvalli@oxy.edu)

The west San Gabriel Valley, Northeast Los Angeles, Pasadena, Glendale, and other cities and
communities along the Arroyo Seco corridor are among the most diverse in California. The area has a
rich cultural history and important natural and ecological sites. The openi
provided a new sense of connection between these communities and opportunities for transit
development and more sustainable land use in the region.

The region is divided and surrounded by numerous freeways: the 710,
and 605. These freeways bring deadly particulate pollution and noise. They promote car
and mobility, which have contributed to epidemics of obesity and diet
of these freeways disrupted communities, especially low income communities of color.

Metro and Caltrans have a choice to make in investing billions of dollars to address mobility and
congestion in this area. They can look to the past, to early
SR-710 to the 210 via a surface or tunnel route. This backwards
massive and thankfully never fully implemented freeway and expressway system), would further pollute
and divide communities. These plans are from an era when the car was supposed to solve all mobility
challenges. They are outdated relics from a period before scientists understood the health risks of

Glendale, CA 91202

United States

Comment for scoping record

Local communities, including Glendale, Pasadena, South

Pasadena and the Crescenta Valley are officially opposed to a

freeway or tunnel project, and advocate alternatives including

multi-mode, light-rail, and alternative transit investments.

Mark Vallianatos [mailto:mvalli@oxy.edu]
Monday, April 11, 2011 12:29 PM

omments

710 ‘gap closure’ project April 11, 2011

Urban & Environmental Policy Institute

(contact: Mark Vallianatos, Policy Director, mvalli@oxy.edu)

Gabriel Valley, Northeast Los Angeles, Pasadena, Glendale, and other cities and
communities along the Arroyo Seco corridor are among the most diverse in California. The area has a
rich cultural history and important natural and ecological sites. The opening of the Metro Gold Line has
provided a new sense of connection between these communities and opportunities for transit
development and more sustainable land use in the region.

The region is divided and surrounded by numerous freeways: the 710, 10, 210, 110, 134, 5, 2, 101, 60,
and 605. These freeways bring deadly particulate pollution and noise. They promote car
and mobility, which have contributed to epidemics of obesity and diet-related illness. The construction

ways disrupted communities, especially low income communities of color.

Metro and Caltrans have a choice to make in investing billions of dollars to address mobility and
congestion in this area. They can look to the past, to early-mid 20th century freeway plans, by extending

710 to the 210 via a surface or tunnel route. This backwards-looking approach (see 1958 map of the
massive and thankfully never fully implemented freeway and expressway system), would further pollute

plans are from an era when the car was supposed to solve all mobility
challenges. They are outdated relics from a period before scientists understood the health risks of

Local communities, including Glendale, Pasadena, South

Pasadena and the Crescenta Valley are officially opposed to a

y or tunnel project, and advocate alternatives including

rail, and alternative transit investments.

Gabriel Valley, Northeast Los Angeles, Pasadena, Glendale, and other cities and
communities along the Arroyo Seco corridor are among the most diverse in California. The area has a

ng of the Metro Gold Line has
provided a new sense of connection between these communities and opportunities for transit-oriented

10, 210, 110, 134, 5, 2, 101, 60,
and 605. These freeways bring deadly particulate pollution and noise. They promote car-centric land use

related illness. The construction
ways disrupted communities, especially low income communities of color.

Metro and Caltrans have a choice to make in investing billions of dollars to address mobility and
y plans, by extending

looking approach (see 1958 map of the
massive and thankfully never fully implemented freeway and expressway system), would further pollute

plans are from an era when the car was supposed to solve all mobility
challenges. They are outdated relics from a period before scientists understood the health risks of



particulate pollution and the threat of climate change; and before planners and health officials fully
understood that a freeway and car-based transportation system would lead to sprawl, sedentary
lifestyles, and inefficient land use patterns.

Or the agencies can adopt 21st century transportation solutions to move people and products in a way
that improves the environment and surrounding communities. In these scoping comments, we suggest
four priority transportation improvements for the project area under review. We also urge the agencies
to conduct Health Impact Assessments of the freeway option and alternatives to accompany
environmental review.

1. Remove the SR-710 freeway between the 10 freeway and Valley blvd by transforming it into a surface
street and/ or a linear park.
2. Expand transit to reduce car traffic and pollution and spur transit-oriented development
3. Create complete, living and green streets that promote safe walking and cycling and create vibrant
public spaces.
4. Reduce freight truck traffic and pollution by expanding on dock rail at the Ports of Los Angeles and
Long Beach.
5. Conduct a health impact assessment of all alternatives.

1. Remove the SR-710 freeway between the 10 freeway and Valley blvd by transforming it into a
surface street and/ or a linear park.

Smart metropolitan regions are beginning to undue some of the damage done by the urban freeway



frenzy of the 1950s-1970s. Cities such as San Francisco, Soeul, Korea, and Portland have achieved gains
in quality of life, economic development, and mobility by transforming sections of freeways into
boulevards, open space, and parks. ( http://www.preservenet.com/freeways/index.html ;
http://www.cnu.org/highways ; http://www.grist.org/infrastructure/2011-04-04-seoul-korea-tears-
down-an-urban-highway-life-goes-on ; http://www.infrastructurist.com/2009/08/04/7-urban-freeways-
to-tear-down-today-and-what-tomorrow-might-look-like-if-we-do/ ;
http://www.seattle.gov/transportation/docs/ump/06%20SEATTLE%20Case%20studies%20in%20urban%
20freeway%20removal.pdf ; http://www.streetfilms.org/lessons-from-san-francisco/ ;
http://www.streetfilms.org/mba-highway-removal/ )

(Cheonggye stream in Seoul, formerly covered by a freeway. Image by flickr user elzed)



(Embarcadero before and after freeway removal. Flickr user vision63)
The approximately mile-long stub of SR-710 that extends north of the 10 freeway to Valley blvd is a
promising candidate for removal and transformation.

 Caltrans and Metro should decommission this section of SR-710 and transform it into a non-
grade-separated, complete, living and green street as discussed above and/or into a park and
open space.

 The agencies should conduct a community planning exercise involving residents, municipalities,
and California State University Los Angeles to determine how to best transform the removed
section freeway. To limit exposure to freeway pollution, the lower 1500-2000 feet of the new
boulevard/ park could be a buffer zone/ ecological remediation zone with more active uses in
the northern two-thirds of the site.

 The agencies should ensure that this closure does not worsen pollution in adjacent
communities. This can be accomplished by increasing transit, reducing truck freight trips, and
conducting a health impact assessment.



2. Expand transit to reduce car traffic and pollution and spur transit-oriented development

Rapidly expanding the transit network in the area under review is the best way to reduce passenger car
traffic and improve denser, walkable land uses. There are significant gaps in transit in the area under
review, especially north-south between the northern and southern sections of the San Gabriel Valley
and between Northeast Los Angeles and Glendale and the San Fernando Valley. Glendale is in fact the
most populous city in Los Angeles County without a light rail connection.

 Extend metrorail northwest from one of the Pasadena Gold Line stations through Eagle Rock,
Glendale and Burbank to the Burbank airport then south to connect to the terminus of the Red
Line in North Hollywood. This would create a valuable northern loop between the Gold and Red
lines that would expand links between the San Gabriel Valley and the San Fernando Valley and
better connect the population and job centers of Glendale and Burbank to the region’s light rail
system.

 Accelerate extending the Gold Line eastwards as planned in the Foothill extension and Eastside
extension.

 Create metrorail, metroliner or dedicated busway north-south corridors between the two arms
of the Goldline. This could follow Atlantic and Huntington to connect the East L.A. civic center
station to the planned Gold Line foothill extension station in Arcadia. As the foothill extension
and eastside extensions of the Gold Line continues, Metro should consider further North-South
Spurs every 3-5 miles similar to the East Valley north south corridors being studied in the San
Fernando Valley.
http://www.metro.net/projects_studies/north_sorth/images/ns_corridor_study.pdf These
types of dedicated rail or bus routes would expand the transit grid and improve north south
alternatives to car transportation.

3. Create complete, living, and green streets that promote safe walking and cycling and create vibrant
public spaces.

Streets let people move between places. Streets are also important public space in themselves.
Throughout much of the 20th century, traffic engineers designed wide streets with wide lanes and high
speed limits in an effort to maximize the flow of cars per hour at peak traffic times. These design
standards created streets that are dangerous to walk or bike on and near. Streets designed as ‘sewers
for cars’ also harm the places they are supposed to connect by making it unpleasant to be outside due
to the speed and noise and sterile visual environment of streets. Fortunately, some cities are reinventing
streets for the 21st century. These streets are complete in that they dedicate space for all modes of
transportation with wide sidewalks, bike lanes (including protected or separated bike lanes), bus only
lanes, flex lanes, modern streetcars, etc. They are living and vibrant because they calm traffic, create
more and safer pedestrian crossings, more public plazas and seating, and welcome walkers and bikers
who bring life to sidewalks and streets and customers to local business. They are green because they are
designed with more shade trees, less blacktop, and with landscaping and permeable surfaces to capture
and filter rainwater. For example, the My Figueroa project examining street improvements for South
Figueroa St. in Los Angeles is demonstrating best practices for 21st century streets.
http://myfigueroa.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/02/2011-02_Fig_Public-Meeting-Boards.pdf



The Los Angeles County Department of Public Health is funding development of a model streets manual
that incorporates similar goals of living, safe, and complete streets. (
http://la.streetsblog.org/2011/03/16/model-streets-manual-on-its-way-move-over-old-traffic-
handbook/ ) The project area for the SR-710 ‘gap closure’ project has a number of major streets that are
too wide, unpleasant, and unsafe. These could greatly benefit from being made more complete, living,



and green.

 As part of an alternative to freeway extension, Metro and Caltrans should launch planning
efforts like the My Figueroa project for twelve streets and implement cutting edge
improvements on these streets of the type that will be contained in the Los Angeles County
funded street manual.

o Huntington drive
o Valley blvd
o Mission blvd
o Main st/ Las Tunas dr
o Fremont ave
o Atlantic blvd
o Rosemead blvd
o San Gabriel blvd
o San Fernando Rd
o Eagle Rock blvd
o Colorado Blvd
o Figueroa St

 Metro should work with municipalities and the County to ensure that a network of bike lanes,
protected bike lanes, bike paths and bike infrastructure is rapidly implemented in the project
area, with a goal of increasing cycling’s mode share of trips to at least 10 percent. Bike lane
projects promote clean, healthy transportation and also create more jobs per dollar invested
than road projects. (http://www.bikeleague.org/resources/reports/pdfs/baltimore_Dec20.pdf ;
http://issuu.com/bikeleague/docs/economic_benefits_bicycle_infrastructure_report )

4. Reduce freight truck traffic and pollution by expanding on dock rail at the Ports of Los Angeles and
Long Beach.

One of the perceived needs for extension of SR-710 is high levels of truck traffic on the existing route
and expectations of continuing increases in freight imports and truck traffic. The solution to this
challenge isn’t expanding or extending freeways. It is reducing truck traffic by shifting freight movement
to less polluting modes of goods movement and reassessing the desirability of endless growth in the
logistics industry. A recent report by the U.S. Government Accountability Office found that externalities
from truck freight transport were approximately six times more per unit carried than for freight rail.
“According to our synthesis of EPA’s latest national emissions inventory data (2002), freight trucks
produced over six times more fine particulate matter and over four times more nitrogen oxide on a ton-
mile basis than freight locomotives, and over 10 and six times more of each type of emission,
respectively, on a ton-mile basis than inland waterway vessels. And, according to our analysis of EPA
data on greenhouse gases, trucks emitted the highest levels of greenhouse gas (CO2 equivalents) among
the freight modes—about eight times more per unit of freight than freight rail, and thirteen times more
than waterways freight.” (GAO. SURFACE FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION: A Comparison of the Costs of
Road, Rail, and Waterways Freight Shipments That Are Not Passed on to Consumers. January, 2011.
http://www.gao.gov/new.items/d11134.pdf )

 Caltrans and Metro should work with the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach to expand
capacity for on-dock rail so that imports can be loaded directly onto freight trains, reducing the
need for trucks to transport containers to warehouses, inland rail yards, and transloading







facilities.

 Caltrans and Metro should work with the ports to set a target and plan for reduced truck traffic
on SR-710.

 The agencies should work with the ports, railroad companies and regulators to accelerate
adoption of electrified and cleaner locomotive technologies and to ensure that increased train
facilities and trips do not increase negative health impacts.

5. Conduct a health impact assessment of all alternatives.

Freeways are sources of dangerous air pollution, especially from diesel exhaust. Children living near
freeways face higher risks of asthma, worse asthma, and reduced lung growth. (McConnell, R, T Islam, K
Shankardass, M Jerrett, F Lurmann, J Gauderman, E Avol, N Kuenzli, L Yao, J Peters and K Berhane. 2010.
Childhood incident asthma and traffic-related air pollution at home and school. Environmental Health
Perspectives http://dx.doi.org/10.1289/ehp.0901232; McConnell, R., et al. (2006). “Traffic,
Susceptibility, and Childhood Asthma.” Environ Health Perspect 114(5): 766–772; Gauderman, W. J., E.
Avol, et al. (2005). "Childhood asthma and exposure to traffic and nitrogen dioxide." Epidemiology 16(6):
737-43; Gauderman, W.J. et al. (2007) “Effect of exposure to traffic on lung development from 10 to 18
years of age: a cohort study.” Lancet 369(9561):571-7.) Exposure to traffic-related air pollution is also
associated with higher rates of heart disease and cancer in adults. (Kramer et al. 2010. Traffic-related air
pollution and incident type 2 diabetes: Results from the SALIA cohort study. Environmental Health
Perspectives http://dx.doi.org/10.1289/ehp.0901689; Beelen, et al. “Long-Term Exposure to Traffic-
Related Air Pollution and Lung Cancer Risk.” Epidemiology 19 (5): 702-710 (2008); Kan et al, “Traffic
exposure and lung function in adults: the Atherosclerosis Risk in Communities study.” Thorax 2007 62:
873-879 (2007).

 In addition to EIR/EIS, Caltrans and Metro should conduct a health impact assessment of all
project alternatives, including the surface freeway, tunnel and other alternatives.

 The agencies should learn from the ongoing Health Impact Assessment of the SR-710 expansion
project being performed by Human Impact Partners and ICF International with input from Los
Angeles County Department of Public Health. (
http://healthimpactassessment.blogspot.com/2010/08/hia-update-from-human-impact-
partners.html; http://eycej.org/sites/default/files/PB_HIA%20&%20710_v2.pdf
http://www.metro.net/projects_studies/I710/images/Health-Impact-Assessment-Presented-to-
Project-Committee-October-2009.pdf )



From: Brian Ellis [mailto:brian91202@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2011 10:33 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Link

Hi, As a resident of N. W. Glendale, I am in favor of completing the 710 connection to the 210 Freeway.

This will relieve some of the truck traffic along the I5 corridor and make our life easier. This is a bottleneck
that has been around for years and I have always wondered why it hasn't yet been fixed.

Please add me to your email list.

Sincerely,

Brian Ellis
1324 Norton Ave
Glendale, CA 91202

818-206-0144

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2011 11:53 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#54]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

Brian Ellis [mailto:brian91202@gmail.com]
Monday, April 11, 2011 10:33 PM

Hi, As a resident of N. W. Glendale, I am in favor of completing the 710 connection to the 210 Freeway.

relieve some of the truck traffic along the I5 corridor and make our life easier. This is a bottleneck
that has been around for years and I have always wondered why it hasn't yet been fixed.

reply@wufoo.com]
Tuesday, April 12, 2011 11:53 AM

710 Conversations [#54]

Nancy Ward

nancy@nancylynnward.com

(626) 239-6235

539 Parker Ave. ca Monrovia

United States

Comment for scoping record

I am strongly opposed to closing the gap between the 710

and 210 freeways. We don't need it, an we don't need to

disturb the communities in the pathway.

Hi, As a resident of N. W. Glendale, I am in favor of completing the 710 connection to the 210 Freeway.

relieve some of the truck traffic along the I5 corridor and make our life easier. This is a bottleneck
that has been around for years and I have always wondered why it hasn't yet been fixed.

I am strongly opposed to closing the gap between the 710

and 210 freeways. We don't need it, an we don't need to



From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2011 12:20 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#55]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Robbyn Battles CV Town Council [mailto:robbyn@thecvcouncil.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2011 1:08 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Scoping comments

To whom it may concern,

Attached are previous correspondences submitted from the CV Town Council in addition to the current
Councils position in an attached letter dated April 09, 2011.

Hard copies have been mailed in care of Ronald Kosinski.

Robbyn Battles
Corresponding Secretary
E: robbyn@thecvcouncil.com

Crescenta Valley Town Council
PO Box 8676  La Crescenta, CA 91214 
P: 818 248 9387  www.thecvcouncil.com

reply@wufoo.com]
Tuesday, April 12, 2011 12:20 PM

710 Conversations [#55]

Kimberly Gauthier

kpginla@gmail.com

South Pasadena

United States

Comment for scoping record

I am very opposed to the idea of hooking up the 710 to the

210. The traffic in our area already makes going anywhere,

and not just during rush hour, barely tolerable.

Robbyn Battles CV Town Council [mailto:robbyn@thecvcouncil.com]
Tuesday, April 12, 2011 1:08 PM

Attached are previous correspondences submitted from the CV Town Council in addition to the current
Councils position in an attached letter dated April 09, 2011.

Hard copies have been mailed in care of Ronald Kosinski.

USA
ouncil.com

I am very opposed to the idea of hooking up the 710 to the

c in our area already makes going anywhere,

and not just during rush hour, barely tolerable.

Attached are previous correspondences submitted from the CV Town Council in addition to the current

















From: James Price [mailto:pingomingo@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2011 6:20 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Extension

Sir/Madam,

Nothing has been offered that can be seen as a legitimate reason for postponing the completion of the

710 Freeway.

For the sake of the people of Alhambra, South Pasadena, Pasadena, and other affected communities, I

would urge the powers that be to resume construction of the 710/210 connection. This project has been

held up, for no good reason, for quite a long time. Detractors have found no legitimate potential for

detrimental impact. Noise? We all must put up with noise in the 21st Century. We need this freeway

connection.

Jim Price

Pasadena

From: adina catalanotti [mailto:adinacatalanotti@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2011 8:21 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: kevin chastain; thechefknows@yahoo.com
Subject: NO TUNNEL

RYFKM?

PLEASE DON'T LET THIS HAPPEN!!!!! DO NOT APPROVE THE
TUNNEL PROJECT IT WILL RUIN THE LIFE THAT WE DESERVE
AND THE HEALTH OF OUR FAMILIES AND FRIENDS IN THE
COMMUNITY

IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO SPEAK WITH ME IN PERSON, MY NAME
IS ADINA CATALANOTTI AND I AM BLESSED TO LIVE IN
BEAUTIFUL SOUTH PASADENA. I WORK AT THE LANGHAM
HUNTINGTON PASADENA HOTEL AS A CLUB CONCIERGE, MY
HUSBAND GREG NAPIER IS A RESATAURANTEUR AND HE RUNS
THE ROXOLANA RESTAURANT AND WINE BAR IN OLD
PASADENA



ADINA 818 3879 0380 LANGHAM # IS 626 585 6203
GREG AT ROXOLANA 626 792 0440

WE ARE VERY ACTIVE IN THE CULTURE AND BUSINESS OF
SOUTH PASADENA AND PASADENA

DONT DESTROY OUR LOVELY CITY AND LIFESTYLE FOR GREED
AND SELFISHNESS

GOD BLESS

ADINA

From: Steve Tsai [mailto:stevectsai@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2011 10:19 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: sr710

To:

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director Division of Environmental Planning Caltrans, District 7 100 S. Main Street,
MS16A Los Angeles, California 90012

I want to thank you first for the opportunity to comment.

With this email, I hereby express my absolute full support of the Scoping letter dated April 9, 2011 sent by Stephanie
Johnson, Los Robles Avenue, San Marino, CA 91108. Please address the issues in your EIR / EIS and mitigate the
negative impact on Los Robles Ave. in the interest of our neighborhood.

best regards,

Steve Tsai
626-922-4560
stevectsai@yahoo.com
475 La Mirada Ave. San Marino, CA 91108

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:46 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#56]



Name * ODALIS SUAREZ

Email

(you@email.com)

*

odyatlaw@aol.com

Phone Number (818) 240-3411

Address

144 N. Glendale Ave., #206

Glendale, CA 91206

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

Odalis C. Suarez

144 N. Glendale Ave., Suite 206

Glendale, CA 91206

(818)240-3411

email: odyatlaw@aol.com

Request that the following comments be made part of the record for the proposed 710 Gap

Closure.

odyatlaw@aol.com

3411

ndale Ave., #206

91206

Comment for scoping record

Request that the following comments be made part of the record for the proposed 710 GapRequest that the following comments be made part of the record for the proposed 710 Gap



1. SCOPING

A scoping meeting should provide interested parties with the opportunity to comment on

a proposed project and proposed alternatives. However, the present scoping meetings presented

by the lead agency were so vague and ambiguous that no one can identify what the proposed

project is. Without straightforward identification of the project and alternatives it is impossible

to provide adequate comprehensive comments. Without a straightforward presentation of the

proposed project the community is completely in the dark as to what are the potential studies that

would be necessary to the affected areas. Without a straightforward identification of the project

the comment period is so broad and undescriptive that it is an injustice to the CEQA process.

The scoping meetings were scheduled throughout the affected area, however, it was not

until the last minute that the lead agency agreed to have a public meeting in the La Canada/La

Crescenta area. In light of the extensive affects on traffic and pollution in these areas, more time

and opportunity to comment should have been provided.

The scoping meetings were all scheduled at the 6:00 p.m hour where most people are

either barely getting home or barely having dinner. Any scoping meeting for proper response and

community input should be scheduled at 7:30 p.m.

The lead agency made no effort to advertise or publish the scoping meeting for the

affected area. A last minute notification was all that was provided to the affected areas.

There was absolutely no presentation by the lead agency. The extensive amounts of

money that was expended on the scoping meeting does not reflect the minimal presentation made

by the agency at each meeting. Numerous agency representatives walked around the meeting and

were present at the meetings, however, they provided no input, presentation or information.

The process should be renewed with a proper scoping process identifying the project,

proposed alternatives and major impacts. Additionally, the scoping session should consider all of

the affected areas not just the immediate areas of construction. The 210 corridor up through the



5 and 14 freeway will be severely impacted and should be included in the study area.

Additionally the 210 east beyond Altadena and up to at lease the 605 freeway should also be

made part of the project area as major arteries of the 710 and the transportation of goods.

Without a proper scoping of the project the process is flawed.

2. ALTERNATIVES

The EIR should provide a rail alternative to transport all merchandise and goods to a hub

in a less congested area where goods can be distributed by truck to other locations.

3. CONSIDERATIONS IN THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND ALL ALTERNATIVES

All proposals should extensively study, analyze and provide detailed statistics of the

following:

A. Construction Impacts

The project and alternatives should have a detailed study of the construction period for

the project. How long will the construction last, how will the construction affect traffic, traffic

congestion, how will the construction period affect the aesthetics of the area, how will affect air

pollution, how will it affect noise pollution, and all mitigation measures for the affects during the

construction period must also be studied and included.

B. Historical and Aesthetic Concerns

The project and alternatives must also study and consider the following areas and

mitigation measures for any affects: Aesthetics , air pollution, noise pollution, traffic congestion,

affect on historical significance, affects on protected trees, historical structures, or potentially

archeological and paleontological findings.

`

Although the South Pasadena and Pasadena Area are affected by the removal of structures

and the building of structures, the EIR should provide an in depth study as to the historical

affects of the area. Pasadena and South Pasadena are not merely local areas that protect historical

interest, the entire region enjoys and benefits for the historical preservation of Pasadena and



South Pasadena. The EIR should also look into the affects of impacting a historically significant

area in light on regional historical areas and the existence or non existence of similar areas.

C. Traffic

Traffic studies should be made during different periods of time during the day and on

different days and in all affected areas. The studies should provide data and statistics during

peak times of traffic and how the peak traffic times will be affected by any GAO closure locally

as well as regionally.

Traffic studies should not only include traffic on the main freeways but also must include

spill out traffic to neighborhoods along the 210 freeway and the 134 freeway. Further study

should be made regarding the use of local neighborhoods as pit stops or rest stops and the use of

local neighborhoods by truck transportation. Can these neighborhoods support the increased

traffic and use of their public roads? The traffic studies should also include mitigation measures

to prevent the use of local communities and the foothill as alternative routes for excess traffic or

truck traffic.

All traffic studies should consider the increase in traffic collisions and deaths along the

210 freeway from semi incidents including statistics and data to support such findings. The

traffic studies should also include mitigation measures to prevent the use of local communities

and the foothill as alternative routes for excess traffic or truck traffic.

In light of the additionally vehicle traffic and truck traffic in the proposed project area and

in the affected traffic area, the EIR should review all freeway connection ramps and how these

structures will be affected by increase traffic and especially increase traffic use. In particular the

connections from and to the 2 freeway and onto the 134 and 210 freeway east. Will these

connections be affect, will additional traffic congestion devices need to be implemented, and will

the structures withstand the extensive use by semi trucks.

Traffic studies should also include potential safety concerns throughout the 210 corridor

and hillside areas. These areas facilitate the possibility of run away trucks and potential high

speeds of trucks that could result in deadly accidents. What safety measures will be implemented

on the 210 corridor?

The traffic studies should also include studies as to over night parking or pit stops along



the 210 and 134 freeway for trucks and how this will affect the local communities.

Even if the proposed project does not consider a toll road for the gap closure, a toll must

be studied and the impacts addressed since it is a potential and possible future use of the

proposed project in light of the heavy truck use of the 710.

The EIR should also study the impact on local law enforcement agencies such as CHP,,

Sheriffs and local police agencies as a result of the increase in local traffic, increase in freeway

traffic, and increase in community exposure to transient criminal activity.

D. Health Impacts

The EIR must have a significant study on the effects of increase traffic and increase truck

traffic along the 210 corridor especially in the areas of La Crescenta, La Canada, Tujunga, and

Sunland. The studies should specifically include the exposure of high levels of toxins by school

students who attend schools and play in parks within 1000 feet of the 210 corridor. The

potential for increased asthma, increased severity of asthma, other respiratory disorders and the

affects of the inability of students to participate in physical activity as a result of the increased

pollution limiting sports and athletic events.

The EIR must also study the significant impacts on the elderly in homes and assisted

living locations that are also near or adjacent to the 210 and 134 corridor.

Finally, the study should also consider the affects on air quality to hospitals within the

area of the proposed project and the affected areas such as the Huntington Hospital and Verdugo

Hills Hospital. The study regarding the hospitals should not merely include air quality but also

response time as to emergency vehicles and emergency services in these areas that are already

overwhelmed with traffic and traffic lights.

In light of the additionally vehicle traffic and truck traffic in the proposed project area and

in the affected traffic area, the EIR should review all freeway connection ramps and how these

structures will be affected by increase traffic and especially increase traffic use. In particular the

connections from and to the 2 freeway and onto the 134 and 210 freeway east. Will these

connections be affect, will additional traffic congestion devices need to be implemented, and will

the structures withstand the extensive use by semi trucks.



Traffic studies should also include potential safety concerns throughout the 210 corridor

and hillside areas. These areas facilitate the possibility of run away trucks and potential high

speeds of trucks that could result in deadly accidents. What safety measures will be implemented

on the 210 corridor?

The traffic studies should also include studies as to over night parking or pit stops along

the 210 and 134 freeway for trucks and how this will affect the local communities.

Even if the proposed project does not consider a toll road for the gap closure, a toll must

be studied and the impacts addressed since it is a potential and possible future use of the

proposed project in light of the heavy truck use of the 710.

The EIR should also study the impact on local law enforcement agencies such as CHP,,

Sheriffs and local police agencies as a result of the increase in local traffic, increase in freeway

traffic, and increase in community exposure to transient criminal activity.

D. Noise

Studies must be conducted regarding the noise levels that will affect the residents,

business, schools, hospitals, and other facilities along the 210 and 134 corridor. Studies must be

conducted during different time periods of the day and during different days of the week. The

studies should not only include the flat areas along the corridor but also include the increased

noise levels that resonate between the hillsides along the 210 corridor. Flat land noise is different

from hillside noise and the studies should reflect both.

Studies must be conducted regarding light pollution as to the increased lights in night

traffic and the glare of headlights including the new generation of vehicle head lights including

the new LED lights. Additional studies and mitigation must be considered in the EIR for impacts

from daytime glare of sun light and the increase vehicle traffic.

If sound walls are being proposed as a mitigation measure, the proposed project must

identify all sound walls, how the sound walls will diminish the noise and light pollution, and

what impacts will the installation of sound walls have on neighboring properties.

4. EIR PROCESS



A. AREAS OF STUDY

The scoping meetings identify the project area in the San Gabriel Valley and specifically

exclude La Canada, La Crescenta, Tujunga, Sunland and other communities along the 210 west.

The EIR PROCESS must consider these areas as areas impacted by the proposed gap closure and

study these areas with the same intensity and detail as all other areas. Additionally, the study

areas should study the impacts along the 210 east up to at least the 605 freeway.

The process should include all areas as one and not merely as segments of the proposed

project. The study should proceed to analyze the individual affected community and study the

region as a whole.

B. STUDY

The EIR should provide visual simulations of the proposed project and alternatives. The

simulations should be computerized as well as three dimensional and presented to the community

with sufficient time to be able to review and comment on the same.

The EIR must identify all pending and potential major projects along the 210 and 134 and

the affects of the proposed project in relation to any pending major projects.

D. COST AND RELATED ISSUES

The EIR should show a detailed analysis of the cost of the proposed protect, the costs to

any affected agencies and local communities, and the cost to all alternatives. The EIR should

discuss in detail how they propose to use Measure funding and the legal, and rational basis of

using said funding for the proposed project as opposed to other transportation needs within the

acad. The EIR should evaluate why monies are expended on the proposed project while the

county is reducing buses and availability of public transportation to other areas of the county.

The EIR should study the proposed project and needs for transportation in the proposed

area in relation to the needs for transportation and expansion in other areas of the county and rate

them on the basis of priority and need.

From: ODYATLAW@aol.com [mailto:ODYATLAW@aol.com]



Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:44 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: comments for the record

Odalis C. Suarez
144 N. Glendale Ave., Suite 206
Glendale, CA 91206

(818)240-3411

email: odyatlaw@aol.com

Request that the following comments be made part of the record for the proposed 710 Gap
Closure.

1. SCOPING
A scoping meeting should provide interested parties with the opportunity to comment on a
proposed project and proposed alternatives. However, the present scoping meetings
presented by the lead agency were so vague and ambiguous that no one can identify what
the proposed project is. Without straightforward identification of the project and
alternatives it is impossible to provide adequate comprehensive comments. Without a
straightforward presentation of the proposed project the community is completely in the
dark as to what are the potential studies that would be necessary to the affected areas.
Without a straightforward identification of the project the comment period is so broad and
undescriptive that it is an injustice to the CEQA process.

The scoping meetings were scheduled throughout the affected area, however, it was not
until the last minute that the lead agency agreed to have a public meeting in the La
Canada/La Crescenta area. In light of the extensive affects on traffic and pollution in these
areas, more time and opportunity to comment should have been provided.

The scoping meetings were all scheduled at the 6:00 p.m hour where most people are either
barely getting home or barely having dinner. Any scoping meeting for proper response and
community input should be scheduled at 7:30 p.m.

The lead agency made no effort to advertise or publish the scoping meeting for the affected
area. A last minute notification was all that was provided to the affected areas.

There was absolutely no presentation by the lead agency. The extensive amounts of money
that was expended on the scoping meeting does not reflect the minimal presentation made
by the agency at each meeting. Numerous agency representatives walked around the
meeting and were present at the meetings, however, they provided no input, presentation
or information.

The process should be renewed with a proper scoping process identifying the project,
proposed alternatives and major impacts. Additionally, the scoping session should consider
all of the affected areas not just the immediate areas of construction. The 210 corridor up
through the 5 and 14 freeway will be severely impacted and should be included in the study



area. Additionally the 210 east beyond Altadena and up to at lease the 605 freeway should
also be made part of the project area as major arteries of the 710 and the transportation of
goods. Without a proper scoping of the project the process is flawed.

2. ALTERNATIVES
The EIR should provide a rail alternative to transport all merchandise and goods to a hub in
a less congested area where goods can be distributed by truck to other locations.

3. CONSIDERATIONS IN THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND ALL ALTERNATIVES
All proposals should extensively study, analyze and provide detailed statistics of the
following:
A. Construction Impacts
The project and alternatives should have a detailed study of the construction period for the
project. How long will the construction last, how will the construction affect traffic, traffic
congestion, how will the construction period affect the aesthetics of the area, how will affect
air pollution, how will it affect noise pollution, and all mitigation measures for the affects
during the construction period must also be studied and included.

B. Historical and Aesthetic Concerns
The project and alternatives must also study and consider the following areas and mitigation
measures for any affects: Aesthetics , air pollution, noise pollution, traffic congestion, affect
on historical significance, affects on protected trees, historical structures, or potentially
archeological and paleontological findings.
`
Although the South Pasadena and Pasadena Area are affected by the removal of structures
and the building of structures, the EIR should provide an in depth study as to the historical
affects of the area. Pasadena and South Pasadena are not merely local areas that protect
historical interest, the entire region enjoys and benefits for the historical preservation of
Pasadena and South Pasadena. The EIR should also look into the affects of impacting a
historically significant area in light on regional historical areas and the existence or non
existence of similar areas.

C. Traffic
Traffic studies should be made during different periods of time during the day and on
different days and in all affected areas. The studies should provide data and statistics
during peak times of traffic and how the peak traffic times will be affected by any GAO
closure locally as well as regionally.
Traffic studies should not only include traffic on the main freeways but also must include
spill out traffic to neighborhoods along the 210 freeway and the 134 freeway. Further study
should be made regarding the use of local neighborhoods as pit stops or rest stops and the
use of local neighborhoods by truck transportation. Can these neighborhoods support the
increased traffic and use of their public roads? The traffic studies should also include
mitigation measures to prevent the use of local communities and the foothill as alternative
routes for excess traffic or truck traffic.
All traffic studies should consider the increase in traffic collisions and deaths along the 210
freeway from semi incidents including statistics and data to support such findings. The
traffic studies should also include mitigation measures to prevent the use of local
communities and the foothill as alternative routes for excess traffic or truck traffic.
In light of the additionally vehicle traffic and truck traffic in the proposed project area and in
the affected traffic area, the EIR should review all freeway connection ramps and how these
structures will be affected by increase traffic and especially increase traffic use. In
particular the connections from and to the 2 freeway and onto the 134 and 210 freeway



east. Will these connections be affect, will additional traffic congestion devices need to be
implemented, and will the structures withstand the extensive use by semi trucks.
Traffic studies should also include potential safety concerns throughout the 210 corridor and
hillside areas. These areas facilitate the possibility of run away trucks and potential high
speeds of trucks that could result in deadly accidents. What safety measures will be
implemented on the 210 corridor?
The traffic studies should also include studies as to over night parking or pit stops along the
210 and 134 freeway for trucks and how this will affect the local communities.
Even if the proposed project does not consider a toll road for the gap closure, a toll must be
studied and the impacts addressed since it is a potential and possible future use of the
proposed project in light of the heavy truck use of the 710.
The EIR should also study the impact on local law enforcement agencies such as CHP,,
Sheriffs and local police agencies as a result of the increase in local traffic, increase in
freeway traffic, and increase in community exposure to transient criminal activity.

D. Health Impacts
The EIR must have a significant study on the effects of increase traffic and increase truck
traffic along the 210 corridor especially in the areas of La Crescenta, La Canada, Tujunga,
and Sunland. The studies should specifically include the exposure of high levels of toxins by
school students who attend schools and play in parks within 1000 feet of the 210 corridor.
The potential for increased asthma, increased severity of asthma, other respiratory
disorders and the affects of the inability of students to participate in physical activity as a
result of the increased pollution limiting sports and athletic events.
The EIR must also study the significant impacts on the elderly in homes and assisted living
locations that are also near or adjacent to the 210 and 134 corridor.
Finally, the study should also consider the affects on air quality to hospitals within the area
of the proposed project and the affected areas such as the Huntington Hospital and Verdugo
Hills Hospital. The study regarding the hospitals should not merely include air quality but
also response time as to emergency vehicles and emergency services in these areas that
are already overwhelmed with traffic and traffic lights.
In light of the additionally vehicle traffic and truck traffic in the proposed project area and in
the affected traffic area, the EIR should review all freeway connection ramps and how these
structures will be affected by increase traffic and especially increase traffic use. In
particular the connections from and to the 2 freeway and onto the 134 and 210 freeway
east. Will these connections be affect, will additional traffic congestion devices need to be
implemented, and will the structures withstand the extensive use by semi trucks.
Traffic studies should also include potential safety concerns throughout the 210 corridor and
hillside areas. These areas facilitate the possibility of run away trucks and potential high
speeds of trucks that could result in deadly accidents. What safety measures will be
implemented on the 210 corridor?
The traffic studies should also include studies as to over night parking or pit stops along the
210 and 134 freeway for trucks and how this will affect the local communities.
Even if the proposed project does not consider a toll road for the gap closure, a toll must be
studied and the impacts addressed since it is a potential and possible future use of the
proposed project in light of the heavy truck use of the 710.
The EIR should also study the impact on local law enforcement agencies such as CHP,,
Sheriffs and local police agencies as a result of the increase in local traffic, increase in
freeway traffic, and increase in community exposure to transient criminal activity.

D. Noise
Studies must be conducted regarding the noise levels that will affect the residents,
business, schools, hospitals, and other facilities along the 210 and 134 corridor. Studies



must be conducted during different time periods of the day and during different days of the
week. The studies should not only include the flat areas along the corridor but also include
the increased noise levels that resonate between the hillsides along the 210 corridor. Flat
land noise is different from hillside noise and the studies should reflect both.
Studies must be conducted regarding light pollution as to the increased lights in night traffic
and the glare of headlights including the new generation of vehicle head lights including the
new LED lights. Additional studies and mitigation must be considered in the EIR for impacts
from daytime glare of sun light and the increase vehicle traffic.

If sound walls are being proposed as a mitigation measure, the proposed project must
identify all sound walls, how the sound walls will diminish the noise and light pollution, and
what impacts will the installation of sound walls have on neighboring properties.

4. EIR PROCESS
A. AREAS OF STUDY
The scoping meetings identify the project area in the San Gabriel Valley and specifically
exclude La Canada, La Crescenta, Tujunga, Sunland and other communities along the 210
west. The EIR PROCESS must consider these areas as areas impacted by the proposed gap
closure and study these areas with the same intensity and detail as all other areas.
Additionally, the study areas should study the impacts along the 210 east up to at least the
605 freeway.
The process should include all areas as one and not merely as segments of the proposed
project. The study should proceed to analyze the individual affected community and study
the region as a whole.

B. STUDY
The EIR should provide visual simulations of the proposed project and alternatives. The
simulations should be computerized as well as three dimensional and presented to the
community with sufficient time to be able to review and comment on the same.
The EIR must identify all pending and potential major projects along the 210 and 134 and
the affects of the proposed project in relation to any pending major projects.

D. COST AND RELATED ISSUES
The EIR should show a detailed analysis of the cost of the proposed protect, the costs to
any affected agencies and local communities, and the cost to all alternatives. The EIR
should discuss in detail how they propose to use Measure funding and the legal, and rational
basis of using said funding for the proposed project as opposed to other transportation
needs within the acad. The EIR should evaluate why monies are expended on the proposed
project while the county is reducing buses and availability of public transportation to other
areas of the county.

The EIR should study the proposed project and needs for transportation in the proposed
area in relation to the needs for transportation and expansion in other areas of the county
and rate them on the basis of priority and need.

From: Vanessa Ha [mailto:vanessaha819@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:56 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: SR710

To:

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director Division of Environmental Planning Caltrans, District 7 100 S. Main Street,



MS16A Los Angeles, California 90012

With this email, I hereby express my support of the Scoping letter dated April 9, 2011 sent by Stephanie Johnson,
Los Robles Avenue, San Marino, CA 91108.

Please address the issues in your EIR / EIS and mitigate the negative impact on Los Robles Ave. in the best interest
of our neighborhood.

regards,

Vanessa ha
626-278-3835
vanessaha819@yahoo.com
475 La Mirada Ave.
San Marino, CA 91108

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 12:22 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#57]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 3:24 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#58]

With this email, I hereby express my support of the Scoping letter dated April 9, 2011 sent by Stephanie Johnson,
e, San Marino, CA 91108.

Please address the issues in your EIR / EIS and mitigate the negative impact on Los Robles Ave. in the best interest

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 12:22 PM

710 Conversations [#57]

tom rath

trath@flatironcrop.com

(760) 916-9057

1770 La costa Meadows Drive

San Marcos, ca 92078

United States

Add me to the mailing list

the sooner the better

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 3:24 PM

710 Conversations [#58]

With this email, I hereby express my support of the Scoping letter dated April 9, 2011 sent by Stephanie Johnson,

Please address the issues in your EIR / EIS and mitigate the negative impact on Los Robles Ave. in the best interest



Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 4:11 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#59]

Name * Tina Gulotta-Miller

Email

(you@email.com)

*

tmgulotta@yahoo.com

Phone Number (323) 254-7776

Michael Larsen

m.larsen@mac.com

90041

United States

I have a suggestion

Stop the 710 extension project. Don't ruin our communities,

health and way of life so that trucking companies will be able

to do better business.

Scrap the 710 and create a railway from Long Beach to

Victorville. Let that then be the distribution point for imports.

Stay out of our neighborhoods!

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 4:11 PM

710 Conversations [#59]

Miller

hoo.com

7776

Stop the 710 extension project. Don't ruin our communities,

hat trucking companies will be able

Scrap the 710 and create a railway from Long Beach to

Victorville. Let that then be the distribution point for imports.



Address

6433 Crescent Street

Los Angeles, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

I am against the SR-710 project for many reasons. I don't believe that this projec

traffic congestion and/or be beneficial to any of the communities that you propose to slice through.

This type of project only continues to drive up its own costs that I believe have become too expensive

to even consider building here. Our state and nation already have huge deficits to contend with, so

why are we even thinking about spending a huge amount of money on a project that so few in the

public sector are supportive of?

We have not heard enough discussion on what the objectiv

to build more freeways. I attended many of the outreach meetings by CalTrans and found them to be

narrowly focused and crippled in communication to the communities involved. There are more

alternatives to transportation in Los Angeles and I feel that you have not explored all the options or

discussed with the communities at large how they will be effected by this project. In the end, no one

wants to hear that a huge freeway tunnel above or below their community is g

concerns and make life so much better for all. I see traffic congestion, financial burdens both on a

Federal level and State of California level, air quality issues, pollution, and a lowering of the quality of

life of the people that will be living either above or below this massive transportation project. And

finally, that the people of East and Northeast Los Angeles will be exposed to the h armful hydro

carbons that will be produced. I have read negative information on communities tha

interchange and we have many in Los Angeles. Why would we want more of this harmful exposure? I

know people will become exposed at levels they never thought they would be exposed to before and

become seriously ill?

6433 Crescent Street

CA 90042

Comment for scoping record

710 project for many reasons. I don't believe that this project will help alleviate

traffic congestion and/or be beneficial to any of the communities that you propose to slice through.

This type of project only continues to drive up its own costs that I believe have become too expensive

. Our state and nation already have huge deficits to contend with, so

why are we even thinking about spending a huge amount of money on a project that so few in the

We have not heard enough discussion on what the objectives are on this expansion and why you need

to build more freeways. I attended many of the outreach meetings by CalTrans and found them to be

narrowly focused and crippled in communication to the communities involved. There are more

ation in Los Angeles and I feel that you have not explored all the options or

discussed with the communities at large how they will be effected by this project. In the end, no one

wants to hear that a huge freeway tunnel above or below their community is going to ease traffic

concerns and make life so much better for all. I see traffic congestion, financial burdens both on a

Federal level and State of California level, air quality issues, pollution, and a lowering of the quality of

ill be living either above or below this massive transportation project. And

finally, that the people of East and Northeast Los Angeles will be exposed to the h armful hydro

carbons that will be produced. I have read negative information on communities that live by a freeway

interchange and we have many in Los Angeles. Why would we want more of this harmful exposure? I

know people will become exposed at levels they never thought they would be exposed to before and

t will help alleviate

traffic congestion and/or be beneficial to any of the communities that you propose to slice through.

This type of project only continues to drive up its own costs that I believe have become too expensive

. Our state and nation already have huge deficits to contend with, so

why are we even thinking about spending a huge amount of money on a project that so few in the

es are on this expansion and why you need

to build more freeways. I attended many of the outreach meetings by CalTrans and found them to be

narrowly focused and crippled in communication to the communities involved. There are more

ation in Los Angeles and I feel that you have not explored all the options or

discussed with the communities at large how they will be effected by this project. In the end, no one

oing to ease traffic

concerns and make life so much better for all. I see traffic congestion, financial burdens both on a

Federal level and State of California level, air quality issues, pollution, and a lowering of the quality of

ill be living either above or below this massive transportation project. And

finally, that the people of East and Northeast Los Angeles will be exposed to the h armful hydro-

t live by a freeway

interchange and we have many in Los Angeles. Why would we want more of this harmful exposure? I

know people will become exposed at levels they never thought they would be exposed to before and



I say NO SR-710.

Thanks,

Tina Gulotta-Miller

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 4:26 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#60]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 5:11 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#61]

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 4:26 PM

710 Conversations [#60]

Mary Cammarano

marycamm@sbcglobal.net

(626) 286-0565

1218 Palm Ave

San Gabriel, California 91776

United States

Comment for scoping record

Please complete the 710 Gap-Thank You

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 5:11 PM

710 Conversations [#61]



Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 5:22 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#62]

Name * Marilyn Smith

Lacey Wagner

lwagnero@gmail.com

(323) 552-8478

229 NorthAvenue 49

Los Angeles, CA 90042

United States

Comment for scoping record

I am completely against the scoping endeavor to pursue

viability for the 710 freeway connection. No one in this

community wants to see the 710 come through our historic

community neither above ground nor below. This is a huge

waste of time and money to pursue a project that,

or high water, our communities will not allow.

I want to see effort put towards alternative, less oil driven

means of reducing traffic within East Los Angeles and the

surrounding communities.

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 5:22 PM

710 Conversations [#62]

nst the scoping endeavor to pursue

viability for the 710 freeway connection. No one in this

community wants to see the 710 come through our historic

community neither above ground nor below. This is a huge

waste of time and money to pursue a project that, come hell

or high water, our communities will not allow.

I want to see effort put towards alternative, less oil driven

means of reducing traffic within East Los Angeles and the



Email

(you@email.com)

*

msmith72719@aol.com

Address

4469 Saint Francis Place

La Canada, CA 91011

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

I oppose any extension of the 710 freeway. I live next to the 210 freeway which would be directly and

negatively impacted by any extension (tunnel or otherwise). The noise already is intolerable, and the

truck noise is particularly terrible. When the 15/210 extension was opened, the volume of noise and

traffic increased by a large amount. Extending the 710 would have far more se

and render much of the residential areas next to the freeway unsuitable for residential use. Additional

freeway construction (an antiquated 20th century idea), and particularly a 5 MILE TUNNEL with no

exits is insanity. Worse, the traffic would dump right into a corridor lined with numerous residences

and schools. A rail system out of the ports to deliver goods to regional distribution centers makes the

most sense on all levels: economic, environmental, quality of life for those of us di

the traffic. Health and safety of our citizens cannot be sacrificed for the benefit of some foreign (or

domestic) company hoping to profit from the construction, or from a special interest group or union

whose members (few or none of who

transportation modes. The extension is wrong when measured by any meaningful analysis.

From: Joel Shapiro [mailto:JShapiro@fc.spusd.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 7:40 AM
To: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Cc: SR710Conversations
Subject: EIR/EIS for 710 Project

msmith72719@aol.com

4469 Saint Francis Place

91011

Comment for scoping record

I oppose any extension of the 710 freeway. I live next to the 210 freeway which would be directly and

any extension (tunnel or otherwise). The noise already is intolerable, and the

truck noise is particularly terrible. When the 15/210 extension was opened, the volume of noise and

traffic increased by a large amount. Extending the 710 would have far more serious consequences,

and render much of the residential areas next to the freeway unsuitable for residential use. Additional

freeway construction (an antiquated 20th century idea), and particularly a 5 MILE TUNNEL with no

ic would dump right into a corridor lined with numerous residences

and schools. A rail system out of the ports to deliver goods to regional distribution centers makes the

most sense on all levels: economic, environmental, quality of life for those of us directly impacted by

the traffic. Health and safety of our citizens cannot be sacrificed for the benefit of some foreign (or

domestic) company hoping to profit from the construction, or from a special interest group or union

whose members (few or none of whom live in the impacted area) stand to profit from antiquated

transportation modes. The extension is wrong when measured by any meaningful analysis.

Joel Shapiro [mailto:JShapiro@fc.spusd.net]
Thursday, April 14, 2011 7:40 AM

I oppose any extension of the 710 freeway. I live next to the 210 freeway which would be directly and

any extension (tunnel or otherwise). The noise already is intolerable, and the

truck noise is particularly terrible. When the 15/210 extension was opened, the volume of noise and

rious consequences,

and render much of the residential areas next to the freeway unsuitable for residential use. Additional

freeway construction (an antiquated 20th century idea), and particularly a 5 MILE TUNNEL with no

ic would dump right into a corridor lined with numerous residences

and schools. A rail system out of the ports to deliver goods to regional distribution centers makes the

rectly impacted by

the traffic. Health and safety of our citizens cannot be sacrificed for the benefit of some foreign (or

domestic) company hoping to profit from the construction, or from a special interest group or union

m live in the impacted area) stand to profit from antiquated

transportation modes. The extension is wrong when measured by any meaningful analysis.



Dear Mr. Kosinski,
Please see the attached letter, which I have also printed below. Thank you for your attention.
Joel Shapiro

Joel Shapiro
Superintendent
South Pasadena Unified School District
1020 El Centro Street
South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 441-5810, ext. 1100
(626) 441- 5815 fax

Challenging All Students for the 21st Century

April 13, 2011

Ron Kosinski
Deputy Director
Division of Environmental Planning
CalTrans District 7
100 S. Main Street, MS 16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

As Superintendent of South Pasadena Unified School District, I am writing to
express my concern regarding the potential impact of the SR-710 project on the
health of the children in our community. There are five public schools in South
Pasadena in close proximity to the proposed route of the SR-710 extension. There
are also private schools and pre-schools very close to the proposed route.

Numerous studies have pointed out that air pollutants from freeways extend
further than previously thought. In one study of air pollution levels in ten
Southern California cities, USC investigators found that proximity to freeways
poses a respiratory risk, and that this risk may be related to an increase in asthma
among children who live or attend school close to freeways. According to
“Science Daily” (October 21, 2002), people near freeways are exposed to 30 times
the concentration of dangerous pollutants. Two UCLA studies published in the
Journal of the Air and Waste Management Association and in Atmospheric
Environment indicated that people who live, work or travel within 165 feet
downwind of a major freeway or busy intersection are exposed to potentially
hazardous particle concentrations up to 30 times greater than normal background



concentrations found at a greater distance. A study by investigators at USC
published February 17, 2007 in The Lancet, showed that children living near
freeway traffic had substantial deficits in lung function development between the
ages of 10 and 18 years. According to lead author W. James Gauderman, “an
individual with a deficit at this time will probably continue to have less than
healthy lung function for the remainder of his or her life.”

A tunnel extension of the SR-710 Freeway also poses serious health risks for the
children of our community. According to an Australian study of 2009, tunnels
concentrate air pollution by 1000 times. A toxic cocktail of ultra fine particles is
lurking inside road tunnels in concentration levels so high they have the potential
to harm drivers and passengers. Not only would excessive pollution be found
inside the tunnel; it would also spew from four vents (each 100 feet or 10 stories
high) and at each end portal.

Based on the very real concerns regarding the impact of the SR-710 extension on
the health of the children of our community, it is important for the Environmental
Impact Report and Environmental Impact Study (EIR/EIS) to be as thorough as
possible. I strongly urge that a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) and Health Impact
Assessment (HIA) be conducted to analyze the potential levels of pollution as well
as the possible means of mitigation. At this time, there is no evidence that there
are plans to mitigate the significant health consequences of the pollutants that
would be expelled through the portals, smoke stacks, or other venting
mechanisms. There needs to be an analysis of potential hot spots along the
proposed route of the extension.

I also have a concern about the potential deleterious health impact on
neighboring communities, and I would hope that the EIR/EIS thoroughly analyzes
the health risks to the entire area affected by the proposed SR-710 extension. As
the head of South Pasadena’s public schools, I have a special responsibility for the
health and safety of the children of our city. Therefore, I urge you to include the
measures that I have mentioned in the EIR/EIS. I thank you for giving this matter
your prompt and serious attention.

Sincerely,

Joel Shapiro
Superintendent



From: ma3coop@aol.com [mailto:ma3coop@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 11:18 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject:
Hello, my name is Mary Cooper and I have lived in my
daughter Alexandria for 21. Throughout these fantastic years my daughter and I
some wonderful relationships with my neighbors who bring an element of warmth and security as we all
make a from the heart effort to look out for each other and each others homes. However, I have also
been under the impression for a large part of those 25 years that we would have an opportunity to
purchase these homes. In short, this neighborhood has been so
tremendous sentimental value and offers such unique character.
suggestion concerning the connection between the 710 to the 210 fwy which further jeopardizes or
perhaps eliminates the opportunity of that purchase ever becoming a reality that I hope for so badly.

This connection can be created by using the Hellman Ave. off ramp, increase public transportation,
complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 via the tunnel at Arroyo Parkw
Add two lanes to the 710 entering the 10 fwy in each direction.

Please review and take into consideration my suggestions it means a great deal to my family and I.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 10:03
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#65]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

ma3coop@aol.com [mailto:ma3coop@aol.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 11:18 PM

Hello, my name is Mary Cooper and I have lived in my beautiful home for 25 amazing years now and my
Throughout these fantastic years my daughter and I have come to develop

some wonderful relationships with my neighbors who bring an element of warmth and security as we all
a from the heart effort to look out for each other and each others homes. However, I have also

for a large part of those 25 years that we would have an opportunity to
In short, this neighborhood has been so great to my family and I that it holds

tremendous sentimental value and offers such unique character. I have listed below some alternative
suggestion concerning the connection between the 710 to the 210 fwy which further jeopardizes or

the opportunity of that purchase ever becoming a reality that I hope for so badly.

This connection can be created by using the Hellman Ave. off ramp, increase public transportation,
complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 via the tunnel at Arroyo Parkway.
Add two lanes to the 710 entering the 10 fwy in each direction.

Please review and take into consideration my suggestions it means a great deal to my family and I.

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 10:03 PM

710 Conversations [#65]

james flournoy

flurent@hotmail.com

8655 landis view

rosemead, ca 91770

United States

Comment for scoping record

In addition to comments on the inclusion of USGS shakeout

seismic simulations given at previous meetings the project

must consider the new USGS Multi Hazard demonstra

project "arkstorm" findings when considering hydrology

beautiful home for 25 amazing years now and my
have come to develop

some wonderful relationships with my neighbors who bring an element of warmth and security as we all
a from the heart effort to look out for each other and each others homes. However, I have also

for a large part of those 25 years that we would have an opportunity to
great to my family and I that it holds
I have listed below some alternative

suggestion concerning the connection between the 710 to the 210 fwy which further jeopardizes or
the opportunity of that purchase ever becoming a reality that I hope for so badly.

This connection can be created by using the Hellman Ave. off ramp, increase public transportation,

Please review and take into consideration my suggestions it means a great deal to my family and I.

In addition to comments on the inclusion of USGS shakeout

seismic simulations given at previous meetings the project

must consider the new USGS Multi Hazard demonstration

project "arkstorm" findings when considering hydrology



Lucy Jones USGS Pasadena is the contact

I am in favor of the most direct above ground project

many of the so called historic buildings/ churches are not

seismically safe in any case

It is discriminatory to treat South Pasadena different than say

El Monte or East LA for a simple freeway project

From: Jane Fleming [mailto:janeblessed@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:47 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Sr-710 COMMENT FOR THE RECORD

I would like to go on record to say that I am in support of completing the 710 Freeway to the 210

Freeway by what ever means needed to once and for all complete it. Whether it is completed by

means of bridge, tunnel, or surface

freeway.

I believe that more that 50 years to complete four and half mile freeway is way too long.. it needs to

be finished.

Albert Diaz

240 Hampden Terrace

Alhambra, CA 91801

From: Jennifer Perez [mailto:jennifer1069@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:41 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 traffic mitigation alternative

Hello,

I am opposed to connecting the 710 and the 210 freeway. I think that we can improve traffic

congestion by having signal synchronization it is a cost-effective way to increase street and road

capacity without major new construction. Orange County Transportation Authority, in partnership with

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), had success in Orange County. Why not Alhambra?



Sincerely,

Jennifer Perez

From: Carol Teutsch [mailto:cbteutsch@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:41 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Many of us submitted comments to Ron Kosinski

Dear sr710conversation staff,
Please confirm that email comments to Ron Kosinski will b
previously.
Thank you.
Carol Teutsch
841 Moon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90065
323 352-8079

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:24 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#64]

Name * Kyle Yang

Email

(you@email.com)

*

kyleandmh@gmail.com

Address

516 1st St

Manhattan Beach

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

Carol Teutsch [mailto:cbteutsch@comcast.net]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:41 PM

Many of us submitted comments to Ron Kosinski

Please confirm that email comments to Ron Kosinski will be accepted and confirmed as we were told

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:24 PM

710 Conversations [#64]

kyleandmh@gmail.com

Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

Comment for scoping record

as we were told



I believe that transportation options are too often geared for commutes toward downtown LA in the

morning and out of downtown LA at the end of the day. While this "normal" commute is of course a

priority, the project must also consider ways to increase mobility in the "reverse" commute direction.

People need to get from, say, south of LA up into Pasadena and other areas into the project study

area in the morning.

Secondly, I would like to comment that all buses, rega

go into carpool lanes when such lanes exist. Currently, at least on the 110, empty buses are not

allowed to travel in carpool lanes -

right to buses helps improve transportation and gridlock by allowing more frequent and regular bus

routes.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:22 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

I believe that transportation options are too often geared for commutes toward downtown LA in the

morning and out of downtown LA at the end of the day. While this "normal" commute is of course a

t must also consider ways to increase mobility in the "reverse" commute direction.

People need to get from, say, south of LA up into Pasadena and other areas into the project study

Secondly, I would like to comment that all buses, regardless of type, should be allowed at all times to

go into carpool lanes when such lanes exist. Currently, at least on the 110, empty buses are not

- this leads to them being late on their routes. Obviously, giving this

ght to buses helps improve transportation and gridlock by allowing more frequent and regular bus

reply@wufoo.com]
Wednesday, April 13, 2011 9:22 PM

710 Conversations [#63]

Luis Antezana

maxpower92@sbcglobal.net

(626) 375-3170

301 3/4 S Ave 55

Los Angeles, CA 90042

United States

Comment for scoping record

I don't want a massive tunnel built underneath my

neighborhood, Highland Park, with tax dollars and then

supported by tolls. I believe tax dollars can be spent in much

I believe that transportation options are too often geared for commutes toward downtown LA in the

morning and out of downtown LA at the end of the day. While this "normal" commute is of course a

t must also consider ways to increase mobility in the "reverse" commute direction.

People need to get from, say, south of LA up into Pasadena and other areas into the project study

rdless of type, should be allowed at all times to

go into carpool lanes when such lanes exist. Currently, at least on the 110, empty buses are not

this leads to them being late on their routes. Obviously, giving this

ght to buses helps improve transportation and gridlock by allowing more frequent and regular bus

I don't want a massive tunnel built underneath my

neighborhood, Highland Park, with tax dollars and then

supported by tolls. I believe tax dollars can be spent in much



better ways through out Los Angeles neighborhoods. I also

see this type of crazy construction as a hazard to the

environment. Again, i am against the 710 tunnel being built

underneath Highland Park or any other neighboring

community. Thank you.

From: Oscar Gutierrez [mailto:OscarAGutierrez@msn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 8:30 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov; concerned_nbors@pacbell.net
Subject:

Wed 4/13/2011 8:30 PM

We Never Wanted Your

Freeway, Highway,

Skyway or Tunnel. We

Reject Any Project You

Offer. Dig Your Tunnel

Some Where Else!



From: Valentino, Danielle [mailto:ValentinoD@metro.net] On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 6:51 PM
To: 'ctwiliams@yahoo.com'; ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Cc: SR710Conversations; cynthia.ruiz@lacity.org
Subject: RE: Comments for SR-710 Scoping Report, Second and final batch

Thank you for your submission. Please note that your official scoping comment has been received and
will be considered.

From: Tom Williams [mailto:ctwiliams@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:37 PM
To: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Cc: SR710Conversations; cynthia.ruiz@lacity.org
Subject: Re: Comments for SR-710 Scoping Report, Second and final batch

This batch completes comments from Dr. Williams.

--- On Thu, 4/14/11, Tom Williams <ctwiliams@yahoo.com> wrote:

From: Tom Williams <ctwiliams@yahoo.com>

Subject: Comments for SR-710 Scoping Report

To: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov



Date: Thursday, April 14, 2011, 1:36 PM

Attached are the first batch of comments for the NOP/NOI Scoping for SR-710 North Extension/Gap

Closure. At least one more to be transmitted before 5pm

Dr. Clyde T. Williams

4117 Barrett Road

Los Angeles, CA 90032-1712

323-528-9682 323-528-9682

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

From: Messner, Ernest L [mailto:ernest_l_messner@fanniemae.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 11:56 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: emessner@aol.com
Subject: Comments on SR-710 Extension
Please place my comments in the record.

I am a resident of LaCanada Flintridge. I live at 4556 Vineta Ave approximately 150 North of the existing
210 Freeway.

Please include all Pasadena, LaCanada Flintridge and Montrose in your scoping area for environmental
impacts.

Environmental impacts which I believe should be addressed are: increased noise on the 210 freeway,
degradation of air quality, and containment of known particulates (primarily discharged by diesel truck
engines) which are known carcinogens.

I do not believe a tunnel is a safe alternative due to its length and transport of flammable materials.

Alternatives to the SR-710 extension should include a multimodal transportation design to and from the
Ports to include train transportation to primary distribution points in Central California, Nevada, and
outside
the Los Angeles Metropolitan area. Public transit should be studied for an above ground fixed rail system
connecting either in downtown Los Angeles or in one of the South Pasadena/Highland Park/or Pasadena
Gold Line stations. I drive the 710 now, and aside from modest surface traffic during rush hours, there is
no apparent need for a freeway to carry passenger vehicles. Surface street signals could by
synchronized
and the transition road in Pasadena straightened - a modest expense.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my comments. Ernest L. Messner

From: Tom Williams <ctwiliams@yahoo.com>



Subject: Comments for SR-710 Scoping Report
To: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2011, 1:36 PM
Attached are the first batch of comments for the NOP/NOI Scoping for SR-710 North Extension/Gap
Closure. At least one more to be transmitted before 5pm

Dr. Clyde T. Williams
4117 Barrett Road
Los Angeles, CA 90032-1712
323-528-9682 323-528-9682

ctwiliams@yahoo.com

SCOPING COMMENTS

All comments for Scoping of SR-710 Gap Closure from MTA/Caltrans are sent:
Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director, Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans – District 7, 100 South Main Street, MS 16A, Los Angeles, California 90012
Email: Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov

The Comments below reflect resolutions and concerns expressed by the following organizations:
LA-32 Neighborhood Council Board of Directors and Stakeholders
NELA Coalitions of Neighborhood Councils (total nine)
Stop710 Coalition (NELA City Coalition)
LA Red de El Sereno (Eastside Café)
Sierra Club, Angeles Chapter, Transportation and Conservation Committees

SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Scope of Works for Consultant - Scoping Report
Background for Comments:
Review of the RFP from MTA and administered by Caltrans (CTs) for the current Scoping indicated three
primary objectives:

development of a range of potential solutions,
input on the purpose and need for a project
a revised Study Area.

The scoping sessions and others did not clearly state or provide the basis for public contributions to the
scoping that was to:

develop a range of potential solutions,
receive input on the purpose and need for a project and
revise the Study Area.

Comments, in Italics
The EIR/EIS must include either an extended scoping period or a combined scoping and alternatives
development and analyses phase prior to the initiation of preparation for the environmental setting and
assessment of conceptual/early preliminary engineering of real solutions (alternatives) in EIR/EIS and
responsive to the Needs and Purposes for the EIR/EIS.

The Scoping Report must provide a listing of the range of potential solutions derived from considerations
given during the Series 1 sessions and through these and other comments provided for the Series 3 going



on the record.

The EIS/EIR and any pre-assessment development must include and reflect the concerns and
considerations of the communities presented in the Series One, March, sessions of the “Scoping”.

MTA/CTs must review and revise and recirculate the needs and purposes which changed from those in
the NOP/NOI to those in Series 3 Scoping sessions and differed somewhat between verbal/visual
presentations and those provided to the public in hardcopies during Series 3 sessions. MTA/CTs must
extend the period of Scoping and requests further purposes and needs from the Public or agencies for
specific inputs to the purposes and needs for a project which must be provided in the Scoping Report and
serve as the basis for Alternatives Analyses.

CTs/MTA and the Scoping Report must assemble and verify a quantitative set of needs and purposes
based on Public and agencies’ comments as inputs to the process.

SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Scoping Background

As indicated above and elsewhere, the Caltrans (CTs) and MTA efforts have not been consistent, forthright,
and accessible, and they created an atmosphere of distrust and suspicion. This Lack of Trust, Transparency,
Info-Access, and Public Participation has focused on Low-Med Income residents and project opponents.

CTs/MTA must open the files and activities to full disclosure to any/all except for those items involved in
litigation or fiduciary negotiation. All preparations of the Scoping Report, Alternative development and
Analyses, and EIR/EIS preparation must be available on-line either in real-time or periodically (e.g., weekly or
bi-weekly) updated status reports with links to current drafts of information and documents.

1. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: General Comments - Scoping Report

MTA/CTs (California Dept. Transportation) must achieve a “rigorous” EIR/EIS scoping process through
use of the FTA approach rather than the more limited FHWA, which is bias to as yet undefined
highway projects, surface or subsurface.

The Scoping Report must include provision for additional comments for alternatives development
clarifications prior to selection of alternatives based on the final Needs and Purposes.

MTA/CTs must formally reply in writing accepting the submittal of comments on the NOP/NOI in order to
assure full inclusion of comments into the process.

MTA/CTs must provide a monthly update of activities and minutes and of scheduled activities and
meeting in order to achieve a “rigorous” EIR/EIS scoping process through use of the FTA process.

MTA/CTs’ use of “Gap Closure” shows bias/non-objectivity. MTA/CTs must achieve a unbiased and fully
objective approach for this project and use one project name – Recommend SR-710 North
Extension,

The EIR/EIS must include a full presentation of the “710 History”, previous RoD and its rescension , earlier
EIRs/EISs, Scopings, and full Fed Injunctions and their reviews of the multimode and how these
documents pertain to the existing environmental efforts and documentation.

MTA/CTs must provide accessible information on any and all environmental studies, reports, and/or



impact reports and statements for any and all related projects that are underway or have been
done and or completed near, and around the proposed 710 Project area and areas considered to
be affected by the “Gap Closure”.

MTA/CTs must provide for Steering, Technical, or Community Committee(s) and/or Working Groups for at
least three communities’ areas throughout the scoping, Alternatives Assessments, and EIR/EIS
preparation period.

MTA/CTs must clearly and specifically indicate what efforts have been made to provide information and
notices this information to the community of El Sereno.

The Scoping Report must provide:
Sources/models of projected traffic for freeways and arterials, presumably SCAG which will be

used in all subsequent analyses, projections, forecasts, and assessments as part of the
Alternatives Analyses and the EIR/EIS preparation;

Sources, access and availability, authors/operators, and funding sources/amounts
Assumptions: fuel prices, LA parking, Truck Bans, Toll Prices, O/Ds, capacities, LOSs
Assumptions regarding SR710 South Expansion and High Desert Corridors. (O/Ds)

1. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: General Comments - Scoping Report

MTA/CTs must extend the “Scoping Period” as the NOP/NOI, public handouts, and visual/verbal
presentations have differing “Needs and Purposes” (text, handouts, and CTs presentations) and
“Initial Study Area” (text vs map) and therefore the proposed mitigations and alternatives
cannot fully reflect the “initial Needs and Purposes”, depending on which sets are used.
MTA/CTs must recirculate the single operational “Needs and Purposes” and “Project Area” of
the “project” in order to receive appropriate comments “inputs” regarding setting, impacts,
mitigation, and alternatives (“potential solutions”).

MTA/CTs must extend the “Scoping Period” and expand communities’ participation as the scoping did
not present the issues of Environmental Justice even though such significant community issues arose
during the 1990s regarding the same project. MTA/CTs promotions and the Scoping program were
biased as the “Study Area” and Scoping meetings. As no “initial study” was presented to establish
absence, level, and significance –Low/Mid-Income resident impacted by thru-commuters–
Direct/Secondary Impacts

Meeting were disproportionately focused on white, upper middle class outreach with little or no
releases through Spanish, Armenian, and Chinese media.

Meetings were disproportionately focused on higher income areas with little or no releases or
promotions through media which focus on low-middle income residents.

More affluent communities benefit while less prosperous communities are impacted, and some past
alternatives which may be considered in the current process have used physical construction in lower
income, less affluent communities in order to reduce impacts of congestion, etc. in richer more affluent
communities (e.g., surface freeway through Los Angeles in order benefit Alhambra, San Marino, South
Pasadena and western Pasadena).

The EIR/EIS must include under SocioEconomic elements the economic and social status of areas which
are adversely impacted and those which benefit from congestion reduction and mobility/accessibility
enhancements. The EIR/EIS must demonstrate balances of impacts/benefits for each of the



benefited/impacted communities (e.g., each neighborhood council within the City of Los Angeles).

The Lead Agencies provided conflicting Project Needs/Purposes which has promoted Public Distrust of
the project development, The Agency Scoping session and some Public Scoping sessions (Series 3)
included in Purposes and Needs: “Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration cost
effectiveness and viable funding strategies, including public private partnerships”. During MTA
considerations of moving forward with the Scoping, Dir. Katz also included a motion amendment to
include financials in the EIR process and was approved by the Board. All EIRs/EISs include elements
under SocioEconomic elements in which such can be considered and assessed.
The EIR/EIS and Alternatives assessments and analyses must include financial and economic aspects for
each alternatives, including: local LACo jobs creation, labor vs equipment ratios, LACo equipment rentals
and uses, small/medium contractor uses vs state/national/international financial ratios, etc.

MTA/CTs meetings only included El Sereno, Highland Park in City of Los Angeles, although a third of the
Study area lies within the City of Los Angeles, third between LA and SR19, and a third east of
Rosemead/SR19. More meetings were held in Alhambra, South Pasadena, and Pasadena in the central
third compared to one in San Gabriel (eastern third) and original one then two in LA, western third. Two
meetings were held totally outside of the Initial Study Area Map and physical descriptions in La Canada
Flintridge and Glendale, while none were held in Monterey Park and East LA/City Terrace which lie
within the mapped Study Area.
MTA/CTs must extend the “Scoping Period” as part of the Alternative Analyses for rigorous scoping and
public participation in both Scoping and Alternatives development.

MTA/CTs must recirculate an updated NOP/NOI as the purposes and needs and the study areas
presented in the originals changed significantly or are different from those being circulated to the public
and to agencies.

MTA/CTs must extend Scoping and recirculate the NOP/NOI as the attempted education of the Public
and Agencies about CEQA and NEPA did not provide realistic information on how to comment on the
NOP/NOI for such a large Study Area of more than 100 sq mi with differing purposes and needs and
differing “project descriptions”.

MTA/CTs must recirculate an updated NOP/NOI as the project reported in the NOP.NOI differs from that
presented in the Agency and Public Scoping sessions. The NOP/NOI presented measurements, 4.5 miles,
and start and finish locations of Valley Blvd. (Alhambra and LA) and Del Mar (Pasadena). During
presentations, no project description information was provided and the presenters indicated all possible
alternatives, Surface/Subsurface, would be entertained from the Public or Agencies.

The Scoping report must include a full documentation of functionally related projects and of the project
assumptions which form the basis of the purposes and needs for this “project” covering an area of 15+mi
long and 6+ miles wide.

MTA/CTs must integrate with the nine-plus Los Angeles City’s Neighborhood Councils within the Project
Study Area and zone of influence and must incorporate them into the Alternatives Analyses process prior
to the preparation of the EIR/EIS.

The EIR/EIS must include:
Categorical declarations:



SR710 project shall include trucks or shall ban trucks and
I-5 shall or shall not include truck restrictions/bans once the SR710 project may have

been completed for trucks;

A comprehensive listing of all freight projects in the SCAG’s area from Port Docks to Logistics
centers or interstate rail shipments along with the anticipated flow capacities and volumes;

A thorough assessment of the needs and purposes of the SR710 North Extension project in
relationship to the overall freight system throughout the SCAG area and specifically any changes
proposed for I-710South, I-210 north of SR134, and SR14 from I-5 to SR138 and beyond;

A thorough assessment of the dependency of the SR710 project upon the I-710South project and
the dependency of the High Desert Corridor Project on the SR710 project; and

A comprehensive listing of project and land use development dependencies (including Altadena,
LaCrescenta, and Palmdale-Victorville) and assessment of growth inducements and secondary
impacts both on the up- and down-stream projects.

1. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Needs, Purposes, Goals, and Objectives

Some EIR/EISs simply state that ANY improvement, reduction, or increase fulfills the “needs” without
regard to any quantitative levels and levels of impacts.
Prior to the initiation of Alternatives Analyses, the Scoping efforts and/or EIR/EIS process must provide a
single set of all needs, purposes, goals, and objectives for the SR710 general categories of include
quantitative “Needs” and “Purposes”

General Regional Network – Qualitative – Goals, Needs and Purposes
General Regional Network – Quantitative – Goals, Needs, and Purposes

Regional Network – Any transport facilities considered as affected, benefited or
degraded, by the absence or future presence of the SR710 North Extension

Project Area Network – Qualitative – Goals, Needs and Purposes
Project Area Network – Quantitative – Goals, Needs, and Purposes

Project Regional Network – Any transport facilities considered as involved and/or
affected, benefited or degraded, by the absence or future presence of the SR710
North Extension within the Study Area of I-5, SR2, SR134, I-210, I-605, and I-10

Based on the written “Preliminary Purposes and Needs” of the Scoping Sessions, the Scoping Report
must clarify and incorporate the following comments by specific needs and purposes: The NOP/NOI
stated only two needs and/or purposes but during agency and public scoping other needs and purposes
were added in visuals and verbal presentations but without inclusion of all items in hard-copy handouts
to the public. Verbal requests for copies of the presentation materials were met with responses that the
client had not approved such, although they had been provided to others and include the following:

The Scoping process has not provided a basis for proposing potential impacts, related mitigation
measures and reasoned alternatives - Lack of project description – no physical project in a 100
sq mi area - created confusion as to what comments involved. Alternatives assessments and
analyses must be open to all proposed alternatives and every alternative must include a Truck



Ban and Truck Allowed Option with appropriate physical rather than regulatory restrictions –
e.g., clearances of 12ft vs 16ft.

All needs and purposes must be formally approved by both Caltrans and MTA and must be quantified
and objective and must be available and accessible via webpages to the public and must allow
for full public commenting. Following such, additional appropriate alternatives can be
reasonably formulated and presented. All proposed alternatives must be judged numerically
against quantified N/Ps.

All alternatives must be assessed in public and in writing, recommend webpage for each and must allow
for full public commenting on the alternatives and the assessment process.

SR710 North has been reviewed before the current efforts and thereby current needs and purposes
must be reviewed and compared to those of the 1990-2003 and those used for the 2006
feasibility study.

The Scoping Report must provide the historic and current needs and purposes for the SR710 “Gap
Closure” and/or North Extension, compare the different sets (if different), and provide rationale
for any changes from the historic sets to those proposed for the current efforts..

1. Improve regional mobility and accessibility for the movement of people, goods, and services
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels which must
include existing and future “growth” levels comparable with modeled levels

Improve – existing and alternative values, criteria levels of significance to Study
Regional mobility
Regional accessibility
Movement

People – individual cars, bus, rail, and others
Goods – Containerized, bulk, or break-cargos, 3, 4,5, and 6 axled goods trucks
Services – requires definitions or sources of terms

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and “Local Traffic”
(origins and/or destinations within the Study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 4 levels:
insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by numerical or percentage values.

2. Reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for –

Reduce – In feet, yards, - direct line, pavement lengths, travel times, etc.
“Circuitousity” – straight-line:route distances between origins and destinations
“Out-of-Direction” – shortest possible:fastest route distances for same origins-destinations
Network – any part of transportation facilities with more than 100 ADT involved in the Study

Area
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for the
“Network” used to establish the “routes” and distances – freeways, park-/expressways, highways,
arterials, and local streets between origins and destinations

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and “Local Traffic”
(origins and/or destinations within the Study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 4 levels:



insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by numerical or percentage values.

3. Reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local streets currently adversely affected by
diversion of freeway trips
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels and specific
listings for

Reduce – straight-line:route distances between origins and destinations
Congestion on Arterials – give specific classifications – Major Highways Class I or II, etc.
Congestion on Local Streets - Collectors or local streets – give specific classifications
North-South Arterials NE-NW to SW-SE respectively

Examples - San Fernando Road, Monterey Fair Oaks, Rosemead, etc. but
not Huntington, Valley, Main-Las Tunas, Mission, Figueroa
Clarify as to whether East-West arterials and local streets are excluded

Currently adversely affected – Within the context of the LA County provide basis for selection,
references, and screening for adversely affected vs unaffected.

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and “Local Traffic”
(origins and/or destinations within the Study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 4 levels:
insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or percentage values.

4. Improve regional travel time savings and thereby reduce loss of productivity associated with
congestion
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:

Improve – increase compared to what basis and time frames – current, 2035, or 2065
Seconds, minutes, etc.

regional travel time savings – District 7 summations, Study Area,
reduce loss of productivity – Driving, work, home and family, leisure time, etc.
associated with congestion – defined congestion and enumerate – LOS-F, F1, F2 , F3, F4,etc.

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and “Local Traffic”
(origins and/or destinations within the Study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 4 levels:
insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or percentage values.

5. Provide additional connectivity in the regional network for use by public transit
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for

Provide – bus stops, transit station facilities, etc.
Additional Connectivity – lineal footage, ramps, etc.
Regional Network – Study Area by freeway/figure, by operational origins-destinations, etc.
Use by public transit - MetroLink, Metro heavy rail, Metro Light Rail, Metro buses,

municipal buses of all cities within the Study Area.
All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each of “Through Traffic” (origins or destinations outside of the Study Area) and “Local Traffic”
(origins and/or destinations within the Study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 4 levels:
insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or percentage values.



6. Improve regional and local mobile source site/air quality characteristics
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:

Improve - increases or reductions in establish air quality values
regional and local mobile source[s] – estimate individual and operating mobile categories
regional and local mobile site[s] – estimated for mobile sites – e.g., north of Glenarm to

Foothill/Orange Grove in Pasadena, I-5 from I-10 to SR2, etc.
air quality characteristics – particulate matter – PM0.1, PM2.5, PM10, etc.

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each Alternative within the Study Area and throughout the region. Criteria Levels must be ranked as
to at least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or
percentage values.

7. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:

Reduce – as to area for categorizing – Airshed, LAMetro Basin, Project region of influence,
Project study area, Project Right-of-Way, etc.

GHG Emissions – CO2, oxidized CO, and CH4 (compressed natural gas; CH4 has 20x more effect
than CO2)

Mobile sources – including base-load coal-fired generation of electricity for transit, methane
production and delivery into buses and other vehicles, etc.

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each Alternative within the Study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 4 levels:
insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or percentage values.

8. Provide a project that constrains impacts in local communities to acceptable levels
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:

Provide a project -
Constrains impacts – Explain and quantify
Local communities – All neighborhoods with 2500ft of any alternative.
Acceptable levels – All project levels must be equal or better to existing levels.

All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each alternative within the Study Area. Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at least 4 levels:
insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or percentage values.

9. Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration cost effectiveness and viable
funding strategies, including public private partnerships
Also covered under separate comments specific to this subject.
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Assessment, and EIR/EIS must provide quantitative levels for:

Develop -
Financially feasible project – Include capital, financial, and operations & maintenance costs
Consideration – Requires fully quantified costs and schedules of expenditures and revenues
Cost effectiveness – Include Cost/Benefit as the primary indicator of effectiveness
Viable funding strategy -



Public private partnerships – excluding Design and Build
All quantifications must include actual levels for 1992, 2003, and current 2011 as part of existing
resources and for 2020, 2035, and 2060 forecasts for the project’s planning period and typical project life
for each alternative within the Study Area and any financial and funding relationships beyond the Study
Area, such as facilitation of tolling on other highway elements . Criteria Levels must be ranked as to at
least 4 levels: insignificant, recordable, important, and significant or fully quantified by absolute or
percentage values.

SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Financial Purposes and Needs

Resources, Impacts, Mitigation and Alternatives
Written handouts of Project Purposes and Needs did not contain the same statements as presented in
visual slides and repeated verbally as part of the Agency and public scoping sessions. Although direct
responses to inquiries for copies of the public presentations, no copies would be provided; a copy is
available through online sources at: http://www.bizfed.org/files/710NorthGap_ppt.pdf. Such online
sources were not made known to or referenced for the Public. The exception (last one in listing has
been discussed in a separate comment submittal and involves: Develop a financially feasible project,
taking into consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding strategies, including public private
partnerships

The MTA Board approval of the environmental considerations for the SR-710 North Extension/Gap
Closure included amendment statement to include the financial aspects. Throughout the scoping
process, presentations of purposes and needs by Caltrans has included:

“Develop a financially feasible project, taking into consideration
cost effectiveness and
viable funding strategies,
including public private partnerships”

Furthermore, Caltrans recognizes the EIR category: Economic and Social Effects -
“Economic or social effects of a project may be used to determine the significance of
physical changes caused by the project. Although primarily directed at physical changes,
CEQA regulations require that socioeconomic consequences of the physical change be
analyzed.”

“This means evaluating the impacts on an existing community, on religious practices,
and on business activity brought on by the physical changes directly related to the
project.” (Volume 4 of the Caltrans referenced Environmental Handbook).

Therefore, CTs/MTA must provide in the Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS full financial
analyses prepared for each alternative, including but not limited to:

Existing financial resources available and project alternatives’ shares of such resources
Project alternative cost estimates

Life-of-Project
Total Capital Costs
Debt/Financing Costs
Operations Costs
Maintenance and Replacement Costs



Funding strategies
Public Only
Public-Private Partnerships as F&B, D&F&B, D&F&B&O, D&B&F&O&M

Revenue Sources
Investor Assessment Only – Unsecured corporate bonds allowed

Public provides Rights-of-Way only,
Public Assessment – Either separately or combined with investor assessments

LACounty Sales Taxes, Gas Taxes, Property Taxes/Fees,
Betterment District Fees, etc.,

User and Beneficiary Origination Fees –
Container/Tonnage/Use Fees by Manifest- Ports of LB & LAm
Trucker Fees – fuel taxes, vehicle registration, direct user;

Beneficiaries and Impacted SocioGroups
Delineate and defined existing socio-economic characteristics of those who benefit and

those who may suffer impacts,
Delineate and defined socio-economic characteristics of those groups who benefit and

may suffer impacts during the Project planning period 2015-2035,
Delineate and defined socio-economic characteristics of those groups who benefit and

may suffer impacts during the life-of-project period (2015-2065+);

1. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Needs and Purposes and Screening
Written handouts of Project Purposes and Needs did not contain the same statements as presented in
visual slides and repeated verbally as part of the Agency and public scoping sessions.

Once the needs and purposes for the Project are established and quantified as indicated as the purpose
of the scoping, CTs/MTA must define and circulate sets of threshold criteria for alternatives screening
comparisons of alternative achievements as compared to detriments. MTA/CTs must use these threshold
criteria throughout the alternative development and screening process to ensure that the Project needs
as expressed in the project needs and purposes are met for both the regional and local systems in a
quantified manner.

2. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Project Description
The Project Description even within the CTs transmittal letter and attachments in the NOP/NOI for
agencies contains inconsistent text descriptions as follows:

Transmittal Letter “…710 Gap Closure Project…consists of constructing an extension of Interstate 710
from its existing northern terminus in the City of Alhambra to a new, yet to be determined terminus…a
gap in the I-710 corridor…distance of approximately 4.5 miles…An underground highway tunnel is under
consideration…may involve one of five possible route alignments.” Attachment to above letter: “The
proposed project…may include…surface and subsurface highway/freeway construction, heavy rail and
bus/light rail systems. local street upgrades, traffic management systems [no mention of multimode low
build considered in 1990s-2000s] and a no build alternative…contributes to congestion on local streets
and…regional freeway system. The objective…relieve congestion and improve mobility within the study
area.” (emphasis added; Mar.28, 2011)

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must clearly provide objectives (which requires



quantifications and scheduled elements) and perhaps longer term goals through the life of project, 2115
and coordination between goals and objectives and the Project’s needs and purposes. These texts differ
from the needs and purposes of the Public and Agency Scoping Sessions (Series 3). Here only two
objectives while presentations had 8-9 needs and purposes.

As scoping is required to clearly define the Project’s area and location the Initial Study Area contained in
the NOP/NOI does not and the Project area contains 100 sqmi, approximately 6+mi NS x 15+mi EW while
the text Description - West: SR2, North: SR134/I-210, East: I-605, South: I-10 does not conform with the
Image Description -

The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for any major transportation infrastructure
project must all clearly define the physical locations and the functional network elements of the Project.
The current NOP/NOI and presented materials do not clearly identify the Project, description, and
physical/functional locations. References to the five zones are not explained and related to the Project
location(s).

The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for any major transportation infrastructure
project must include the potential Functional Systems in which the Project will function and the
conditions of the same system without the Project. The Functional Systems must include any transport-
related projects or systems which may influenced or affected by the proposed Project – at the levels of
Metropolitan Network, Regional System, Study Area, and Corridor/Local Areas.

The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for any major transportation infrastructure
project must include the desired Operational Levels and Regulatory/Industry Standards and
Requirements, such as: expected volumes/vehicles per hour per lane or maximum percent longitudinal
grades for light vs heavy duty trucks and other vehicles (2%, 5%, etc. for up to 5000ft). Without such
requirements, proposal of alternatives and mitigation measures cannot be adequately provided and may
be unreasonable.

Materials provided do not clearly identify the Project’s basic assumptions for current and future
conditions related to the Project; the Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS for any
major transportation infrastructure project must include the basic physical, functional, economic, and
financial conditions assumed for the development of the Project, Alternatives, and mitigations.



The Scoping Report, any Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must provide estimates or assumptions, such
as:

Gasoline/Diesel Fuels of $4.50/gal by direct costs and Fuel Taxes
LA City Day-Parking Fees
Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach projections of containers imports/exports
So.Cal.Internatl.Gateway and Integrated Container Transfer Facility projections of containers

movements

2. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Project Description – Caltrans Lands and Properties
As part of the Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS, Caltrans (CTs) must provide a map and
listing of all existing CTs, State, and MTA properties which are currently unused for any public purposes,
are vacant, or have been leased for non-transportation uses within the Study Area as defined in the
figure above. The listing should indicate original purchase date, purchase costs, and current status,
whether occupied or vacant, perhaps as of January 1, 2011.

3. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Important Known/Suspected Resources and Expected Significant Impacts
During the Series 1 sessions, many community members listed the resources considered to be important
or significant within their communities, their current transportation concerns, and considerations
(solutions) as to how to solve such concerns. Some of these sessions occurred before and after the date
of circulation for the NOP/NOI but presenters stated that this is not part of the Scoping comments.

MTA/CTs must require incorporation of ALL public statements from participants during the Series 1 SR-
710 Conversations sessions into the Scoping Report and incorporate them into the Alternatives Analyses
and EIR/EIS for important environmental resources, current adverse conditions, and mitigation measures
or alternatives for the Study Area, for example:

MOST IMPORTANT RESOURCES
Mission Station/Farmers Market, Station/Farmers Market Trader Joe’s Home Town
Mission-GoldLine Transit Station Village
Huntington/Fremont Transit MultiFamily Neighborhood Villages (MTA258/79)
SoPas and Glendale Cities of Trees and Top-Recognized K-12 School Districts
Meridian-Garfield Historic Districts -1920-30s Old Transit Villages/Centers
Historic Districts -1920-30s Old Transit Villages/Centers
Short Line/Berkshire Historic District; Numerous Bungalow-1920-30s Transit Villages
Golf Courses, Brand, Wilderness, and other Parks, Forest Lawn, Equestrian
Great Views of SanGabriel, Verdugo, San Rafael, and Hollywood Valleys/Hills/Mountains
Green Hills - Ascot Hills, Elephant Hill, Barrett Hill, Montecito Heights, Monterey Hills
Arroyo Seco River and Valley
Small Town/Village/Hills Enclaves
Strength in Fusion – Hillside Ordinance/Manorization
Small Town/Village/Barrio Cohesion and Hill/Valley Enclaves

“Pride of Place” 1990s Env.Justice Suit Against 710 Tunnels
Alhambra’s 710 Degradation of El Sereno/Sierra Park
SoPas Isolation by Street Barriers along City Boundary



El Sereno Recreational Center/Middle School
El Sereno Downtown Planning by Community Members
Community Variety – Buddhist Temples, Korean Church and Protestant/Catholic Churches
Rose Bowl/Parade, OldTown, City Hall,
Huntington Hospital and Medical District
CSU Los Angeles, USC/LACo Medical Startup Facilities
Active BioMedical Adelante Industrial Development, CRA and Enterprise Zones
PCC-College, Ambassador and CalTech Institue
NortonSimons/Huntington Museums
South Pasadena and Pasadena City Libraries

GoldLine Transit Villages
MetroLink Transit/Amtrak Station
GridIron Roadway and Green/Walnut OneWay Couplet
MTA Bus 256-Community Supported for 4 years
Central Access to LA, Pasadena, SanFernando Valley, Mountains, and Coast
SanFernando Road and Colorado Blvd. Arterial Ways
Transit Villages - Maycrest, Poplar, VanHorne. Eastern, Collis, Monterey Rd., Soto/Mission
Buses 78/79/256 and DASH
First Single Grade-Separated RR Crossing

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Geology, Mineral Resources, Soils and Topography
A major Study of the geology of the Study Area was conducted and resulted in a statement that all
routes were technically feasible for various types of bored/mined tunneling methods. The Study also
found subsurface evidence of extensions of known “active faults” but although stating that they would
do surface surveys, none were undertaken and reported or documented. The geology of the eastern
half Study Area is complicated in areas and at depths through which tunnels may be constructed and
surface-exposed geological formation clearly show “faults”, fractures, and zones of overturning of beds
with significant displacement.

Although these are not formally designated as “active”, the EIR/EIS must conduct a thorough
underground study of any tunnel alignment with borings at no greater than 1000ft intervals and at
depths of no less than 300ft below surface (e.g, based on 3x tunnel diameter of cover over a tunnel
diameter of 60ft plus a margin beneath the tunnel invert/floor.
All faults, fractures with displacement of more than 1ft, and overturned folding must be further
documented and incorporated into designs and mitigation for ground stability issues.

Although the geological study discussed methane gas occurrences in the borings, the information
provided is inconsistent and undocumented with appropriate protocols for ground gases. Several
oil/gas wells occur within the delineated study area and some are not abandoned. Gas was attributed
to one formation but without appropriated documentation and apparent specialist knowledge of
ground gases, composition, and characteristics.
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must be based on appropriate well-documented
studies of existing well records (e.g., State DOGGR) and ground gases during every boring for any
purposes. A well-qualified “gas expert” must be used and a well monitored three-point monitoring
system must be used, similar to those used by MTA/RTD for the Wilshire segments of the earlier Red Line
Phase 2 along Wilshire and Fairfax streets.



4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Structural Geology, Seismicity, Liquefaction, Subsidence, and Landslides
The earlier referenced geological study did not include appropriate geological investigations of ground
stability. Geological materials may have been analyzed but the structural geology was not documented
for the five zones or the current Study Area. General statements of seismicity and “active faults” did not
focus on the documentation required for the EIR/EIS and especially for Alternatives Analyses.

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include a full geological documentation of all significant
construction and all tunnels zones and corridors, including:

All faults, fractures, and complex folding – surface and subsurface evidence
Microseismic monitoring for events of <R4 (e.g., 100 seismometers)
Groundwater levels – initial and seasonal (requiring piezometers in borings)
Ground levels monitoring (all past records, quarterly and later annual measurements)

The documentation must be based on 1000ft intervals within 3000ft of any significant construction and
all tunnels.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Water Resources and Quality – Surface Waters
The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include a thorough stormwater and waterway inventory
throughout the Study Area and must be used within the Alternatives Analyses to evaluate the current
storm water concerns of the Regional Water Quality Control Boards for reducing runoff and reducing
pollutants to surface riverine and coastal regimes.

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include annual and maximum stormwater, groundwater, and
wastewater generation for each alternative and the Project and any treatment required for discharge or
onsite reuse.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Water Resources and Quality – Subsurface Waters
The EIR/EIS must include a thorough groundwater inventory throughout the Study Area and such
information must be used within the Alternatives Analyses to evaluate the current groundwater uses and
disposition concerns of the LA and San Gabriel Rivers Basins adjudication and Water Masters. The
Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include an integration of the geological and groundwater studies
in order to properly consider the impacts of deep construction and surface development upon the
infiltration/recharge, movement, and potential uses of groundwater.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Air Pollution from Project Implementation

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include a thorough inventory, analyses, modeling, and
assessment of air pollutant generation, air quality, and potential measures to maintain and improve
current air quality. The basic approach must include the basic criterion of “do-no-harm”; existing air
quality shall not be degraded and shall be improved over the planning period up to 2035 and throughout
the Project’s capital improvements expected operating life, 50-100 years.



The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include air quality considerations separately for: 1) ONLY the
Study area, 2) a regional consideration for those areas where a “significant” change (e.g., 5% up or
down) can be documented to result directly from the Project, and 3) the Project-related air shed based
on AQMD delineations (e.g., east of I-405, east of US-101, north of I-105, etc.).

At this time, changes in traffic are expected in the I-5 and northern I-210 corridor airsheds based on
regulatory changes of truck traffic. The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include separate
assessment of traffic generated air pollutants based on Alternatives including any regulatory constraints
and requirements on modes of traffic (e.g., Truck Bans on LA downtown I-5) rather than physical
attributes of the Project (e.g, height clearance, lane widths, grades, etc.)

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include considerations of air pollutants generated during
both construction and operations of any “build” alternative. Air pollutant generation would generally
correspond to the construction value and duration while operations generation would generally
correspond to the number and types of vehicles, not directly related to the distances and number of
passengers and/or volume of materials moved.

Existing Setting - Conditions and Resources

As generally accepted, the Los Angeles Metropolitan area and the project area has been historically and
for the foreseeable future (>2030) the worst air quality in the United States, and some have
recommended a special category for California’s South Coast Air Basin. Similarly the South Coast Air
Basin (LAB) has the worst road congestion in the US and especially when adjusted for population
resulting from the long distant commutes by mostly single occupancy vehicles even with the most
stringent emission controls for mobile sources in the US.

The project area of about 100sq mi is largely residential or mixed residential and light commercial land
uses. The project is delineated by major congested freeways and interchanges which contribute to the
degraded air quality within the study area and the Air Basin, as a whole. Most cities and communities of
the project area have numerous mixed multi-family and commercial arterial corridors, except for
Pasadena which has a more traditionally defined central business district. Previous studies have shown
more polluted air quality along I-210 east of the I-710 interchange and around the I-605/I-10
interchange compared to the eastern half of the Study Area and to the somewhat more degraded air
quality in the western third of the Study Area; all levels in the Study Area are noticeably less air polluted
than the I-710 corridor south of SR60.

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include detailed 1000-2000ft interval model cells with
appropriate inventory information to support such modeling results to establish both short and longer
term air quality intervals for current conditions. These results on say a 1500ft grid must then become the
criteria levels for comparisons of impacts; any exceeding of the existing air quality would be considered
as significant. Similarly, based on the AQMD plans and projections of air quality, modeling of future air
quality through 2035 must maintain or improve (reduce pollutants) air quality without the Project, and
the Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include modeling results to show that the Project would
generate air quality levels equal or below the expected local air quality based on the AQMD plans
through 2035.

Few industrial zones exist within the project area and are generally concentrated along the historic



railroad corridors: near San Fernando Road, Monterey Road, Mission Road, and Valley Blvd. Most
industrial areas are considered as light to medium industries and integrated through community
redevelopment authorities; no heavy industrial land uses exist within the project area.

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include the many structured, combined, and unstructured
“Sensitive Receptors” contained Study Area such as:

CalTech, CSULA, PCC, Occidental College, LACC/Fletcher Campus, Ambassador College,
Adelante/USC-Biotech, Huntington Hospital, Alhambra Hospital, LACounty/USC Medical Center,
Southwest Museum, Norton Simon Museum, Huntington Library, Old Town Pasadena, Schools
(K-12), Churches/Temples/Mosques, Clinics, Parks, and Golf Courses (SoP, Alh), and Rose Bowl
Parades (Pas).

As throughout the South Coast Air Basin, the predominant sources of air pollutants are transportation
facilities, such as:

Congested SR2, SR19, SR110, SR134, I-5, I-10, I-210, I-605, and I-710 ROWs/Interchanges,
Union Pacific and BNSF Railroads’ ROWs and Yards (SCIG, ICTF, Hobart, etc.),
Taylor Yard/MetroLink (SanFernando Rd.), Mission Road Yard, Hobart, and Valley/AlhambraAve.

Sidings.
Few fixed or area industrial air pollutant sources exist:

Pasadena Power Plant-FairOaks/Glenarm (Pas),
Humboldt/Ave33 (LA), Valley/Medford/Fowler (LA), Mission Ave./Soto/Valley (LA),
Sycamore/Pasadena (SoP),
Westminister/Raymond/Mission Road (Alh),
Baldwin/Lower Azuza (Ros/ElM), East of Peck Rd. (ElM).

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must contain:
Full inventory of all known/permitted and anticipated (=future) fixed air pollutant sources,
Full inventory of all known area and line air pollutant sources and estimated air pollutant

generations from all area (>10ac) and line sources of air pollutants,
Full inventory of all known and expected sensitive receptors and corridors in the Study Area and

additional detailed inventories for individual receptors within 5000ft of any major (>$200M
capital works costs) project facilities

Monitored and recorded air quality within the project area – monthly/seasonal ranges and
resolution of at least four monitoring sites per square mile (less than 3000ft separation),

Calibrated and modeled air quality within the project sectors and area – monthly/seasonal
ranges and resolution of at less than 1000ft separation,

Urban Air Shed Model for project area and 5mile zone of influence, especially upwind – westerly
– downtown – including worst-case (maximum), median, and quartile wind
circulation/mixing conditions for study area

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include full weather (T/RH/WDir/WSpd) and air pollutant
monitoring of all expected pollutants and precursors (e.g., CO, NOX, VOC, PM10/2.5/0.1,etc.) on a one-
mile grid for at least one year and at least 1/month ballon-survey of stratification of weather and
pollutants up to 1000ft above highest point in study area; conduct monthly airborne LIDAR surveys for
particulates and NOX.

Potential Significant Impacts

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must provide and compare existing, no-build future, base-case



build alternative, and other alternatives for differences and changes of air pollutant emissions and
resulting regional and local air quality within the project study area.

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include:
Projected future air pollutant generations from all area and line sources of air pollutants for No-

Build-, Build-Base-Case-, and Other-alternatives ,
Seasonal and Annual air quality within the project area – monthly/seasonal ranges and

resolution of four modeled sites per square mile throughout construction periods and for
Year Two and 2035 year operations

Modeled air quality for each alternative within the project area – monthly/seasonal ranges and
resolution of at less than 1000ft separation within 5000ft of the alternatives’ operation
influence

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must identify those:
Significantly Impacted Communities - 10 highest levels of changes above existing levels for any

areas of 100 acres (1000+ft radius from model points)
Affected Communities - - Upper quartile levels of changes above existing and future no build

levels for any areas of 100 acres (1000+ft radius from model points)
Less Affected Communities - all areas with less than 25% increase from existing modeled levels
Less benefited communities - all areas within less than 25% decrease from existing modeled

levels
Beneficiary Communities - 10 areas with most reduced air pollutant levels below existing levels

for any areas of 100 acres (1000+ft radius from model points)

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include and identify those areas with any increased air
pollutant levels (reduced air quality) which include single “sensitive receptor” as listed above. The EIR
must identify also identify those areas within the upper 10 highest increased air pollutant and contain
any “sensitive receptors” within 5000ft radius. The EIR must include a “Health Risk Assessment” for any
area with one “sensitive receptor” and must include a “Health Impact Assessment” for 1) any of the ten
highest increase areas with at least one “sensitive receptor”, 2) and for any increase-areas with more
than one “sensitive receptor”, and 3) areas with two highest levels and two highest increases in pollutant
levels.

If an alternative has fixed sources of emissions, all sources must be assumed to be worthy of “hot spot”
modeling of the emissions and air quality degradation. If modeling indicates any increases in air
pollutants, the alternative must include mitigation to collect and treat air pollutants before emissions.
Fixed sources in any alternative shall not be designed to reduce ground levels to existing emissions levels
by elevating, heating, or increased fan velocity in order to dilute the pollutant levels; the solution to air
pollution shall not be by dilution and shall be achieved by treatment/removal of pollutants.

Potential Significant Benefits

As indicated above, the Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include and identify “Beneficiary
Communities (areas or zones)” within the project area and within 10,000 ft of the project area and
quantify levels/estimates of improvements. If improvements occur or are expected to occur at greater
than 10,000ft from the project area boundary, further studies and identification must be required.

Prospective Mitigation Measures/Activities



The EIR/EIS and Alternatives Analyses and assessments must protect Air Quality within the Air Basin.
Any Alternative which increases air emissions and degrades air quality within the project area and
modeling areas must include mitigations to return the area air quality to the existing ambient levels and
their continued declines throughout the mid-term period up to 2035 and to meet the SCAQMD’s planned
achievements for 2035.

If “Hot Spots” analyses and modeling of any alternative indicate increases affecting “Sensitive
Receptors”, The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include mitigation to return the air quality
modeled levels to pre-existing levels equal to the 2012 ambient, and the mitigated alternatives must
include receptor protection measures (e.g., air conditioning, filtration of intake air, interior air filtration,
etc.) to mitigate any risk of failure by the source mitigation.

If alternatives have fixed emissions sources (e.g., any device using fans, vent stacks or “natural venting”
through portal openings), all fixed emissions must be treated before release and shall not be “treated” by
dilution to reduce the pollutant emissions levels.

The Alternatives Analyses and EIR/EIS must include the following mitigation measures, as part of
mitigation for contained facilities, electrostatic precipitators and associated particulate filtration down
to PM0.1 with removal/treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any tunnel alternatives’ emissions to
equivalent to surrounding existing air quality without project.

The EIR/EIS must include the following be completed: an HRA and a socioeconomic impact study.
The EIR/EIS must include the following be identified and studied: air pollution impacts; global warming

impacts; noise standards and noise impacts; growth impacts; construction-related impacts;
aesthetic impacts; traffic impacts; maintenance and operation impacts; and impacts to the
storm water runoff and discharge.

The EIR/EIS must include the document will include Air Quality and HRA and The EIR/EIS must include and
assess concerns with the future highway projects not increasing traffic, air quality, and health
impacts.

The EIR/EIS must include the following: a detailed analysis of the effects of diesel particulates on those
living and working near the project; evaluation and examination of all potential health effects
caused by the project; discussion of traffic-inducing and congestion-producing impacts;
discussion of irreversible impacts to habitat, navigable waterways, recreation resources, and
water quality; and growth of goods movements infrastructure at the ports and in the Inland
Empire.

The EIR/EIS must include information about what trees will be considered to make the freeway more
attractive and voiced support for designated truck lanes and limited access.

The EIR/EIS must include and assess information about a fuel-saver transit system in response to a need
for public mass transit, pollution from diesel trucks, and traffic congestion.

The EIR/EIS must include previous documents and studies be considered. The EIR/EIS must include and
assess with air quality, cost benefit analysis, global warming, and noise.

The EIR/EIS must include and assess with noise and decrease in housing and quality of life.
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with public notification in the Study Area, traffic congestion from

trucks, health impacts, and zero emissions.
The EIR/EIS must include the EIR analyze a zero-emissions alternative.
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with health impacts and community participation framework.
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with health impacts in proximity to freeway, a threefold increase in



trucks, and the availability and legal documentation of the NOP posting for the proposed
project.

The EIR/EIS must include a tree planting project be incorporated into the project to reduce pollution and
noise.

The EIR/EIS must include cul-de-sacs created by the project be used as opportunities for the community
gardens, tree planting, and daycare centers.

The EIR/EIS must include and assess with air pollution and health impacts.
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with more pollution and SR710/I-10, /SR110, and /I-210 connection.
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with air quality impacts and reduction of diesel particulates.
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with pollution, noise and impacts to parks.
The EIR/EIS must include and assess with air quality and improvements for Study Area railyards (Mission,

Taylor, and Aurant/Alhambra Rd.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Air Resources - Noise

The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include a thorough and comprehensive monitoring of existing noise
levels at more than 20 different locations for each alternative at daily, hourly, and instantaneous/peak
(10 sec.) intervals within the project area and similar monitoring wherever modeled traffic would
increase over those at present. The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all noise
sensitive land uses including but not limited to the following:

Medical, Senior Care, and Children Care facilities and complexes
Religious and cultural facilities
Educational, scientific, and research facilities,
Recreational facilities and Parks
Major population concentrations – transit stations, commercial centers

The inventories must include daily, hourly, and peak/maxima levels within the sensitive facilities

The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include modeling of noise generation and projections within 1000ft
of any project elements in each alternative for both construction and operations. If modeling showed
any increases within the initial zones, the zones should be expanded to the limits of any increases within
and beyond the initial zones.

If noise levels are found to exceed those during the monitoring period, the Scoping Report and EIR/EIS
must include, as part of mitigation for contained and open road facilities, noise absorption and reflective
measures with treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any alternatives’ generation to equivalent to
surrounding existing noise quality without project.

The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include adequate mitigation for any increases over the ambient
noise levels by either controlling sources, interfering with noise transmission, or protecting sensitive
receptors.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Air Resources - Vibrations
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include a thorough and comprehensive monitoring of existing
vibration levels at more than 20 different locations for each alternative at daily, hourly, and



instantaneous/peak (10 sec.) intervals within the project area and similar monitoring wherever modeled
traffic, transit, or other vibration sources would increase over those at present. The Scoping Report and
EIR/EIS must include inventory of all vibration sensitive land uses including but not limited to the
following:

Medical, Senior Care, and Children Care facilities and complexes
Educational, scientific, and research facilities
Major population concentrations – transit stations, commercial centers

The inventories must include daily, hourly, and peak/maxima levels within the sensitive facilities

The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include modeling of vibration generation and projections within
1000ft of any project elements in each alternative for both construction and operations. If modeling
showed any increases within the initial zones, the zones should be expanded to the limits of any increases
within and beyond the initial zones.

If vibration levels are found to exceed those during the monitoring period, the Scoping Report and EIR/EIS
must include, as part of mitigation for contained and open road facilities, vibration absorption and
isolation measures with treatment efficiency sufficient to reduce any alternatives’ generation to
equivalent to surrounding existing vibration regimes without project.

The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include adequate mitigation for any increases over the ambient
vibration levels/regimes by either controlling or isolating sources, interfering with vibration transmission,
or protecting/isolating sensitive receptors, facilities, and equipment.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Cultural, Archeological, and Historic Resources
Approximately 10 years has passed since Caltrans completed an updated survey of historic resources in
Pasadena. Obviously, a large number of additional structures will have reached the 50-year mark and
will need to be researched.
Because of the potential adverse impacts on possible National Register eligible properties, the Scoping
Report and EIR/EIS must include a careful and thorough historic survey within 1000ft of any proposed
facilities or alternatives of the Project under consideration. The survey of historic properties must be
done by an experienced historic preservation consultant – and in cooperation with State Office of Historic
Preservation, Pasadena Heritage, South Pasadena Preservation Foundation and Los Angeles
Conservancy.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Hazards - Accidental, Natural, and Targeted Events
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include a full and thorough inventory, analyses, and assessment of
hazards from accidents, natural events, and targeted events (“events”) that could be expected during
both construction and operations of any “build” alternative. In general, events would generally
correspond to the construction activities and duration, while operational events would generally
correspond to the number and types of vehicles, not directly related to the distances and number of
passengers or volume of materials moved. Accidents would be more numerous as the modes become
mixed: motorcycles, sedans, SUVs, vans, mini-buses, full-buses, light and heavy pickups, long-distance
buses, and 3,4,5,6-axled trucks, while flow/capacity generally related in a direct positive manner to
accidents. Other targeted events relate to very different factors but would generally relate positively with



vehicular volume/flow and perhaps to larger vehicles with larger on-board fuel tanks.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include review of natural events,
earthquakes, rain storms, droughts, wind storms, etc., for the Study Area which could be expected within
the project operational life span, 50-100 years for major capital projects. The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS
also must include review of human/urban events, traffic accidents, pedestrian suicide attempts, etc., for
the Study Area which could be expected within the project operational life span, 50-100 years. As the
latter occur on a daily basis,

As generally accepted, the Los Angeles Metropolitan area and the Study Area has historically had a few
significant accidents within road tunnels as most “tunnels” are short and through-passage is rapid
(seconds to minutes). As these accidents have occurred they could be considered as a minimum level of
involvement and not a worst case event.

The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include review of accidental events, including a worst case of two
light vehicles and two heavy duty vehicles with a total fuel spill of 150 gallons, and worst case natural
events (e.g., >6R earthquake on the Raymond Hill or Alhambra Active Faults at depths of less than two
miles with periods of 2 minutes) for any alternatives.

So far, no reported significant “targeted event” has occurred in California although many suitable
targets exist.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a base case intentional “targeted
event” which can be based on the following:

Two light duty vehicles – moving through the project facilities each way (total: four vehicles)
Each vehicle carries two drums of fuel in rear compartments with attached road flares
Vehicles release their ignited road-flare on fuel drums onto pavement with maximum

longitudinal grades and speed away, occupants vacate thru nearest emergency exits or
sacrifice.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Landuse Compliance and Suitability

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all existing landuses
and relationship of existing landuses and existing landuse plans for the Study Area. The inventory must
also include all known transportation origin and destination studies related to the Study Area, including
any origins, any destinations, and any pathways passing through any part of the Study Area. The
inventory must further include all project landuse and demographic related growth during the current
planning period up to 2035 and expected for the life of project, up to 2065.

Landuse growth beyond 2035 must consider the assumed costs and availability of fuels for goods and
passenger transport by light and heavy duty vehicles compared to road and rail transits.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: SocioEconomics – Costs/Employment



The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all existing and
future CTs, MTA, and State properties within the Study Area and within 1000ft of any proposed facilities.
As part of the inventory, all existing occupants, residents, and site workers must be interviewed and any
cultural concerns, comments, and issues must be collected and incorporated into cultural assessment of
existing conditions and how any particular project alternative may influence the cultural aspects of those
involved in past and current property and community resources of public properties.

An inventory of all vacant and/or leased-rented properties must also include their current/2011
valuations and current revenues and expenditures.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventories of jobs and employment
for heavy construction and for transit and vehicle operators and maintainers within the Study Area,
Region, and County. Projected employment for Project related jobs must be quantified and located as to
the Study Area, Region, and County.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a full economic analyses of Study
Area and Regional conditions and economic and employment resources and opportunities and given
current conditions an assumed economic constraints of local, county, regional, and state resources for
both the planning period to 2035 and the life of project period to 2065.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all tolled
transportation facilities within LA County, SoCal/SCAG area, California, and the western US and their
charges, lengths, capacity and Levels of Services.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: SocioEconomics – Environmental Justice
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all existing and
future CTs, MTA, and State properties within the Study Area and within 1000ft of any proposed facilities
and the ethnicity and income characteristics. As part of the inventory, all existing occupants, residents,
and site workers must be interviewed and any cultural concerns, comments, and issues must be collected
and incorporated into cultural assessment of existing conditions and how any particular project
alternative may influence the cultural aspects of those involved in past and current property and
community resources of public properties. The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must
include an assessment of environmental justice issues within and amongst the State owned properties’
tenants, renters, leasees, and occupants based on direct interviews and audited records and assessed
conditions, valuations, and terms/conditions.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons of environmental
property conditions amongst the various communities within the Study Area and assess whether
preferential treatments have been administered for those involved.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory and assess the identified
“Beneficiary Communities (areas or zones)” within the Study Area and LA County and quantify
levels/estimates of transportation improvements. If improvements occur or are expected to occur
beyond the Study Area, further studies and identification shall be required to inventory and assess



prospective improvements. If improvements are generally restricted to the Study Area or if portions of
the Study Area (eastern vs western) show statistically significant differences, further studies of
improvements vs ethnicity/incomes/employment must be undertaken.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Secondary, Indirect Impacts Growth Inducements

Either as a Freeway or Tunnel systems, any infrastructure transportation road improvements are to
serve areas well beyond the limits of the improvements, and to integrate with other projects which are
planned, underway, or completed as an overall program or system. Therefore by the very nature of
roadway (infrastructure) projects, secondary and/or indirect impacts (both beneficial and detrimental)
are generated for area outside of the direct project area.

The SR710 is such a project and will generated secondary and indirect impacts outside of the limits of
the physical project. Some such impacts are further identified as “growth inducements” where the
intentional or unintentional consequences of the project spur the development of currently
undeveloped lands within the project’s “service areas” (e.g., Altadena, La Crescenta, LaCanada-
Flintridge, NE San Fernando Valley, Mint Canyon, Canyon Country, Palmdale, etc.).

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an inventory of all areas which will
derive any discernible improvement of transportation conditions due to each Alternative both within and
beyond the Study Area. Specifically special studies must focus on:

Ports of LA and Long Beach,
near dock areas south of I-5,
I-710 corridor (including 15,000ft either side) from the ports to I-10,
I-210 corridor (east and north, I-605 to I-5),
I-5 (I-605 – SR14) and SR14
High Desert Corridor and SR138

As the project’s life extends throughout the current forecast period of the So.Cal.Assoc.Govts. and
actually well beyond 50-100 years, major secondary growth inducement impacts can be expected as
typical of any such roads project. As this particular project has been deemed so vital to the entire
regional transportation region (e.g., entire San Gabriel Valley, 210 Corridor/Eastern San Fernando Valley,
and Palmdale), the impacts of its implementation may have even more spectacular effects in the region
and well beyond the 100 sq mi “Initial Study Area”.
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a thorough inventory, assessment,
and beneficiary projections for all area related to any transportation systems passing through the Study
Area. MTA/CTs may consider these areas for prospective beneficiary assessment for the costs of
construction and operations and maintenance. Such areas must also be assessed for potential
Environmental Justice issues.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Infrastructure – General Transportation

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must provide all transportation assumptions for
the planning (2035) and life of project period (2065) for each Alternative:



Fuel Prices
Parking Prices
Parking/Unit Requirements
Labor costs
Origins/Destinations
Passenger and Goods projections

During the SR710 Conversations - Series 1 Sessions, the Public provide many transportation concerns
and issues.
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include individually reviewed, compiled, and
assessed of the concerns as part of the general review of transportation and their relationships to each
Alternative, include the following:

Freeway Butchery – Northern and Southern South Pasadena
Truck/HOV/Bus Ban on SR110
N/W Bound Trucks on I-210 Avoiding I-5 – AND >2% ROAD GRADE – NO CLIMBING LANES
NOISE/DIESEL ON BOTH SIDES
SR134/210 CONGESTION AND RAMP TAILBACKS – HOV/LOS F 330-630pm
SR110>OrangeGrove Freeway SR/Fremont/Columbia>Pasadena>710Stub SR110>Arroyo/Marengo
SAN GABR. VALLEY/MONTEREY HILLS COMMUTERS IN SINGLE OCCUPANT CARS
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Planning in Open/Transparent Manner – I-5/ExpressLanes
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Transportation Plan for Regional Rail/Road Commuter Routes
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Plan of Rail Transportation in Open/Transparent Manner
Lack of SCAG/MTA Coordinated Plan of Rail Transportation for Container Freight
Lack of SCAG/MTA Fuel Taxes and Plans for Transportation/Landuse Planning
Losses of DASH/MTA Feeder and Workers’ buses - <25% San Gabriel Bus Commuters

Lack of SCAG/MTA Fuel Taxes and Parking Fees for Transportation/Landuse Planning
Inadequate Last Mile Transport feeders (DASH, etc.) and Pedestrian/Transit Villages/Centers.
W-E Commuters based on single occupancy vehicles – 95% on Huntington, Valley, and Figueroa
LA DoT pays for 85% of commuters from east of the 710 Corridor – Let the Beneficiaries Pay – Need

congestion pricing zone for non-transit passengers = ExpressDistricts
Cheap downtown parking rewards single occupancy commuters, low income forced to transit
Past fuel prices supported single occupancy WSGValley vehicles and higher transport O&M for LACity;

future much higher fuel prices must be reflected in transport
Lack of Connector Road to Mission Road, not Alhambra Ave., Shared Sacrifices.
Lack of Alhambra congestion reduction measures, purposefully making worst, to get ???
Lack of Fed, State, LACo funds = PPP + Traffic Assessment/Parking Districts + Congestion $20-Tolls.
Freeway Butchery – Via SR110 – Northern/Southern and SR710 Eastern/Western South Pasadena
–SR2, SR134, I-5, and I-210 –FarWest, SouthCentral, NorthCentral, East, & North
– I-10 City Terrace/Ramona Gardens - Marengo-CityTerr.-Ram.-Garvey

SR110 Truck/HOV/Bus Ban forces traffic to Figueroa and Huntington
Truck/HOV/Bus Ban on SR110 and Diversions to Figueroa, Monterey Road, and Fremont/FairOaks
SR110/Fremont/FairOaks/Garfield Congestion/Ramp-Tailbacks(OrangeGrove and FairOaks)
NO Arterial Management for Fremont, FairOaks, Garfield, Huntington, and Monterey Road
Orange Grove Freeway – Signals Synchronization for Pasadena/Fremont Thru Commuters (5-7%,
Huntington Freeway – Signals Synchronization for the Good of San Marino Commuters (5-7%, 2+)
Huntington and Monterey Rd Thru-Traffic Congestion Sacrifices Local TrafficMTA GoldLine – Disregard of
At-Grade Crossings and Lack of Parking Poor ADA Compiance
Poor MTA Thru-Bus Routings Lack of Adequate Feeders/Shuttles – First/Last Miles Connections
Protecting N-S Route of Bus 258…Ridership/Productivity/Service
Poor MTA Thru-Bus Routings Lack of Adequate Feeders/Shuttles – First/Last Miles Connections
Lack of Local Feeders/Shuttles for NE/SW MultiFamily Villages - First/Last Mile Problems



Historic SoPas Isolation/Segregation from LA, El Sereno and Garvanza
Historic Separation/Isolation of Multi/Single Family Developments
LACK of CaHSRA Coordinated Plan of Routing/Stations in Open/Transparent Manner
Commuter GAPS - <10% Multi-Occupancies – Few Car/VanPools
Caltrans’ GAP – SR2 and SR-134 why not Interstate Ranking
Truck/HOV/Bus Congestion on SR and Diversions to SR134/SR2/I-210
NO Arterial/2/134/I-5 Ramp Management- Colorado, Brand, SanFernando: Congestion/Tailbacks
Colorado, Brand, SanFernando, ArterialWays – Intersections and Signals Synchronization
SanFernandoRd ArterialWay – Signals Synchronization for the Good of Northern Commuters
Thru-Traffic Congestion Sacrifices Local Traffic

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Highways
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all infrastructure road
systems and individually by segments of 5000ft each within the Study Area.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Local Roads
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all infrastructure
LACo Call for Projects 2007, 2009, 2011 and after

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Mainline Railroads
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all current Mainline
Railroads, rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the Study Area and those transportation
corridors related thereto. The inventory shall also include current status and information regarding all
planned and prospective new facilities (e.g., GRID, SCIG, ICTF, Colton, Mission, and Taylor yards) through
the planning period up to 2035 and those expected throughout the remainder of the Project’s operating
life to at least 2065. The inventory must be included for Alternatives Analyses in order to support
development of Alternatives related to heavy rail systems for goods, services, and passengers.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Rail Transit
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all current
infrastructure – rail transit, rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the Study Area and those
transportation corridors related thereto, including prospective Gap Closures (e.g., North Gold Line to
North Hollywood and Gold Line – North to South. The inventory shall also include current status and
information regarding all planned and prospective new facilities (e.g., Gold Line, Orange Line, MetroLink,
etc.) through the planning period up to 2035 and those expected throughout the remainder of the
Project’s operating life to at least 2065. The inventory must be included for Alternatives Analyses in
order to support development of Alternatives related to transit rail systems for services and passengers,
and perhaps goods.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS



RE: Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Transportation – Road Transit
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all current
infrastructure – road transit, mixed and dedicated rights-of-way, facilities, and capacities within the
Study Area and those transportation corridors related thereto, including prospective Gap Closures. The
inventory shall also include current status and information regarding all planned and prospective new
facilities (e.g., integrated road/rail stations for Gold Line, Orange Line, MetroLink, transit villages, inter-
modal connections [MTA 256 and Gold Line], etc.) through the planning period up to 2035 and those
expected throughout the remainder of the Project’s operating life to at least 2065. The inventory must
be included for Alternatives Analyses in order to support development of Alternatives related to transit
road systems for services and passengers.

4. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Infrastructure Resources and Plans – Services – Sewerage and Drainage
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include inventory of all infrastructure
utilities and services resources currently supporting the Study Area and those planned by State, County,
and Local agencies at least through the regional planning period to 2035 and forecasted or expected
throughout the typical capital project life of 2015-2065.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include all infrastructure utilities and
services resources required by each Alternative and through comparisons of all Alternatives for the
Project.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons of all infrastructure
utilities and services resources required by each Alternative and available supporting existing and
expected facilities and systems. If any alternative’s utilities and services requirements cause the regional
services ratios to fall below their levels of services without the Project, the Project alternative must
include compensation/mitigation to raise service levels back to those expected without the Project.

5. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Mitigations
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS each must include mitigation measures for each
Alternative; however, without a defined base case alternative prospective mitigation measures,
activities, and compensation cannot be readily defined. MTA/CTs must provide a reasonable opportunity
for the Public to participate in the Alternatives Analyses in order to provide the opportunity for the Public
to provide Scoping inputs for each Alternative of concern for the Public as this has not been available
during the “Scoping” process, Series 3 sessions.

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Alternatives – General
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include “all possible” transportation
alternatives as emphasized throughout all Scoping Series 3, SR710 Conversations without any limits
other than the Study Area figure. Therefore the Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include the wider range
of alternatives than those indicated in the NOP/NOI/Scoping listings of:

Route Neutral Surface and Subsurface Highway/Freeway
Heavy Passenger and Freight Rail Improvements



Bus and Light Rail System Improvements
Local Street Upgrades
Signal synchronization
Pedestrian and Bike Access Improvements
Traffic Management Systems
No Build

and then included all five Zones (Geotechnical/Technical Feasibility Study).

Throughout the NOP/NOI and all three series of SR710 Conversations, presentation included the federal
court’s review of the 1990s “Multi-Mode Low-Build” alternative which was judged not to have been
adequately reviewed and appraised by CTs as part of the Federal jurisdiction.
The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must specifically include updated Multi-Mode Alternatives even though
not specifically listed by the NOP/NOI.

During the SR710 Conversations, Series 1, various “Considerations” included various additional
Alternatives categories:

MultiMode Improved freeway ramp access from Foothill and LaTunaCanyon...
Freight on Rails - Improve Alameda Corridor and UP/BNSF thru SFValley to Palmdale
Fix Transit Gaps – Gold Line West Extension to Orange Line

and Rosemead/SR19 Gold Line North/South connector
Truck ban on I-210 due to road grades in excess of 2% - 710>134>I5

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include alternatives derived from the Series
1 Considerations.

The Scoping Report and EIR/EIS must include the following general categories of alternatives:
Tunnels with and without trucks

from SR710 South Stub to I-5, SR2, SR134, and I-210 and
from I-10 to I-210 east of Fremont Ave.
Based on MTA/PPP
Based on MTA/Parsons-Brinkerhoof Study and Geotechnical Study

Surface or Elevated Roadways with and without trucks
from SR710 South Stub to I-5, SR2, SR134, and I-210 and
from I-10 to I-210 east of Fremont Ave.

Surface and Elevated Highway Limited Connectors within the Study Area (1-2 miles)
MultiMode – Connector facilities and many other road improvements of existing facilities
MultiMode – Improvements of existing facilities without Connectors
BusRapidTransit – Road improvements focused entirely on improved bus movements
Multimodal transportation landscape of South Pasadena applied throughout the Study Area

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Subsurface Alternatives
Subsurface Alternatives herein do not include limited or extended “Cut-and-Cover” subsurface facilities
as they are more similar to “subgrade” or “depressed section” surface freeways.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include a wide range of possible subsurface
road facilities, beyond those considered under the earlier 2006 and January 2011 conceptual designs for
the “Meridian” tunnel route (through the Zone 3). The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and
EIR/EIS must include the Meridian Tunnel Alternatives of MTA/PPP of 2010-11 and the MTA/P-B of 2006,



see figure below.

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following subsurface,
bored/mined tunnel systems for the following corridors:

1. Far West – I-10/I-710 to south end of Mt Washington and thence to I-5 (Zone 1, southern
alignment);

2. West – I-10/I-710 to mid west side of Mt Washington and thence to the I-5/SR2 interchange
(Zone 1, northerly alignment);

3. West-Central – I-10/I-710 to north end of Mt Washington and thence to equivalent of Ave 38
and Eagle Rock Blvd. (north of intersection with Verdugo, southern alignment in Zone 2);

4. West-Central – I-10/I-710 to SR134 at San Rafael Interchange, west of I-210 (far west
alignment in Zone 3, West-Garvanza)

5. Central – I-10/I-710 to north stub end of I-710/I-210 (St.Johns/Pasadena north of California,
central alignment in Zone 3, beneath Alhambra City);

6. PPP Item 2 January 2011 Tunnel of 21,000 ft total project and thereby Alhambra Ave to
California Blvd., X2 - x3 TBM Diam. Covers, WITHOUT connector bridges and viaducts

7. P-B 2006 Tunnel of 21,000 ft total project from thereby Alhambra Ave to California Blvd., X2 -
x3 TBM Diam. Covers, WITH connector bridges and viaducts to the existing I-710 Stub at
Valley Blvd.

8. East-Central – I-10/I-710 to north end of SR110 at Glenarm thence to I-210 easterly alignment
in Zone 3)

9. West-Far East – I-10 to I-210 (Zone 3 Palm/Marengo SR110-Arroyo)
10. Central-Far East – I-10 to I-210 (Zone 4/5 San Marino)
11. East-Far East – I-10 to I-210 beneath Rosemead SR19 (Zone 5)

As exampled in figure below for western two-thirds of Study Area:

In all above subsurface alternatives, the Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include
addition alternative subsets for the initial road alternative WITH and WITHOUT

Two-three times tunnel diameters for tunnel cover above the tunnel crown



Trucks and Truck Lanes and Truck Climbing Lanes
Ban Trucks of 3-4 axles and loads of 20,000 lbs gross – 3-4% Grades
Ban Trucks of 4-6 axles and loads of 40,000 lbs gross – 2% Grades

Tunnel covers of times two and times three
“Bus Rapid Transit” HOV lanes
South Portals entirely south of Valley Blvd.
South Portals entirely south of I-10**
North Portals entirely north of California Blvd.
North Portals entirely north of I-210

**The EIR/EIS must include tunnel alternatives with portal beginning and ending south of I-10 and with
tunnels beginning from the south side of I-10, leaving the existing south I-710 Stub with minor
modifications for Hellman Ramp/Interchange and for Connector from Valley to West Mission Rd. in
Alhambra.

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Surface Alternatives – At Grade to +20ft above to -20ft below ground levels
Development of surface alternatives is based on the basic approach of “Let those who benefit provide
the corridor and endure the solutions”. As established at present and future, congestion on N-S arterials
lies primarily within the city of Alhambra and thereby surface alternatives must lie within Alhambra on
the south and Pasadena on north and may pass through San Marino and/or South Pasadena. No
alternatives should be routed through adjacent communities without demonstrated and approved
significant community benefits.

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must clearly include those surface alternatives
which achieve the needs and purposes within those areas where congestion relief and other
improvements are required or realized. Similarly alternatives must be excluded where those alternatives
benefit communities beyond the project implementation areas while inflicting impacts on communities
which do not realize benefits.

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following N-S Full length (I-10 to
I-210) surface alternatives:

West-Alhambra - Fremont /SR110 Corridor with interchanges at
Alhambra City - Mission Rd./Main
South Pasadena - Huntington Drive or SR110
Pasadena – California Blvd.

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, 7mile Road w of I-
605 and e of SR2) with interchanges at

East Pasadena
East of Huntington Library
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead
Monterey Park (I-10)
Montebello (SR60)

Rosemead/SR19 – I-210-SR60 with interchanges at
I-10
Mission Road
Huntington Drive



6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Viaduct/Elevated Highway Alternatives (20-35ft height)
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include full length elevated alternatives
along the same routes from I-10 to I-210:

West-Alhambra - Fremont /SR110 Corridor with interchanges at
Alhambra City - Mission Rd./Main
South Pasadena - Huntington Drive or SR110
Pasadena – California Blvd.

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, 7mile Road W of I-605 and E
of SR2) with interchanges at

East Pasadena
East of Huntington Library
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead
Monterey Park (I-10)

Rosemead/SR19 – I-210-SR60 with interchanges at
I-10
Mission Road
Huntington Drive

Such elevated viaducts have been constructed in many California and other states, such as -
http://thei81challenge.org/cm/ResourceFiles/resources/Austin.pdf

I-81, Austin http://www.texasfreeway.com/Austin/photos/183/183.shtml

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Viaduct/Elevated/Surface “Connector Roads” Alternatives
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an intermediate Build-Project
Alternative including numerous highway connector elements between existing highway elements but not
connecting the full N-S dimension of the Study Area; these must include as a minimum:

West- South End - Alhambra City
Mission Rd. and separately or combined-Mission-Meridian-Main/Huntington Drive



Hellman-CSULA
Hellman-Fremont (North and South of I-10)
Valley-Palm/Mission-Palm/Main-Marengo/Alhambra Road

West-North End – Pasadena
SR110-Arroyo-I-210
SR110-SR710 North Stub

Other prospective Connectors:
Central-Mid Valley Corridor

East Pasadena – I-210 to Huntington
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead – I-10 to Mission
Monterey Park – I-10 to Garvey

Rosemead/SR19 –
I-210 to Huntingtont
I-210 to Foothill/SierraMadre
I-10 to Mission Road/LasTunas

South Connectors

North Connectors

t



In all above subsurface alternatives, the Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include
addition alternative subsets for the initial road alternative WITH and WITHOUT

Two-three times tunnel diameters for tunnel cover above the tunnel crown
Trucks and Truck Lanes and Truck Climbing Lanes

Ban Trucks of 3-4 axles and loads of 20,000 lbs gross – 3-4% Grades
Ban Trucks of 4-6 axles and loads of 40,000 lbs gross – 2% Grades

Tunnel covers of times two and times three
“Bus Rapid Transit” HOV lanes
South Portals entirely south of Valley Blvd.
South Portals entirely south of I-10**
North Portals entirely north of California Blvd.
North Portals entirely north of I-210

**The EIR/EIS must include tunnel alternatives with portal beginning and ending south of I-10 and with
tunnels beginning from the south side of I-10, leaving the existing south I-710 Stub with minor
modifications for Hellman Ramp/Interchange and for Connector from Valley to West Mission Rd. in
Alhambra.

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Surface Alternatives – At Grade to +20ft above to -20ft below ground levels
Development of surface alternatives is based on the basic approach of “Let those who benefit provide
the corridor and endure the solutions”. As established at present and future, congestion on N-S arterials



lies primarily within the city of Alhambra and thereby surface alternatives must lie within Alhambra on
the south and Pasadena on north and may pass through San Marino and/or South Pasadena. No
alternatives should be routed through adjacent communities without demonstrated and approved
significant community benefits.

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must clearly include those surface alternatives
which achieve the needs and purposes within those areas where congestion relief and other
improvements are required or realized. Similarly alternatives must be excluded where those alternatives
benefit communities beyond the project implementation areas while inflicting impacts on communities
which do not realize benefits.

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following N-S Full length (I-10 to
I-210) surface alternatives:

West-Alhambra - Fremont /SR110 Corridor with interchanges at
Alhambra City - Mission Rd./Main
South Pasadena - Huntington Drive or SR110
Pasadena – California Blvd.

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, 7mile Road w of I-
605 and e of SR2) with interchanges at

East Pasadena
East of Huntington Library
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead
Monterey Park (I-10)
Montebello (SR60)

Rosemead/SR19 – I-210-SR60 with interchanges at
I-10
Mission Road
Huntington Drive

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Viaduct/Elevated Highway Alternatives (20-35ft height)
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include full length elevated alternatives
along the same routes from I-10 to I-210:

West-Alhambra - Fremont /SR110 Corridor with interchanges at
Alhambra City - Mission Rd./Main
South Pasadena - Huntington Drive or SR110
Pasadena – California Blvd.

Central-Mid Valley Corridor (New-San Marino-Ramona-Greenwood, 7mile Road W of I-605 and E
of SR2) with interchanges at

East Pasadena
East of Huntington Library
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead
Monterey Park (I-10)

Rosemead/SR19 – I-210-SR60 with interchanges at
I-10
Mission Road
Huntington Drive



Such elevated viaducts have been constructed in many California and other states, such as -
http://thei81challenge.org/cm/ResourceFiles/resources/Austin.pdf

I-81, Austin http://www.texasfreeway.com/Austin/photos/183/183.shtml

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Viaduct/Elevated/Surface “Connector Roads” Alternatives
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include an intermediate Build-Project
Alternative including numerous highway connector elements between existing highway elements but not
connecting the full N-S dimension of the Study Area; these must include as a minimum:

West- South End - Alhambra City
Mission Rd. and separately or combined-Mission-Meridian-Main/Huntington Drive
Hellman-CSULA
Hellman-Fremont (North and South of I-10)
Valley-Palm/Mission-Palm/Main-Marengo/Alhambra Road

West-North End – Pasadena
SR110-Arroyo-I-210
SR110-SR710 North Stub

Other prospective Connectors:
Central-Mid Valley Corridor

East Pasadena – I-210 to Huntington
San Gabriel /W.Rosemead – I-10 to Mission
Monterey Park – I-10 to Garvey

Rosemead/SR19 –
I-210 to Huntingtont
I-210 to Foothill/SierraMadre
I-10 to Mission Road/LasTunas

South Connectors



North Connectors

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives/Multi-Occupancy Only Alternative

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) systems for
both N-S and E-W corridors.

t



In all above surface and elevated road alternatives, add a second alternative for the initial road
alternative with a dedicated “Bus Rapid Transit” facility, and the BRTan additional alternative set for the
following E-W corridors:

Marengo-City Terrace-Garvey
Main-Valley
Mission Road-Huntington Drive
Broadway-Figueroa-Monterey Road
Spring-San Fernando Road-Eagle Rock-Colorado

The BRT facility must include:
Upgrade curb lane – smooth surface, adjusted lane and curb curvature, driveway controls,

overhead clearances for trees, wires, and signage
Signal Synchronization and Transit Signal Over-Rides
Out-of-Lane Stops and Stations

Integrated Multi-Road Transit Stations
Integrated Park-N-Ride Transit Stations

As a separate road alternative or as enlargement part of any MultiMode Alternative, add an alternative
including fully dedicated bus-lane/BRT Corridor facilities along:

San Fernando Road-Eagle Rock Blvd.-Colorado as two-way SW-NE facility
Fremmont/Palm-Marengo as one-way couplets N/S facility
Garfield/Atlantic as one-way couplets N/S facility
Rosemead as two-way N/S facility
Valley – Main/Mission to Peck Road
Mission-Huntington Drive – Chavez to BuenaVista/Duarte

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Multimode Alternatives (including Transportation System Management)

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following Multi-Mode systems
for the illustrate ten-plus E-W and N-S corridors, see figure below



The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include and develop a multimode approach
consistent with those of MoveLA/FAST/Rand, South Pasadena, and others which usually involve several
basic elements

Get Goods and Passengers on Rail
Get goods off the roads
Get passengers in multi-passenger road vehicles
Make streets, roads, freeway operate smarter – higher consistent flows
Increased passenger miles with fewer vehicles
Reduced peak-hour speeds but increased vehicle/hour and average daily trips
Price route and destination and origin parking to reflect true costs to the Public
Price fuel to reflect true environmental and infrastructure costs and impacts

MTA/CTs must include review of and assessment of application to LACounty in European urban plans to
remove most light duty gas/diesel fueled individual-passenger vehicles from cities by 2035 and all
individual-passenger vehicle by 2050.

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include Important Components as well as
many others:
Freight “Zero Port Road Freight 2035”

Gaps – BNSF/UPRR>LOSSAN > High Desert Corridor and SanLuisObispo
Passengers

Rail Transit Systems
NE-RedLine Extension through Glendale
GoldLine West Extension-Glendale/Burbank/N.Hollywood
GoldLine East Grid – Whittier/Azusa N-S CrossLink

Road Transit Systems
Make Streets Work Better

Road Efficiencies
Demand Management



Parking Management
Free 1-3 hr retail parking
$25/car space-day – W of I-5, N of Slauson, E of Vermont, S of Los Feliz

Park-N-Ride – Parking Zone Perimeter of LA City as shown as example below:

Congestion Pricing for access to areas west of Par-N-Ride facilities
Similar to District Pricing (London, Singapore, HongKong, Dubai, etc.)

State/Local Registration – Full Cost Recovery for all vehicles in Study Area
LA County Fuel Taxes for a minimum of $5/gal – Gas and Diesel

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 1:46 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#68]

Name * Betty Shaw

Email (you@email.com) * twokos@aol.com



Phone Number

Address

Select a Subject *

Comment *

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 1:54 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#69]

Name *

Email (you@email.com) *

Phone Number

Address

(951) 990-1599

1424 Oneonta Knoll

South Pasadena, CA 91030

United States

Comment for scoping record

Don't let the 710 proceed without hearing from the people,

consulting at length with Envionmental Impact and Air

Quality Control Groups. An extension will negatively impact

several charming communities with noise, pollutants, debris

and will most likely negatively affect property value for many

home owners.

reply@wufoo.com]
Thursday, April 14, 2011 1:54 PM

710 Conversations [#69]

Raub Mathias

raubmath@netscape.net

(626) 445-7305

816 Coronado Dr

Arcadia, CA 91007

United States

Don't let the 710 proceed without hearing from the people,

ength with Envionmental Impact and Air

Quality Control Groups. An extension will negatively impact

several charming communities with noise, pollutants, debris

and will most likely negatively affect property value for many



Select a Subject * Comment for scoping record

Comment * The fact is that there remains a critical gap in our freeway

system that needs to be completed. Non-freeway alternatives

are NOT the solution. There is no practical reason to

completely tunnel this project when the surface right-of-way

has already been obtained.

Missing from most plans to complete the gap is the lack of

an off/on ramp at Huntington Dr., the major artery for

East/West surface traffic. Fill in the gap, but do it right.

From: Janka, Bahman [mailto:bjanka@cityofpasadena.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 3:34 PM
To: Ron.Kosinski@dot.ca.gov; SR710Conversations
Cc: Dock, Fred; Beck, Michael; Bertoni, Vince; Paige-Saeki, Jennifer
Subject: City of Pasadena's Scoping Comments for Draft EIR/EIS for the 710 Gap Closure Project
Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Attached is the City of Pasadena’s Scoping Comments for the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the 710 Gap Closure Project.

A copy of this letter is also being sent to your office via US Mail.

We appreciate the opportunity to participate in this process.

_________________________
Bahman Janka, P.E.
Transportation Administrator
City of Pasadena
Department of Transportation
Tel: (626) 744-4610
Fax: (626) 396-8693
E-mail: bjanka@cityofpasadena.net























From: Nagami, Damon [mailto:dnagami@nrdc.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 3:38 PM
To: SR710Conversations; Ron_Kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Cc: Hugo Garcia
Subject: NRDC and ESOC's Scoping Comments Regarding the NOI/NOP of a Draft EIR/EIS for the SR-
710 North "Gap Closure" Project

Dear Mr. Kosinski:



Attached please find the Natural Resource Defense Council and El Sereno Organizing Committee’s
scoping comments on the Notice of Intent to prepare a draft environmental impact statement and
Notice of Preparation of a draft environmental impact report for what Caltrans is referring to as the SR-
710 North “Gap Closure” Project. A hard copy of our comments will follow by U.S. mail.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Best regards,

Damon Nagami
Staff Attorney
Natural Resources Defense Council
1314 Second Street
Santa Monica, CA 90401
Tel (310) 434-2300
Fax (310) 434-2399

See next page for letter





















From: Darrell Clarke [mailto:darrclarke@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:06 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: SR-710 Scoping Comments

SR-710 Scoping Comments

The following list of considerations for an SR-710 “gap closure” tunnel should be included in
the Draft EIS process:

 A tunnel would become a queue to already-very-congested connecting freeways,
e.g. p.m. northbound SR-710 to eastbound I-210.

 How would concentrated exhaust from ventilation towers impact neighbors?

 How many new vehicle miles travelled would be the induced demand from this
facility? What would be their traffic, air pollution, and greenhouse gas emissions
impacts?

 A tunnel would encourage truck traffic up I-210 instead of I-5. Such incremental
traffic impacts to existing freeway network beyond the project area must be included
in the study.

 Tunnel construction has been proposed to be largely financed from toll revenues. A
financial model is necessary to consider how many vehicles times what level of toll
would be necessary, and whether it could ever be a self-supporting toll facility.

 Construction impacts of huge dirt haul from portals.

 Risks as a security target for terrorists.

Alternatives considered should include a wide array of alternative transportation modes and
improvements such as: increased HOV, bus and rail transit, improved “complete streets”
and intersection facilities, and transportation demand management.

Darrell Clarke
Conservation chair and Transportation co-chair
Sierra Club Angeles Chapter
3435 Wilshire Blvd. #320
Los Angeles, CA 90010

From: James Price [mailto:pingomingo@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 10:26 AM
To: SR710Conversations



Subject: 710 Extension

Sir/Madam,

Nothing has been offered that can be seen as a legitimate reason for postponing the completion of the

710 Freeway.

For the sake of the people of Alhambra, South Pasadena, Pasadena, and other affected communities, I

would urge the powers that be to resume construction of the 710/210 connection. This project has been

held up, for no good reason, for quite a long time. Detractors have found no legitimate potential for

detrimental impact. Noise? We all must put up with noise in the 21st Century. We need this freeway

connection.

Jim Price

695 Busch Garden Drive

Pasadena, CA 91105

From: Valentino, Danielle [mailto:ValentinoD@metro.net] On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 8:16 AM
To: 'adina catalanotti'; SR710Conversations
Cc: kevin chastain; thechefknows@yahoo.com
Subject: RE: NO TUNNEL

Adina and Greg:

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative
record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

From: adina catalanotti [mailto:adinacatalanotti@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2011 8:21 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: kevin chastain; thechefknows@yahoo.com
Subject: NO TUNNEL

RYFKM?

PLEASE DON'T LET THIS HAPPEN!!!!! DO NOT APPROVE THE
TUNNEL PROJECT IT WILL RUIN THE LIFE THAT WE DESERVE
AND THE HEALTH OF OUR FAMILIES AND FRIENDS IN THE



COMMUNITY

IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO SPEAK WITH ME IN PERSON, MY
NAME IS ADINA CATALANOTTI AND I AM BLESSED TO LIVE IN
BEAUTIFUL SOUTH PASADENA. I WORK AT THE LANGHAM
HUNTINGTON PASADENA HOTEL AS A CLUB CONCIERGE, MY
HUSBAND GREG NAPIER IS A RESATAURANTEUR AND HE
RUNS THE ROXOLANA RESTAURANT AND WINE BAR IN OLD
PASADENA

ADINA 818 3879 0380 LANGHAM # IS 626 585 6203
GREG AT ROXOLANA 626 792 0440

WE ARE VERY ACTIVE IN THE CULTURE AND BUSINESS OF
SOUTH PASADENA AND PASADENA

DONT DESTROY OUR LOVELY CITY AND LIFESTYLE FOR GREED
AND SELFISHNESS

GOD BLESS

ADINA

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:37 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#70]

Name * Richard Gerrish



Email

(you@email.com)

*

richard.gerrish@dilbeck.com

Address

1499 Huntington Drive 100

south Pasadena,

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

The scoping study needs to include a study of alternatives other than tunnel or freeway. Such options

could include various other routes and types of transportation including

well as vehicular traffic dispersement patterns. Such ideas could include improving efficiencies for

existing roadways by using computer controlled directional/traffic signals that adjust to high traffic

loads and give prioriy to that traffic. Improved signage, which might also be led

messages directing traffic to alternative routes during peak traffic times. Investment in this type of

technology would probably be way less expensive than building a freeway or

much more effective solution. In addition to traffic efficiencies, dispersion could also bring traffic into

contact with local economies that could benefit from the that traffic. I am sure many of us can tell

stories of the destruction of local busi ness districts caused by "by

left small communities "off the map." The multimodal solution should receive at least as high, if not

higher priority in this study. The cost for that kind of developement is likely

less expensive, more effective, and with beneficial sides effects! If it is not studied with equal due

diligence we won't know the real truth!

On closing, I am concerned that one governmental agency doing a study to decided if an

governmental agency should receive funding to do something that is already on the books as a

project strikes me as a case of the fox in the hen house. I am very concerned that this is a "push" to

richard.gerrish@dilbeck.com

1499 Huntington Drive 100

, CA 91030

Comment for scoping record

The scoping study needs to include a study of alternatives other than tunnel or freeway. Such options

could include various other routes and types of transportation including light rail and heavy rail as

well as vehicular traffic dispersement patterns. Such ideas could include improving efficiencies for

existing roadways by using computer controlled directional/traffic signals that adjust to high traffic

to that traffic. Improved signage, which might also be led-computer controlled

messages directing traffic to alternative routes during peak traffic times. Investment in this type of

technology would probably be way less expensive than building a freeway or tunnel and may be a

much more effective solution. In addition to traffic efficiencies, dispersion could also bring traffic into

contact with local economies that could benefit from the that traffic. I am sure many of us can tell

of local busi ness districts caused by "by-passes" and freeways that have

left small communities "off the map." The multimodal solution should receive at least as high, if not

higher priority in this study. The cost for that kind of developement is likely to pencil out to be much

less expensive, more effective, and with beneficial sides effects! If it is not studied with equal due

diligence we won't know the real truth!

On closing, I am concerned that one governmental agency doing a study to decided if an

governmental agency should receive funding to do something that is already on the books as a

project strikes me as a case of the fox in the hen house. I am very concerned that this is a "push" to

The scoping study needs to include a study of alternatives other than tunnel or freeway. Such options

light rail and heavy rail as

well as vehicular traffic dispersement patterns. Such ideas could include improving efficiencies for

existing roadways by using computer controlled directional/traffic signals that adjust to high traffic

computer controlled

messages directing traffic to alternative routes during peak traffic times. Investment in this type of

tunnel and may be a

much more effective solution. In addition to traffic efficiencies, dispersion could also bring traffic into

contact with local economies that could benefit from the that traffic. I am sure many of us can tell

passes" and freeways that have

left small communities "off the map." The multimodal solution should receive at least as high, if not

to pencil out to be much

less expensive, more effective, and with beneficial sides effects! If it is not studied with equal due

On closing, I am concerned that one governmental agency doing a study to decided if another

governmental agency should receive funding to do something that is already on the books as a

project strikes me as a case of the fox in the hen house. I am very concerned that this is a "push" to



get something done that should not be done!

From: Nat Read [mailto:nat@natread.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 9:14 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: SR710 EIR Scoping comment letter

Please include this letter in the full EIR report. Thank you.

--
Nat B. Read
Read Communications
100 E. Corson St., Suite 200
Pasadena, CA 91103
Phone: 626-578-0705
Fax: 626-578-0706
www.natread.com
nat@natread.com

March 21, 2011

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
California Department of Transportation, District 7
100 South Main Street, Mail Stop 16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: 710 Gap Closure Project EIR

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

It seems that journalists are incapable of writing the phrases “710 Freeway” or “710 Tunnel” without
affixing the adjective “controversial” to the project. Hearing so many comments of opposition and
receiving so many letters against completion of the 710 Freeway in the EIR Scoping process, Caltrans

710 Freeway Coalition
100 E. Corson St., Suite 200, Pasadena, CA 91103

Re:



and the MTA might be led to believe that this is an unpopular project with the citizens and the voters.

Thus, part of the official record should reflect the fact that there is no city and no political district where
the majority of voters or citizens oppose completion of the 710 Freeway. None. Not one. Including the
cities of South Pasadena and La Cañada which show a statistical tie.

 61 cities and political districts have been polled on the 710 Freeway
 The is no city or political district in which voters are opposed to the 710
 In the cities of South Pasadena and La Cañada voters are evenly split
 In all other cities and districts support ranges

o From a low of 1.6 to 1 (Pasadena Council District 6)
o To a high of 8.2 to 1 (Pasadena Council District 3)

 All other polled cities or districts are greater than 2 to 1 in support
 Pasadena voters favor 710 completion by a margin of 3.3 to one.
 El Sereno voters favor 710 completion by a margin of 2.1 to one.
 Alhambra voters favor completion by a margin of 7.4 to one.
 City of Los Angeles voters favor completion by a 5.6 to one margin
 Citizens in the 31-city San Gabriel Valley favor completion by 5.7 to one.

(Continued)

A regional coalition of business, labor and government committed to completion of the 710

Page Two

Cities and Districts polled

City of Alhambra
City of Glendale
City of La Cañada Flintridge
City of Los Angeles
City of South Pasadena
San Gabriel Valley – 31 cities
City of Los Angeles Council District 14
City of Los Angeles El Sereno District
City of Pasadena
City of Pasadena District 1
City of Pasadena District 2
City of Pasadena District 3
City of Pasadena District 4
City of Pasadena District 5
City of Pasadena District 6
City of Pasadena District 7

State Assembly District 43
State Assembly District 44
State Assembly District 45
State Assembly District 46
State Assembly District 49
State Senate District 21
State Senate District 22
State Senate District 24
U.S. Congressional District 27
U.S. Congressional District 26
U.S. Congressional District 27
U.S. Congressional District 28
U.S. Congressional District 29
U.S. Congressional District 30
U.S. Congressional District 34

Ours is not a government by squeaky wheel, but government by the people. The people’s will is
documented in dozens of public polls. The people’s will is to complete the 710 Freeway.

Sincerely,



Nat B. Read, Chair

Attachments: Details of public polls

Alhambra El Sereno Glendale La
Cañada

Los
Angeles

Pasadena S Gabriel
Valley

South
Pasadena

South
Pasadena

Population 85,804 47,291 200,000 20,318 3.7 million 133,936 1.9 million 24,292 24,292

Poll Date Sept,1999 Nov, 2000 May, 2009 May, 2004 May, 2004 Mar, 2000 July, 2000 Mar, 1998 Apr, 2006

Pollster Guerra &
Assoc./Godbe
Research and
Analysis

Guerra &
Assoc./Godbe
Research and
Analysis

Godbe
Research and

Analysis

Godbe
Research and
Analysis

Godbe
Research and
Analysis

Godbe
Research and
Analysis

The Rose
Institute

Godbe
Research and
Analysis

Godbe
Research and
Analys

Question “Do you
support or
oppose
completing
the 710
Freeway to
the 210
Freeway?”

“First, do you
support or
oppose
completing
the 710
Freeway?”

“Do you
support or
oppose
completion of
the 710
Freeway?”

“Do you
support or
oppose the
completion of
the 710
Freeway
Project?”

“The 710 Gap
Closure
Project would
complete the
last 4 ½ of
the 710 Fwy
in the corridor
that runs thru
El Sereno
and So. Pas.
into the City
of Pasadena.
Do you
support or
oppose the
completion of
the 710
Fwy?”

“First, do you
support or
oppose
completing
the 710
Freeway,
also known
as the Long
Beach
Freeway?”

“Do you
support
completion of
the 710
Freeway?”

“In order to
connect 2
sections of
the 710 Fwy.
between the
10 and 210
Fwys, shall a
new 6-mi.
section of the
710 Fwy. be
built through
the center of
South
Pasadena?”

“Instead of
the surface
freeway long
opposed,
would you
now support
or oppose an
alternative
plan to
construct a
tunnel at least
100 feet
underneath
So.
Pasadena to
complete the
710
Freeway?

For 710 81% 60% 51% 41% 45% 59% 63% 17% 42%

Definitely
yes

Definitely
support

71%

Definitely
support

45%

Strongly
support

29%

Strongly
yes

28%

Strongly
yes

26%

Definitely
support

51%

Yes,strongly
29%

Definitely
yes 12%

Strongly
support
17%

Probably
yes

Probably
support

10%

Probably
support

15%

Somewhat
Support

22%

Somewhat
yes
13%

Somewhat
yes
19%

Probably
support

8%

Yes 34% Probably
yes 5%

Somewhat
support
25%

Summaries of public polls

regarding support of

opposition to completing the

710 Freeway



Against
710

11% 28% 21% 42% 8% 18% 11% 80% 41%

Probably
no

Probably
oppose 3%

Probably
oppose 6%

Somewhat
oppose

7%

Somewhat
no 9%

Somewhat
no 3%

Probably
oppose

3%

No 7% Probably
no 7%

Somewhat
oppose
9%

Definitely
no

Definitely
oppose 8%

Definitely
oppose

22%

Strongly
oppose

14%

Strongly
no

33%

Strongly
no
5%

Definitely
oppose

15%

No strongly
4%

Definitely
no 73%

Strongly
oppose
31.5%

Ratio
Yes/no

YES 7.4:1 YES 2.1:1 YES 2.4:1 EVEN YES 5.6:1 YES 3.3:1 YES 5.7:1 NO 4.7:1 EVEN

Undecided;
don’t know;
etc

8% 13% 28% 17% 46% 24% 26% 4% 17.5%





Thu 4/14/2011 8:54 PM
In a recent study done by USC and one of the largest and longest study of its kind USC researchers
concluded that children living near busy highways have significant impairments in the development of
their lungs that can lead to respiratory problems for the rest of their lives.
This is a pretty significant finding, considering that any proposed freeway project being proposed in El
Sereno would have a devastating effect on all surrounding Communities.

I live in the El Sereno neighborhood that will be directly impacted by the 710 Tunnel/Fwy project. My
neighbors and I are gravely concerned about the increased pollution that will result from the 710
Freeway Project. More than 100 major studies have been published over the last decade documenting
the direct relationship between freeway pollution and health. The proposed 710 tunnel project will
concentrate pollution, and noise at various ventilation areas. Freeway pollution and noise increase the
risk of developing asthma, cancer, hearing loss, and stress-related diseases. Freeways divide
communities and cause pollution. They are a major environmental and health hazard, as recently
confirmed by USC studies. Putting the tunnel underground will not make that fact go away. The pollution
will still exist but in a more concentrated manner. Currently there is no technology that can eliminate the
pollution to levels that are not harmful to humans. No one has offered any evidence to challenge that
fact.
This project poses too many unanswered questions and does not adequately address pollution,
technology, earthquake faults, political contributions/donations and other issues that demand serious
answers and research by outside entities not tied to this project.

Fifty years ago, we were ignorant about the dangers of freeways. Today, these problems are well
documented. Fifty years is enough. There is a need for more stringent regulation of the development of
freeways, and of land around freeways.

All parties should consider the following:

* Disclosure of all political contributions from any source for all politicians involved in the 710 freeway or
Politicians serving in areas affected by the 710 Freeway .

* Elimination of all 710 tunnel/freeway and related projects in the 710 connector route.

* Use one of the other alternative routes. The El Sereno route is impacted by earthquake faults.

*Consider other alternative modes such as rail, buses, more ports .

* Monetary reparations to all people living next to freeways.

* No more new housing built next to freeways.

* Relocate schools and homes built next to freeways.

* No Valley Connector Road or Low Mode Alternative in El Sereno that will increase traffic in El Sereno

* Build a 6 block wide park on each side along the route of the Freeway if the 710 Freeway connection is
built. (No homes for 6-7 blocks on each side of the 710 Tunnel Freeway route from Valley Blvd. To
Pasadena.

* Mandatory air quality testing for businesses, homes next to freeways, with data available to the public,
on the internat, with no fees.

* Reform freeway funding to encourage safety, health, and ecological protection.



* Health Insurance fund set up for living near the 710 Fwy and impacted by the 710 Fwy.

There is a need to be more sensitive to the danger of freeways, and that people who have suffered from
freeways be compensated for their suffering.

Sincerely,
Lily Ibanez

From: Delaine Shane [mailto:dshane1@earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 10:20 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Comment Letter on Caltrans' Proposed State Route 710 North Gap Closure Notice of Preparation/Notice of
IntentDear Mr. Ronald Kosinski:

Please accept this e-mail message with the pdf attachment as my comments on your agency's NOP for the subject
project. If for some reason you can not read the pdf attachment, please let me know and I will resend. I have also
transmitted the original to your attention by regular mail.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Delaine W. Shane













From: Nabil Sejaan [mailto:nabilsejaan@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:38 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Gap Closure project Scoping

Mr. Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S. Main Street, MS16A
Los Angeles, California 90012

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on scope of the Environmental Impact Report for the 710 Gap
Closure project.
In order to not be repetative, I would like to express my full support of the Scoping letter
dated April 9, 2011 sent by Stephanie Johnson, Los Robles Avenue, San Marino, CA 91108.
Please address the issues in your EIR / EIS and mitigate the negative impact on los robles.

Sincerely.
Nabil Sejaan
los robles
San Marino 91108
626 441 8511



From: Tom Williams [mailto:ctwiliams@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:37 PM
To: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Cc: SR710Conversations; cynthia.ruiz@lacity.org
Subject: Re: Comments for SR-710 Scoping Report, Second and final batch
This batch completes comments from Dr. Williams.

--- On Thu, 4/14/11, Tom Williams <ctwiliams@yahoo.com> wrote:

From: Tom Williams <ctwiliams@yahoo.com>
Subject: Comments for SR-710 Scoping Report
To: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2011, 1:36 PM

Attached are the first batch of comments for the NOP/NOI Scoping for SR-710 North Extension/Gap
Closure. At least one more to be transmitted before 5pm

Dr. Clyde T. Williams
4117 Barrett Road
Los Angeles, CA 90032-1712
323-528-9682 323-528-9682

ctwiliams@yahoo.com 6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives/Multi-Occupancy Only Alternative

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) systems for
both N-S and E-W corridors.

In all above surface and elevated road alternatives, add a second alternative for the initial road
alternative with a dedicated “Bus Rapid Transit” facility, and the BRTan additional alternative set for the
following E-W corridors:

Marengo-City Terrace-Garvey
Main-Valley
Mission Road-Huntington Drive
Broadway-Figueroa-Monterey Road
Spring-San Fernando Road-Eagle Rock-Colorado

The BRT facility must include:
Upgrade curb lane – smooth surface, adjusted lane and curb curvature, driveway controls,

overhead clearances for trees, wires, and signage
Signal Synchronization and Transit Signal Over-Rides
Out-of-Lane Stops and Stations

Integrated Multi-Road Transit Stations
Integrated Park-N-Ride Transit Stations

As a separate road alternative or as enlargement part of any MultiMode Alternative, add an alternative
including fully dedicated bus-lane/BRT Corridor facilities along:

San Fernando Road-Eagle Rock Blvd.-Colorado as two-way SW-NE facility
Fremmont/Palm-Marengo as one-way couplets N/S facility



Garfield/Atlantic as one-way couplets N/S facility
Rosemead as two-way N/S facility
Valley – Main/Mission to Peck Road
Mission-Huntington Drive – Chavez to BuenaVista/Duarte

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Multimode Alternatives (including Transportation System Management)

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the following Multi-Mode systems
for the illustrate ten-plus E-W and N-S corridors, see figure below

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include and develop a multimode approach
consistent with those of MoveLA/FAST/Rand, South Pasadena, and others which usually involve several
basic elements

Get Goods and Passengers on Rail
Get goods off the roads
Get passengers in multi-passenger road vehicles
Make streets, roads, freeway operate smarter – higher consistent flows
Increased passenger miles with fewer vehicles
Reduced peak-hour speeds but increased vehicle/hour and average daily trips
Price route and destination and origin parking to reflect true costs to the Public
Price fuel to reflect true environmental and infrastructure costs and impacts

MTA/CTs must include review of and assessment of application to LACounty in European urban plans to
remove most light duty gas/diesel fueled individual-passenger vehicles from cities by 2035 and all
individual-passenger vehicle by 2050.

The Scoping Report Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include Important Components as well as



many others:
Freight “Zero Port Road Freight 2035”

Gaps – BNSF/UPRR>LOSSAN > High Desert Corridor and SanLuisObispo
Passengers

Rail Transit Systems
NE-RedLine Extension through Glendale
GoldLine West Extension-Glendale/Burbank/N.Hollywood
GoldLine East Grid – Whittier/Azusa N-S CrossLink

Road Transit Systems
Make Streets Work Better

Road Efficiencies
Demand Management
Parking Management

Free 1-3 hr retail parking
$25/car space-day – W of I-5, N of Slauson, E of Vermont, S of Los Feliz

Park-N-Ride – Parking Zone Perimeter of LA City as shown as example below:

Congestion Pricing for access to areas west of Par-N-Ride facilities
Similar to District Pricing (London, Singapore, HongKong, Dubai, etc.)

State/Local Registration – Full Cost Recovery for all vehicles in Study Area
LA County Fuel Taxes for a minimum of $5/gal – Gas and Diesel

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Funding Alternatives



As the CTs presentations of needs and purposes included references to financial and funding alternatives,
including Public Private Partnerships, the Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include
all relevant financial and funding systems for any alternative with:

Costs – Total Costs
Estimated capital costs or values of more than $1 billion (50% >Measure R funds)
Estimated funding costs (interest, fees, etc.) by sources (e.g., private, federal, state, etc.)
Estimated management and design (CTs, MTA, and cities)
Estimated commissioning and startup
Estimated annual and life-of-project costs

Revenues – Total Revenues
Measure R Only
Measure R + Tolls
Measure R + Beneficiary Commuter Districts + Tolls
Measure R + Beneficiary Commuter Districts + Containers/Ports Tonnage/Logistics + Tolls
Federal, State, Regional, and County grants and assistance
Other contributions

Financial Management
Federal, State, and CTs District
Regional-SCAG, County-MTA, and Cities
Special Assessment Districts
Project – Tolls, etc.

The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include various alternative contracting
methods including:

Design/Build
Design/Build/Operate
Design/Finance/Build/Operate
Design/Finance/Build/Operate/Maintain
Design/Finance/Build/Operate/Maintain in Public Private Partnerships
Build/Operate/Transfer (BOT; Public provides only lands and some administrative activities)
Build/Own/Operate (BOO)

The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must reflect and include considerations and LAO’s
concerns for Public-Private Partnerships as expressed in April 2011 by the State Legislative Analyst Office
(http://www.lao.ca.gov/analysis/2010/transportation/trans_anl10.pdf) which can be summarized as
follows:

Unidentified portion of the costs and allocations to Federal, State, regional, County, Cities, and
any special assessment districts

State pays for operations and maintenance of transportation facilities from local funds
Project Costs not eligible for federal funding.
CTs not able to explain how it plans to spend funds requested
Legislature should not make such a large commitment of funds.
Unclear how P3 procurement would achieve certain cost savings
Assumed saving the state money over the life of the project.
Set-asides of a sizeable amount of the state’s transportation funds to pay for P3 projects.
Reduced amounts of funding available for rest of state’s highway maintenance/repairs



Budget Requests as a Blank Check - OPEN-ENDED authority to augment appropriation.
spend an unlimited amount of future federal funds
would be authorized INDEFINITELY

The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include:
Clear explanation how funds requested would be used, such as a list of activities

CTs plans to fund
Associated dollar amounts requested for these purposes

Identification of criteria/methodologies analyzing financial benefits from funding
use of payments would allow a project to be completed at a lower cost, or
significantly sooner project completion and operation than otherwise be the case.

Explanation of impact by prioritizing maintenance of privately managed transportation facilities
on governments’ ability to fund operations, maintenance, and repair of the rest of the
highway system operated in/by LA County

Identification of governmental/public costs paid under P3 agreements directly or indirectly
Identification of O&M costs for transportation facilities (not eligible for federal funds)
Full independently verified and audited explanation as to how CTs plans to spend the majority of

the funds requested
Support of assumed saving the state money over the life of the project
Impacts of reduced funds available for other highway maintenance and repair needs

The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include:
Workable Foundation agreements - given restrictions/requirements of funding sources
Financial plans on how funds requested would be used, such as a list of activities

Capital, Financials, Operations, and Maintenance
CTs plans to fund and associated dollar amounts requested for these purposes
Guarantee Maxima caps for all activities over $100M
Identifies quantitative assumptions, criteria, and methodologies used to establish state benefits

from funding agreements.
Comparisons of Current Practices to demonstrate-

use of payments allow projects to be completed at a lower cost,
use of payments allow projects to be completed significantly sooner

Explanation of impacts of prioritizing maintenance of privately managed transportation facilities
on the state’s ability to fund maintenance and repair of the rest of the highway system
operated by the state.

The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons of the financial aspects
of each Alternative including costs assignments, revenue sources and their capabilities, indebtness costs,
and potential for surplus revenue generation. Because of the unlimited range of all possible alternatives,
the Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include the widest possible ranges of financial
resources, impacts, and mitigations.

The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include clarifications of the financial aspects
of all CTs and MTA lands, their uses, and revenue/costs generation and their impacts on communities,
municipal and County property taxes and other related indirect financial impacts and perhaps benefits.



The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons regarding
the benefits derived from such large public expenditure through the support of local small-
medium businesses and contractors and of construction trade employment. Alternative
Analyses must include and compare Alternatives for:

Estimated direct support of local/LA County small to medium contractors

Estimated support of State medium to large contractors

Estimated support of international large contractors (generally under a State Contractor)

Estimated Non-California and International Contractors’ shares of Contracts

Estimated shares of Contract values for heavy and specialized equipment and for
materials vs labor components

Estimates must be appropriate to the stage of Alternative developments and may require
engineering judgments and approximation based on recent – 2010-11 bidded contracts in the
US and they should be applied in a conservative manner, no low-balling.

The Scoping Report, Alternative Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include comparisons regarding
the use of existing contract administrative and inspection capabilities in cities and councils of
governments rather than using CTs, MTA, or specialized consultants staffs.

6. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS

RE: Screening of Alternatives

The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include quantitative criteria for assessing
and comparing Alternatives during the Alternative Analyses and before commencing preparation of the
EIR/EIS. MTA/CTs must also provide full transparent and accessible participation by the Public as the
Public has not had actual Project context during the Scoping in order to recommend alternatives and
mitigation and to present and evaluate significant impacts for the “Project” within a 100sq mi Study
Area. Therefore the adequacy and completeness of the Scoping process is not fulfilled and appropriate
for a multi-billion dollars project.

The Alternatives Analyses and Screening must include:
Project Purposes Define transportation problems to be solved in quantitative terms

Do not identify solutions, provides numerical criteria for success
Promotes consideration of multiple modes and alternatives

Project Needs Establishes documented and quantified evidence that problems exist



Project Goals Define broad vision statements influencing project characteristics
Project Objectives Define quantified and scheduled steps to achieve the goals

All screening must be based on pre-analyses established quantified criteria and ranking categories and
their consistent application across the quantified information for each Alternative. Resorting numerical
data and ranks after the comparisons must not be done and would demonstrate clearly bias and non-
objective/arbitrary screening and process leading to the inadequacy of the EIR/EIS.

7. SUBJECT: SR-710 NORTH EXTENSION / GAP CLOSURE COMMENTS
RE: Methods and Approaches
The Scoping Report, Alternatives Analyses, and EIR/EIS must include quantitative and numerical analyses
based on monitoring and verified numerical computerized model results. Words such as “improve”,
“increase”, “reduce”, “diminish”, “degrade”, etc. must be supported by numerical values and
quantification with supporting evidence; qualitative measures and descriptors must not be used or
incorporated. Because of the use of computer models, all programs and input files must be made
available preferably online or by CD/DVDs to the Public.

All computer models must be verifiable as to their organization, use of information, and calculations and
must be audited/verified by a independent specialist in each field and computer sciences/programming.

From: Val Marquez [mailto:concerned_nbors@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 7:35 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

My Address: 3118 Lowell Ave, Los Angele CA 90032

CONCERNED NEIGHBORS OF EL SERENO
"Change does not roll in on the wheels of inevitability,
but comes through continuous struggle."

- Martin Luther King

From: SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net>
To: Val Marquez <concerned_nbors@pacbell.net>
Sent: Thu, April 14, 2011 6:56:23 PM
Subject: RE: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative



record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

From: Val Marquez [mailto:concerned_nbors@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 5:00 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Fw: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction. Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports
No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710
west bound to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with
Valley Blvd - making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor

VAL MARQUEZ

CONCERNED NEIGHBORS OF EL SERENO

From: Valentino, Danielle [mailto:ValentinoD@metro.net] On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 6:53 PM
To: 'Val Marquez'; SR710Conversations; ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Cc: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Subject: RE: 710 traffic environmental concerns and traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Thank you for your submission. Please note that your official scoping comment has been received and
will be considered.

From: Val Marquez [mailto:val@valsdesignstudio.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:47 PM
To: SR710Conversations; ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Cc: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Subject: 710 traffic environmental concerns and traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.



Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports

No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710
west bound to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with
Valley Blvd - making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction. Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Val Marquez
3118 lowell Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90032

From: Val Marquez [mailto:dominovm@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:50 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov
Subject: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR
Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction. Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports

No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710 west bound
to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with Valley Blvd -
making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor

Valentin Marquez
3118 lowell Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90032



From: PAMELA MARQUEZ [mailto:pamandval@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:56 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR
Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction. Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports

No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710 west bound
to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with Valley Blvd -
making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor

PAMELA MARQUEZ
3118 LOWELL AVE
LOS ANGELES, CA 90032

From: Val Marquez [mailto:concerned_nbors@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:59 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR
Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction. Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports

No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710 west bound
to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with Valley Blvd -
making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor

PAMELA MARQUEZ

CONCERNED NEIGHBORS OF EL SERENO

From: Val Marquez [mailto:concerned_nbors@pacbell.net]



Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 7:36 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

3132 Lowell Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90032

CONCERNED NEIGHBORS OF EL SERENO
"Change does not roll in on the wheels of inevitability,
but comes through continuous struggle."

- Martin Luther King

From: SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net>
To: Val Marquez <concerned_nbors@pacbell.net>
Sent: Thu, April 14, 2011 6:55:43 PM
Subject: RE: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative
record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

From: Val Marquez [mailto:concerned_nbors@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 4:59 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 traffic mitigation alternatives for EIR

Please submit these comments and enter into the official EIR record.

Complete the 110 Pasadena Fwy to 210 Via tunnel at Arroyo Parkway

Add two lanes to 710 entering the 10 freeway in each direction. Drivers missing
the interchange have to exit Valley Blvd. adding to traffic bogs at Valley Blvd

Create a Hellman Ave. off ramp

Use of electric rail for freight movement from the ports
No build - end 710 at the I-10 Fwy and mitigate traffic on the I-10 Fwy West and East

Two right turn lanes going east on Valley Blvd and one single lane bridge overpass exiting the 710
west bound to Valley Blvd - This lane would be a continuous exit without stoplights that would merge with
Valley Blvd - making it easier to get off the 710, relieving the corridor



PAMELA MARQUEZ

CONCERNED NEIGHBORS OF EL SERENO

From: Walker, Daniel [mailto:daniel.walker2@boeing.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 5:18 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 Freeway EIR Scoping comments

To: MTA and Caltrans;

Dear Ron Kosinski, Deputy District Director, Caltrans District 7;

We are strong supporters of closing the 710 freeway gap. Let's get started with the EIR so that the tunnel
work can begin ASAP. Southern California has many significant existing transportation, environmental,
and budget challenges. Completing the 710 freeway will help reduce transportation congestion,
especially on other parallel freeways (10, 110, 605) and local roads in the 710 corridor. Closing the 710
gap should help reduce overall air pollution and provide numerous good local construction and
engineering jobs. The voters have spoken and they included $780M funding for the 710 gap closure in
passing Measure R by more than 2/3 majority.

Previous studies have concluded that an underground route from the terminus of the 710 freeway under
South Pass to the 210 is indeed feasible. Numerous similar tunnels have been built successfully in
many more challenging places around the world, and construction costs have come down in recent
years. We would like to commend MTA and Caltrans for the extensive outreach effort over the last many
months to inform the public about the 710 project and solicit feedback. Despite this unusual 710 PR and
media attention, with a few exceptions, we have observed consistent widespread popular support for
finishing this freeway. LA County has about 10 million people who need to get to their jobs, their
schools, their families, and to other important destinations. Finishing the 710 freeway will help most of us
get there a little faster, with minimal impact on the environment. However, taxpayers want this project to
be built right, efficiently, and as soon as practical. The EIR should help us all learn the facts about how
much improvement we should really see on our already very crowded existing freeways and roads. How
much will this smoother traffic flow along 710, other freeways and roads improve air pollution? How much
will tunnel construction cost? What are the environmental impacts and how can these impacts be
mitigated or eliminated?

A direct tunnel from 710 stub to the 210 stub in Pasadena is probably the most feasible route for the 710
freeway gap closure. However, for NEPA/CEQA legal requirements, must Caltrans include an
updated surface alternative (i.e. previously approved route which received Record of Decision in
1990s) for comparison with the tunnel option? The tunnel construction may cost somewhat more than a
similar surface route but the tunnel would have much less impact on South Pasadena and El
Sereno. Much of the construction cost difference should be made up when Caltrans sells the numerous
properties which would not be needed for the 710 tunnel route. Hopefully, the EIR will provide positive
suggestions and mitigation ideas which will improve the final tunnel project so that there is little or no
significant impact on the neighborhoods above the tunnel or near the exits.

A variety of other transportation projects in Southern California have been suggested as potential
alternatives to the 710 gap closure. For example, we support Gold Line Foothill extension in the San
Gabriel Valley along the 210 corridor, ultimately to Ontario Airport. We also support various projects to



improve freight goods movement from the LA/LB ports throughout the region and beyond (i.e. ACE
railroad grade separations in San Gabriel Valley area). There were also some interesting proposals to
improve local streets (i.e. add turn lanes, widen roads), add bike routes / lanes, additional park and ride
lots, improved sidewalks for pedestrians, etc. Some of these projects have on-going environmental
reviews and some others deserve serious study separate from this 710 gap closure project. However,
none of these other projects will improve regional transportation like the 710 tunnel would. We suggest
that Caltrans / MTA quickly narrow scoping of reasonable alternatives and eliminate other (non-tunnel)
alternatives based on clear objective criteria. For example, should not bother to study all 5 tunnel regions
already studied for feasibility in 2009-10 (just focus on the most direct route instead).

We suggest that Caltrans / MTA to move forward ASAP with 710 freeway environmental review process.
However, let's not study this tunnel to death. We have studied various options and tunnels for several
decades while traffic has gotten worse.

What alternative(s) should MTA/Caltrans analyze in detailed environmental review?

1. full length tunnel (approximately 28000 ft long) - starting tunnel south of Valley Blvd.
2. "Meredian" surface alternative (ROD, approved route from early 90s) or other similar previously
studied direct surface route (only study surface route if required by CEQA/NEPA)
4. intermediate tunnel entrance / exit for 110 freeway and/or Huntington Dr.? How much additional
transportation benefit gained by 210 south link via tunnel directly to 110 south (and 110 north to 210
north)? Additional cost for intermediate portal vs. single direct tunnel just from 210 to 710 stub?
5. trucks vs. no trucks thru tunnel? (no trucks with hazardous materials are allowed in any tunnel, right?)
6. toll vs. no toll? Toll pricing? How long before tunnel construction cost fully paid for by users?
7. 710 tunnel HOV lanes vs. no HOV lanes?
8. 3 vs. 4 lanes each direction thru tunnel?
9. potential locations for potential ventilation shafts ? Any shafts really needed? Type of ventilation
scrubbers available and costs? Reduction in escaped air pollution, particulates, compared to surface
route if scrubbers used?
10. reasonable environmental mitigation - for example:
a. Would sound walls on 710/210 freeways near tunnel portals reduce noise levels significantly for
freeway neighbors, despite some additional 710 flow?
b. Is noise cancelation technology feasible to significantly reduce noise from freeway cars/trucks for
existing 710 freeway neighbors?
c. Would neighborhoods above the tunnel actually feel significant vibrations from tunnel construction or
car traffic in tunnel?
d. Would any significant "settling" (i.e. movement) of surface ground above the tunnel be expected due to
construction?
e. Would be the likely routes to/from the tunnel during construction for trucks, heavy equipment, dirt
removal, etc.?
f. Would existing 710 / 210 freeways and on-ramps/off-ramps remain open during tunnel construction?
11. tunnel safety mitigations for accidents, fires, earthquakes, water run off, etc.?
12. potential private funding options to help pay for construction, maintenance, operation of electronic
tolls, etc.

I suggest that Caltrans complete the EIR process as quickly and efficiently as possible. However, EIR
should be 100% compatible with CEQA/NEPA rules and standards used for other similar recent
projects. MTA / Caltrans study all feasible / reasonable alternatives and should consider
all potentially significant environmental impacts, such as historic buildings, Indian burial grounds, global
warming, etc.
We support 710 gap closure tunnel. Let's build it right. Let's build it ASAP.
thanks,
Daniel , Lucia, Ryan, and Amanda Walker
7416 West 82nd Street
Los Angeles, CA 90045



From: Valentino, Danielle [mailto:ValentinoD@metro.net] On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 6:42 PM
To: 'Messner, Ernest L'; SR710Conversations
Cc: emessner@aol.com
Subject: RE: Comments on SR-710 Extension
Thank you for your submission. Please note that your official scoping comment has been received and
will be considered.

From: Messner, Ernest L [mailto:ernest_l_messner@fanniemae.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 11:56 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: emessner@aol.com
Subject: Comments on SR-710 Extension

Please place my comments in the record.

I am a resident of LaCanada Flintridge. I live at 4556 Vineta Ave approximately 150 North of the existing
210 Freeway.

Please include all Pasadena, LaCanada Flintridge and Montrose in your scoping area for environmental
impacts.

Environmental impacts which I believe should be addressed are: increased noise on the 210 freeway,
degradation of air quality, and containment of known particulates (primarily discharged by diesel truck
engines) which are known carcinogens.

I do not believe a tunnel is a safe alternative due to its length and transport of flammable materials.

Alternatives to the SR-710 extension should include a multimodal transportation design to and from the
Ports to include train transportation to primary distribution points in Central California, Nevada, and
outside
the Los Angeles Metropolitan area. Public transit should be studied for an above ground fixed rail system
connecting either in downtown Los Angeles or in one of the South Pasadena/Highland Park/or Pasadena
Gold Line stations. I drive the 710 now, and aside from modest surface traffic during rush hours, there is
no apparent need for a freeway to carry passenger vehicles. Surface street signals could by
synchronized
and the transition road in Pasadena straightened - a modest expense.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my comments.

Ernest L. Messner



From: Valentino, Danielle [mailto:ValentinoD@metro.net] On Behalf Of SR710Conversations
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 6:46 PM
To: 'Janka, Bahman'; Ron.Kosinski@dot.ca.gov; SR710Conversations
Cc: Dock, Fred; Beck, Michael; Bertoni, Vince; Paige-Saeki, Jennifer
Subject: RE: City of Pasadena's Scoping Comments for Draft EIR/EIS for the 710 Gap Closure Project
Thank you for your submission. Please note that your official scoping comment has been received and
will be considered.

From: Janka, Bahman [mailto:bjanka@cityofpasadena.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 3:34 PM
To: Ron.Kosinski@dot.ca.gov; SR710Conversations
Cc: Dock, Fred; Beck, Michael; Bertoni, Vince; Paige-Saeki, Jennifer
Subject: City of Pasadena's Scoping Comments for Draft EIR/EIS for the 710 Gap Closure Project

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Attached is the City of Pasadena’s Scoping Comments for the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the 710 Gap Closure Project.

A copy of this letter is also being sent to your office via US Mail.

We appreciate the opportunity to participate in this process.

_________________________
Bahman Janka, P.E.
Transportation Administrator
City of Pasadena
Department of Transportation
Tel: (626) 744-4610
Fax: (626) 396-8693
E-mail: bjanka@cityofpasadena.net

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 10:42 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#66]

Name * Jae Rand

Email jaecm1@gmail.com



(you@email.com)

*

Address

860 N. Ave 65

Los Angeles, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

I would like to see covered in the Environmental Impact Report (1.) Air quality in the propos

ground or underground alternatives.(2.) Using other multi

to improve air quality and movement of people and goods.(3.) Impact on street traffic around on

ramps. (4.) Safety if an underground option is chos

Most major cities in the US, Europe, and Asia have alternate transportation systems to move large

amounts of people so cars are not the only alternative. More people would be willing to not use their

vehicles if we had alternatives. I have lived in cities with alternative transportation choices and only

rarely needed a car.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 10:25 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#71]

Name * Joseph Eisenberg

Email joseph.eisenberg@gmail.com

CA 90042

United States

Comment for scoping record

I would like to see covered in the Environmental Impact Report (1.) Air quality in the propos

ground or underground alternatives.(2.) Using other multi-modal approaches instead of more freeways

to improve air quality and movement of people and goods.(3.) Impact on street traffic around on

ramps. (4.) Safety if an underground option is chosen. (5.) The true cost of completing this project.

Most major cities in the US, Europe, and Asia have alternate transportation systems to move large

amounts of people so cars are not the only alternative. More people would be willing to not use their

cles if we had alternatives. I have lived in cities with alternative transportation choices and only

reply@wufoo.com]
Thursday, April 14, 2011 10:25 PM

10 Conversations [#71]

Eisenberg

joseph.eisenberg@gmail.com

I would like to see covered in the Environmental Impact Report (1.) Air quality in the proposed above

modal approaches instead of more freeways

to improve air quality and movement of people and goods.(3.) Impact on street traffic around on-

en. (5.) The true cost of completing this project.

Most major cities in the US, Europe, and Asia have alternate transportation systems to move large

amounts of people so cars are not the only alternative. More people would be willing to not use their

cles if we had alternatives. I have lived in cities with alternative transportation choices and only



(you@email.com)

*

Phone Number (562) 618-8243

Address

1429 E Florida St Apt 302

Long Beach, CA

United States

Select a Subject

*

Comment for scoping record

Comment *

Don't extend the 710 freeway!

Use the money for transit, walking and bikes.

Instead:

1. Remove the SR-710 freeway between the 10 freeway and Valley blvd by

boulevard and linear park.

2. Expand transit to reduce car traffic and pollution and spur transit

For example, add a second track to the Metrolink line from LA to San Bernardino and add stations in

the San Gabriel Valley. Add express service (run by Metrolink?) along the Blue Line by using the

parallel freight track for limit-stop service from Long Beach to LA. And use some of the money to

connect the Blue Line and Gold Line with the planned Regional Connector

District station could be restored)

3. Create complete, living and green streets in the San Gabriel Vally and Pasadena, that promote safe

walking and cycling and create vibrant public spaces, so people don't feel the need to drive

8243

1429 E Florida St Apt 302

90802

Comment for scoping record

Use the money for transit, walking and bikes.

710 freeway between the 10 freeway and Valley blvd by transforming it into a

2. Expand transit to reduce car traffic and pollution and spur transit-oriented development.

For example, add a second track to the Metrolink line from LA to San Bernardino and add stations in

briel Valley. Add express service (run by Metrolink?) along the Blue Line by using the

stop service from Long Beach to LA. And use some of the money to

connect the Blue Line and Gold Line with the planned Regional Connector (perhaps the Financial

3. Create complete, living and green streets in the San Gabriel Vally and Pasadena, that promote safe

walking and cycling and create vibrant public spaces, so people don't feel the need to drive

transforming it into a

oriented development.

For example, add a second track to the Metrolink line from LA to San Bernardino and add stations in

briel Valley. Add express service (run by Metrolink?) along the Blue Line by using the

stop service from Long Beach to LA. And use some of the money to

(perhaps the Financial

3. Create complete, living and green streets in the San Gabriel Vally and Pasadena, that promote safe

walking and cycling and create vibrant public spaces, so people don't feel the need to drive to



Hollywood or Santa Monica to get that experience or get exercise.

4. Reduce freight truck traffic and pollution by expanding on dock rail at the Ports of Los Angeles and

Long Beach, and encouraging freight to switch from truck to the Alameda Corridor and Alameda

Corridor East.

5. To reduce traffic, start charing an anti-congestion fee at rush hour for single occupancy cars, to

encourage people to carpool or take transit instead. And take one of the existing lanes and make it a

carpool on the 710 (no need to widen the road)

From: Tori Kjer [mailto:torikjer@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 10:25 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#67]

I thought I included my address. Here it is: 3335 Dorchester Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90032. Thank you,

Tori

On Thu, Apr 14, 2011 at 6:41 PM, SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net> wrote:

Hello Tori,

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative
record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 11:22 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Feedback - SR-710 Conversations [#67]

Name * Tori Kjer

Email (you@email.com) * torikjer@gmail.com

Select a Subject * Comment for scoping record



Comment * I am writing to voice my concern and vehement opposition to

any extension of the 710 freeway. The extension is expensive

and will only continue the congestion and air quality

problems that currently impact the 710 corridor. Extending a

freeway, similar to adding lanes does not address the larger

issues related to traffic and congestion. Metro and others

should be looking to alternatives including the use of trains

to move goods and services in and out of the region.

Thank you,

Tori Kjer



From: NO 710FWY [mailto:no710fwy@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, April 15, 2011 9:36 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: Re: 710 Fwy Connector/Tunneling

Address is 5004 Navarro St., LA CA 90032

On Thu, Apr 14, 2011 at 6:59 PM, SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net> wrote:
Hello Joe,

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative
record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

From: NO 710FWY [mailto:no710fwy@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 6:56 PM
To: SR710Conversations; ron_kosinki@dot.ca.gov

Subject: RE: 710 Fwy Connector/Tunneling

To Ron Kosinki,

The 710 Tunnel Fwy scoping process and overall process has been dreadfully lacking in any beneficial
analysis that would provide those directly affected by the project and taxpayer community any useful
information on what is true the purpose of the tunnel project. At this time the El Sereno Community
lacks information on the benefits of closing the gap; adverse impacts of the tunnel project ; air
quality before and after the project is completed; proposed ways to decrease environmental impacts;
project cost and funding source; and alternative plans or why this route is being looked at more than
others when other routes appear to be more suitable for tunneling.
Further analysis is needed on the following issues before this project or project route can be chosen.

Please provide an analysis on the following: adverse impacts of the tunnel project; air quality from
vents, portals and towers that will be used to vent the tunnel; proposed ways to decrease
environmental impacts; project cost and funding source; and alternative plans like rail and buses, bike
routes, additional Park area as environmental mitigation.
Another task that is equally important that must be done is public disclosure of all political
contributions/donations to all government officials associated in anyway with the 710 project or
contributions from any source to politician that represent the areas affected by the 710 fwy.

Sincerely Joe. B



From: Mallory and Janna [mailto:malloryandmccall@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, April 15, 2011 3:23 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re Gap Closure

Hello,

My husband and I were unable to attend the meeting on April 6 due to disability, but we do want to go

on record regarding "closing the gap" through South Pasadena to connect freeways.

For many years we have traveled through that area, enjoying the history and beauty of the old homes.

It would be a disaster to move them out of their setting or, even worse, to tear them down. It is not a

great inconvenience to get off the freeway for that short distance.

Our vote is a huge NO for any project that would move the structures on that land.

Sincerely,

Jan and Mallory Geller

Visit us at www.MalloryandMcCall.com

And for something special, check out

our unusual Boho tribal ethnic Pirate neckpieces at

www.MalloryandMcCall.com/PiratePrimitive.html



From: Oscar Gutierrez [mailto:OscarAGutierrez@msn.com]
Sent: Sunday, April 17, 2011 10:40 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: concerned_nbors@pacbell.net
Subject: Re: YOUR TUNNEL IS BAD FOR US

I am not going to give you my home address so you can put me on your enemy's list of
people who oppose your tunnel! Just submit it my comments I live in El Sereno in the
90032 That’s All You Need To Know! Oh And I will Fight This Project With Every Legal Means
At My Disposal! This will Be A Long Legal Battle!

----- Original Message -----
From: SR710Conversations
To: 'Oscar Gutierrez'
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 6:24 PM
Subject: RE:

Oscar,

Thank you for sending your comment.

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative
record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I thought it was included in your submission. However, I do not see it in your e-mail below or in
the attachment you sent.

Thank you in advance for sending your address.

From: Oscar Gutierrez [mailto:OscarAGutierrez@msn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 8:30 PM
To: SR710Conversations
Cc: ron_kosinski@dot.ca.gov; concerned_nbors@pacbell.net
Subject:

We Never Wanted Your

Freeway, Highway,

Skyway or Tunnel. We



Reject Any Project You

Offer. Dig Your Tunnel

Some Where Else!





From: L Ibanez [mailto:lidi_ltd@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, April 18, 2011 12:02 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: FW: Comments on 710 tunnel/Fwy project

Physical address: 3011 Stockbridge Ave, LA, Ca 90032

--- On Mon, 4/18/11, SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net> wrote:

From: SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net>

Subject: RE: Comments on 710 tunnel/Fwy project

To: lidi_ltd@hotmail.com

Date: Monday, April 18, 2011, 7:58 AM

Thank you for sending your comment.



Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official administrative
record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

From: L Ibanez [mailto:lidi_ltd@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 8:54 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: FW: Comments on 710 tunnel/Fwy project

In a recent study done by USC and one of the largest and longest study of its kind USC researchers

concluded that children living near busy highways have significant impairments in the development of

their lungs that can lead to respiratory problems for the rest of their lives.

This is a pretty significant finding, considering that any proposed freeway project being proposed in El

Sereno would have a devastating effect on all surrounding Communities.

I live in the El Sereno neighborhood that will be directly impacted by the 710 Tunnel/Fwy project. My

neighbors and I are gravely concerned about the increased pollution that will result from the 710

Freeway Project. More than 100 major studies have been published over the last decade documenting

the direct relationship between freeway pollution and health. The proposed 710 tunnel project will

concentrate pollution, and noise at various ventilation areas. Freeway pollution and noise increase the

risk of developing asthma, cancer, hearing loss, and stress-related diseases. Freeways divide

communities and cause pollution. They are a major environmental and health hazard, as recently

confirmed by USC studies. Putting the tunnel underground will not make that fact go away. The

pollution will still exist but in a more concentrated manner. Currently there is no technology that can

eliminate the pollution to levels that are not harmful to humans. No one has offered any evidence to

challenge that fact.

This project poses too many unanswered questions and does not adequately address pollution,

technology, earthquake faults, political contributions/donations and other issues that demand serious

answers and research by outside entities not tied to this project.

Fifty years ago, we were ignorant about the dangers of freeways. Today, these problems are well

documented. Fifty years is enough. There is a need for more stringent regulation of the development



of freeways, and of land around freeways.

All parties should consider the following:

* Disclosure of all political contributions from any source for all politicians involved in the 710 freeway

or Politicians serving in areas affected by the 710 Freeway .

* Elimination of all 710 tunnel/freeway and related projects in the 710 connector route.

* Use one of the other alternative routes. The El Sereno route is impacted by earthquake faults.

*Consider other alternative modes such as rail, buses, more ports .

* Monetary reparations to all people living next to freeways.

* No more new housing built next to freeways.

* Relocate schools and homes built next to freeways.

* No Valley Connector Road or Low Mode Alternative in El Sereno that will increase traffic in El Sereno

* Build a 6 block wide park on each side along the route of the Freeway if the 710 Freeway connection

is built. (No homes for 6-7 blocks on each side of the 710 Tunnel Freeway route from Valley Blvd. To

Pasadena.

* Mandatory air quality testing for businesses, homes next to freeways, with data available to the

public, on the internat, with no fees.

* Reform freeway funding to encourage safety, health, and ecological protection.

* Health Insurance fund set up for living near the 710 Fwy and impacted by the 710 Fwy.



There is a need to be more sensitive to the danger of freeways, and that people who have suffered

from freeways be compensated for their suffering.

Sincerely,

Lily Ibanez

From: Mallory and Janna [mailto:malloryandmccall@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2011 12:26 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: RE: Re Gap Closure

Sorry I forgot our address. It is:

Jan and Mallory Geller

303 S. Avenue 57 #30

Los Angeles, CA 90042

Once again, our message is:

Hello,

My husband and I were unable to attend the meeting on April 6 due to disability, but we do want to go

on record regarding "closing the gap" through South Pasadena to connect freeways.

For many years we have traveled through that area, enjoying the history and beauty of the old homes.

It would be a disaster to move them out of their setting or, even worse, to tear them down. It is not a

great inconvenience to get off the freeway for that short distance.

Our vote is a huge NO for any project that would move the structures on that land.



Sincerely,

Jan and Mallory Geller

Visit us at www.MalloryandMcCall.com

And for something special, check out

our unusual Boho tribal ethnic Pirate neckpieces at

www.MalloryandMcCall.com/PiratePrimitive.html

--- On Mon, 4/18/11, SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net> wrote:

From: SR710Conversations <SR710Conversations@metro.net>

Subject: RE: Re Gap Closure

To: "'Mallory and Janna'" <malloryandmccall@yahoo.com>

Date: Monday, April 18, 2011, 8:04 AM

Jan and Mallory,

Please note that if you would like your comment to be considered in the official
administrative record, please write back and provide your physical address (along with
your comment).

I do not see your physical address included in your submission below.

Thank you in advance.

From: Mallory and Janna [mailto:malloryandmccall@yahoo.com]



Sent: Friday, April 15, 2011 3:23 PM

To: SR710Conversations

Subject: Re Gap Closure

Hello,

My husband and I were unable to attend the meeting on April 6 due to disability, but we do want to go

on record regarding "closing the gap" through South Pasadena to connect freeways.

For many years we have traveled through that area, enjoying the history and beauty of the old homes.

It would be a disaster to move them out of their setting or, even worse, to tear them down. It is not a

great inconvenience to get off the freeway for that short distance.

Our vote is a huge NO for any project that would move the structures on that land.

Sincerely,

Jan and Mallory Geller

Visit us at www.MalloryandMcCall.com

And for something special, check out

our unusual Boho tribal ethnic Pirate neckpieces at

www.MalloryandMcCall.com/PiratePrimitive.html

From: Jennifer Perez [mailto:jennifer1069@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Friday, April 15, 2011 10:18 AM
To: SR710Conversations
Subject: 710 traffic mitigation alternative

Hello,

I am opposed to connecting the 710 and the 210 freeway. I think that we can improve traffic congestion

by having signal synchronization it is a cost-effective way to increase street and road capacity without

major new construction. Orange County Transportation Authority, in partnership with California



Department of Transportation (Caltrans), had success in Orange County. Why not Alhambra?

Sincerely,

Jennifer Perez

3127 Sheffield Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90032



Appendix E – Scoping Meeting Transcripts, Comment Cards and Sign In 
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Page 2
1          San Gabriel, California, March 15, 2011
2                            -0-
3

4          MS. McCORMICK:  We're actually going to get
5 started right now.  So if you'd like to come up and have
6 a chair, that would be great.
7          My name is Mary McCormick, and I will be your
8 moderator this evening, and I'm with a company called
9 MBI Media this evening.
10          I would like to invite two of our translators
11 up to the podium to get us started this evening.  We
12 both have translation in Spanish and in Chinese -- in
13 Mandarin, and we would like to make sure that anyone in
14 the audience who is interested in getting some
15 information translated that we are able to do that for
16 you this evening, so I would like to have them come up.
17          (Whereupon interpreters addressed the audience,
18 but it was not recorded.)
19          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Joanna.  You can
20 have a chair.
21          I'd like to -- we are very pleased to have an
22 elected official with us this evening.  I'd like to
23 introduce him.  It is Mr. Eugene Sun, who is a city
24 council member from San Marino.
25          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  He just left.

Page 3
1          MS. McCORMICK:  Oh, he just left.  Well, it was
2 nice of him to come by.
3          I wanted to talk to you a little bit about
4 tonight.  Tonight is our very first scoping meeting, and
5 I want to tell you a little bit about our series one and
6 series two.  There are a total of 12 different meetings.
7 As you can see around the area, there are a variety of
8 different stations.  And here at station three you'll
9 see what is highlighted conversations with series one

10 and two.
11          So what we did, we actually have some really
12 detailed discussions with our community members from six
13 different cities, and we worked with them to find out
14 their needs and thoughts as citizens, as someone who is
15 working in the community, and then region-wide.  We
16 talked about two different areas.  We talked about the
17 commonality, and we talked about the community that they
18 live in, the concerns they have for transportation
19 concerns, also local regionally or local community
20 region-wide.  And then we have considerations, and
21 that's exactly considerations for the future.
22          We didn't want -- we wanted you to actually see
23 the posted notes that we did.  So we actually shot
24 photos of them, and we actually labeled them per day for
25 the city.  And it's really interesting reading.  You can

Page 4
1 actually see the notes, the actual notes that we took in
2 these meetings.
3          In series two was a series on CEQA and NEPA,
4 which is the California Environmental Quality Act and
5 the National Environmental Policy Act.  And that was a
6 training on the actual parallel process that takes place
7 during an environmental document.  I would encourage you
8 to take a look at the boards that we have at station
9 three and also as you walked in here, which allows you

10 to see multiple places where public participation is
11 encouraged.
12          We actually are also going to have Garrett
13 Damrath from Caltrans this evening.  He's going to talk
14 a little about the process.  He will be giving you a
15 brief overview of the scoping process, and I'd like to
16 introduce Garrett Damrath from Caltrans.
17          MR. DAMRATH:  Good evening, and thank you very
18 much for taking time out of your day to participate in
19 the scoping process for the 710 closure project.
20 Scoping, as the U.S. Council on Environmental Quality
21 defines scoping, is an early open process for
22 identifying important issues related for these actions.
23 And that was in 1978.  At that time it was mostly
24 dealing with agencies -- between the agencies so that we
25 can make sure that everybody, everyone, all the agencies
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Page 5
1 had their concerns addressed.  But it slowly became more
2 of a public outreach process to get the public's input
3 into the scoping process.  As you can see, it now has
4 gotten to be something where we have 18 meetings -- we
5 have scoping for the public, and we have one agency
6 designated.
7          I want to stress one thing, that no decisions
8 have been made at this point.  We are here primarily --
9 our primary purpose is to collect suggestions.  Our goal
10 as the preliminary team is charged with the
11 responsibility of ensuring the environmental issues of
12 the communities are addressed in the decision-making
13 process.
14          So why are we here?  The previous studies
15 indicate the 710 gap closure or gap contributes to
16 growing congestion on nearby freeways and arterials.  In
17 2003 ROD was rescinded, and continued project
18 development was prohibited without new environmental
19 work.  Then Measure R passed with a two-thirds majority
20 in L.A. County voters to fund bills that addressed the
21 transportation problems throughout the county including
22 the gap.  And the Metro Board has adopted a motion to
23 move forward with the environmental process.
24          So scoping for solutions -- we've convened a
25 series of 18 meetings.  Metro and the consultant group
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1 has done a wonderful job providing engaging and
2 instructional dialogue and maintaining an open and
3 transparent process.  We have solicited broad
4 participation and input and we facilitate and continue
5 these SR 710 conversations through social and media
6 platforms.
7          The purpose of scoping is pretty simple.  We
8 want to identify the issues to be addressed in the
9 environmental documents.  And so we are asking for input
10 from the agencies and from the public to notify us of
11 what we should be studying.  The lead agencies for this
12 project under CEQA and NEPA is Caltrans.  We were
13 delegated the federal agency or federal authority under
14 NEPA from the FHWA.  So we have that.  And we would like
15 our comments by April 14th.
16          The role in scoping is to be early in the
17 process as stated by the Council on Environmental
18 Quality.  We want input from the public, federal, state,
19 and local agencies.  What we want to do is identify
20 potential alternatives, issues, and impacts to be
21 analyzed, and the level of detail in these analyses.
22 And how we can -- let us know how you can give all this
23 information?  You can give us oral testimony.  We also
24 have a range of social media outlets in which you can
25 provide comments as well as written comments.
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1          This is the study area that we are presently
2 looking at.  Here's a quick list of the -- well, not
3 very quick -- of the preliminary purpose and need for
4 the project.  As you can see, there's a lot here.
5          We want to improve regional mobility and
6 accessibility for the movement of people, goods, and
7 services.  Reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on
8 the network.  Reduce congestion on north-south arterials
9 and local streets currently adversely impacted by

10 diversion of freeway trips.  Improve regional travel
11 time savings and thereby reduce loss of productivity
12 associated with congestion.  Provide additional
13 connectivity in the regional network for use by public
14 transit.  Improve regional and local mobile source air
15 quality characteristics.  Reduce greenhouse gas
16 emissions from mobile sources.  Provide a project that
17 constrains impacts in local communities to acceptable
18 levels.  And finally, develop a financially feasible
19 project taking into consideration cost effectiveness and
20 viable funding strategies including public/private
21 partnerships.
22          Our project alternatives -- there's been a lot
23 of questions on what we're looking at, and we heard from
24 you through the first two series of these meetings in
25 some of the things you might see.  One of the
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1 alternatives is to route neutral surface and/or
2 subsurface highway or freeway; heavy passenger and
3 freight rail improvements; bus and light rail system
4 improvements including the first and last mile; local
5 street upgrades including signal synchronization,
6 pedestrian and bike access improvements; traffic
7 management systems; and the no-build.
8          A few factors that we're taking into
9 consideration are multimodal transportation landscape;

10 emerging environmental issues and advances in
11 technologies; potential funding and revenue sources; and
12 project delivery and procurement methods.
13          Our project milestones are pretty basic.  We
14 have public outreach and issuance of the NOI, NOP, and
15 public scoping meetings which is where we're at right
16 now; the preparation of the Draft Environmental Impact
17 Report/Environmental Impact Statement; and then have
18 public hearings.  We will prepare a final environmental
19 document, and then a decision would be made and a record
20 of decision and notice of determination filed.
21          The environmental document type, of course, as
22 I say, will be an Environmental Impact Report/
23 Environmental Impact Statement under CEQA and NEPA.
24          And for all of your written comments during the
25 scoping, please address them to our Deputy District
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1 Director, Division of Environmental Planning,
2 Ron Kosinski, and his address is here readily available.
3          And I would like to thank you for your interest
4 in this very important project.  I will turn it back
5 over to Mary.
6          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  So to guide, this
7 is a special night because we're actually going into
8 scoping, and that will allow you the opportunity to have
9 those comments go on the record.  It actually goes in
10 the written record.
11          So I'd like to take just a few minutes to talk
12 about the protocol for that so you will understand how
13 you can do that.  I have here two speaker cards.  If you
14 would like to speak this evening, we are actually going
15 to have -- we have a court reporter here who puts it
16 into the administrative record.  So it's a legal record.
17          And if you would like to speak and have your
18 oral remarks put into the record, please fill out a
19 speaker card, and my staff will bring it up to me.  So
20 it looks like this (indicating).  And at that time I
21 will call up the person who's on the speaker card, and
22 then we'll give the second person behind them to kind of
23 get in the queue so you will know that your name will be
24 called from the queue.
25          We're actually going to be limiting our
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1 comments to two minutes, and we want to make sure that
2 the record -- it adequately compiles the record.  If it
3 exceeds two minutes, we want to talk about how you can
4 continue your comments, which is something that's really
5 important.  We have actually live Web input right here
6 in this room.  You can actually go online and continue
7 your comments online in the legal record, so tonight is
8 the beginning of that.
9          Also we have someone here that if you would
10 like, we can type it in for you.  You can actually have
11 someone assist you in typing your comment, and we'll
12 keep a legal record of that also.  So that's a computer
13 that is not live, but is a hard copy.
14          Also in addition to that, when you come up and
15 speak, please speak slowly because the court reporter
16 really is tracking each one of your comments, and we
17 want to make sure that she gets all of that.  And you
18 need to give us your first and last name and then your
19 address, your full address because your full address is
20 part of the record.  It's real important you give us
21 your full address.
22          You can also -- as Garrett mentioned, a lot of
23 the comment cards you can fill out.  There are several
24 boxes around the room which you can drop them in, and
25 you can also take them home because you'll have them in
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1 your information packet.  You can take them home, think
2 about what you heard tonight, and you can mail them.
3 You can mail them right to Ron Kosinski at Caltrans.  He
4 is the person taking them, and the address is on there.
5          Let me -- oh, also just a comment on station
6 six.  We have a -- for the very first time I wanted to
7 remind you, we're going to have a virtual meeting.  I
8 don't know if you've ever been involved in that before,
9 but you can actually go online, and it's a three-week

10 meeting.  Any time you can register.  It is posted by
11 Metro and Caltrans.  It begins on March 21st at 6:00
12 p.m., and then after I believe it's 6:00 to 8:00.  And
13 then after that it actually goes on demand, and it's
14 going to run all the way to April 14th.
15          So even if you couldn't come to a meeting like
16 this tonight, you can actually go online and get all
17 your issues put in the record as well.  And don't
18 forget, we're also on Facebook and Twitter, and you can
19 e-mail information -- if you want information, you can
20 e-mail to sr710conversations@metro.net.
21          So now we are actually going to go on the
22 record, and I will call up my first speaker, and
23 it's Dr. -- thank you -- Dr. Clyde Williams, and the
24 second person behind that will be Mr. Daniel Walker.
25          DR. WILLIAMS:  Dr. Clyde Williams, 4115 Barrett
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1 Road, El Sereno, Northeast Los Angeles.  By the way,
2 El Sereno is not a separate city equal to Los Angeles.
3 It is part of Los Angeles, which is not indicated in
4 this Notice of Preparation for the Federal Register.
5          First off, I'd like to get copies of all the
6 slides that have been presented tonight because they are
7 not the same as provided before, nor in the brochure
8 that has been provided here.  There is some additions.
9          So there's a lot of purpose and needs, purpose

10 and needs and a defined best case project is required in
11 order to propose alternatives, in order to assess
12 potential significant impacts, and in order to assess
13 mitigation for those impacts.  So without a least case
14 project, it's difficult to define all possible projects.
15 So I'd like to have somebody please define all possible
16 projects within the area from I-5 to I-605, from 210 to
17 10.  What do you mean by all possible projects?  Also
18 will e-mail submittals be incorporated into the scoping
19 report?  When will the scoping report be prepared in
20 accordance with NEPA?  Thank you.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Dr. Williams.
22          Mr. Walker.
23          MR. WALKER:  Okay.  Good evening, everyone.  My
24 second time here.  I didn't get to make it to the other
25 16 or so meetings before that.  I just want to thank
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1 everybody, all the staff, and the city people that were
2 here.  I'm not going to agree with everybody, I'm sure,
3 but I think it shows quite a tribute to democracy, that
4 there are people here when there are so many other
5 things going on.
6          MS. McCORMICK:  Mr. Walker, thank you for your
7 response.  Could you please give us your address,
8 please.
9          MR. WALKER:  Yes, 7416 West 82nd Street in
10 Los Angeles.
11          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
12          MR. WALKER:  I am a supporter of getting this
13 project done.  I think the need is clear.  I saw it
14 again on the way here.  I think there's a lot of
15 alternatives; there's a lot of other good ideas of
16 things that need to get done in the city.  But in this
17 corridor, there's no question that we need to build a
18 710 tunnel.
19          So -- but I would like Caltrans to study a
20 number of different features of this to make it
21 efficient, to make it minimally intrusive to the good
22 communities in the area, and it can't be done such that
23 there's little or no air pollution effects into the
24 cities nearby; scrubbing of the air vents; how many
25 lanes would it take to meet the needs of the
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1 community -- three lanes or four lanes -- is it going to
2 have HOV lanes; will it be toll?  There are a lot of
3 good things.
4          I think I'll submit some of my questions, but I
5 think basically the message is that we need to get this
6 done.  There are a lot of other light rail and bike
7 projects as well that I think many of us support, but to
8 move the people, we need to build this tunnel.  We need
9 to get the 710 connected, and we've got to get it done
10 sooner rather than later.
11          That's my main message, and I hope I get to see
12 it in my lifetime.  Thank you very much.
13          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
14          I'd like to call up Mary Cammarano, and then
15 behind her is Sean W. Telles.  Mary.
16          MS. CAMMARANO:  Good evening.  I'm Mary
17 Cammarano.  I live at 1218 Palm Avenue in the city of
18 San Gabriel.  And as a former council member, as a
19 former mayor of our city, the City of San Gabriel has
20 been on record continuously in support of this project.
21 We need relief from commuter traffic.  Traffic
22 everywhere, I know, is a problem, but we are feeling it.
23 As the neighbors in Alhambra, we get the overflow in the
24 city of San Gabriel.
25          And I've always stated that this is a regional
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1 problem; this is not a two-city problem -- a three-city
2 problem, and it just never ceases to amaze me that
3 cities that are 15 miles away are objecting to the
4 closure of this freeway.  It just doesn't make sense to
5 me.  If someone could really explain that to me, I'd
6 appreciate it.
7          But for our city and for the people of our
8 city, people are in a hurry.  We have the economy which
9 dictates that members of the family still have to work,

10 and work means commuting, and if we can lessen that
11 burden a bit on our family with gas going up to $5 a
12 gallon, it would certainly make a big difference.
13          So I just want for the record, again, to
14 emphatically state that is a regional problem.  If this
15 could be completed -- if this freeway should certainly
16 be completed, we would all benefit.  The region will see
17 a total, total benefit to each and every one of us, our
18 children, our grandchildren in the future.
19          So on behalf of San Gabriel, I want just that
20 be known on the record.  Thank you.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
22          Mr. Telles, thank you.  Your name and address,
23 please.
24          MR. TELLES:  My name is Sean Telles.  I live at
25 5618 N. Muscatel Avenue, San Gabriel, California, across
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1 the street, and I'd like to welcome you to my elementary
2 school and junior high school.
3          First, before we get to this, I wanted to say
4 that I think it's somewhat disrespectful and wasteful to
5 print single-sided all these packets when they can be
6 doubled.  And the same thing with this page that says
7 what we can do -- that whole page which is a paragraph
8 of information in color which seems kind of crazy.
9          So the first thing I want to say is how many

10 people took public transportation here.  Since we have
11 no public transit here, so I don't think anybody did.  I
12 walked here, but I live across the street, so I have an
13 excuse.  So I think that shows something that it doesn't
14 work.  Public transit doesn't work.  That's why no one
15 takes it.  That's why everyone drives because getting
16 home is the hardest part.  It takes twice as long
17 getting home than going somewhere usually.
18          I think most people believe that the 710 isn't
19 going to change our commute.  I think you have an
20 east/west problem, not a north/south problem.  That
21 said, I think it's unfair to people's health.  We don't
22 have a freeway going through there because it was part
23 of the plan.
24          But you know, I guess that's it.  I don't
25 think -- I don't see us going toward the Metro public
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1 transportation.  I should be able to go to Downtown
2 L.A., watch a show in Hollywood, take the Red Line, and
3 after the show come back, but I can't because it stops
4 at 11:00 or 12:00 or whenever that is.  So that's what I
5 would like to see all of the money and this power that's
6 going because I don't think extending the 710 is going
7 to add as much as that.  Thank you.
8          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
9          Mr. Don Hagstrom.  And then Mr. Nat Read.
10          MR. HAGSTROM:  Okay.  My name is Don Hagstrom.
11 My address is 11158 Bertha Place in Cerritos.  So for my
12 city, as you can tell, it's a little bit far from here,
13 but I do commute quite a bit to the Metro Los Angeles
14 area, and I'm very aware of the issues of regional
15 transportation.  And for the record, I am very much in
16 favor of this project.
17          One thing that I want to bring up, I don't
18 think it's brought up enough in transportation.  We
19 always ask the question, What are the impacts of
20 building the project?  And we never ask, What is the
21 impact if we don't build the project?  How many people
22 are suffering because in East Los Angeles on the I-5
23 corridor, the 101 corridor, the 605 corridor, the 10,
24 and everything else because we haven't built this
25 project?  We haven't finished the route.  And so
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1 everybody has been around -- it impacts neighborhoods on
2 surface streets.  It impacts on the freeways.  It's not
3 fair to everybody else.  And as was just mentioned, this
4 has been a part of a regional planning for a long time.
5 There are other cities that all of a sudden are against
6 it, and yet they have their mode of transportation
7 secure for them.
8          There are ways I think this project can be
9 mitigated and done very well.  We can have sound walls
10 and rubberized asphalt like they do in Phoenix.  We can
11 make it quiet.  You're talking about some people.  I
12 think it would be a pretty significant percentage grade
13 going up from Alhambra to Pasadena, so I don't think
14 nearly as many trucks would use this route as many
15 people think.  So I think it would be used more for car
16 commuters anyway but a very, very important route, and
17 it would make everybody's lives smoother.
18          So we need to go back to an old idea that we
19 had a long time ago, and I think people need to work
20 together.  We need to work together as a region and not
21 allow a few cities or a few individuals to stand in the
22 way of everybody else.  So thank you very much.
23          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much for your
24 comments.
25          Mr. Read.
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1          MR. READ:  Thank you very much.  I'm Nat Read.
2 I've been involved in this issue for 40 years.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Give us your address, please.
4          MR. READ:  Nat Read, 100 East Corson Street,
5 Suite 200, Pasadena, 91103.
6          Forty years, twenty of those as a citizen
7 advocate who felt strongly about the issues, twenty
8 years as a paid representative of the 710 freeway
9 coalition which is a coalition of business, of labor, of

10 cities, of some minority organizations and other
11 organizations.
12          I'm a rail guy, former vice president of a
13 railroad and an advocate -- paid advocate for the Blue
14 Line, Gold Line -- setting up, getting that built.  But
15 highways are an important part of our mix, and I think
16 what Sean Telles said resonates, and I'm there.  We need
17 more public transit.  We need more emphasis on that, but
18 not at the expense of the other modes that make our
19 total transportation system work.  I say that as a rail
20 guy.
21          Measure R gives us the opportunity of an entire
22 generation to fix a problem.  There are four and a half
23 miles of our freeway system that are missing.  Our
24 freeway system doesn't work without that.  So the
25 low-build alternative was proposed, studied, found to be
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1 worse than nothing.  Why is it still advocated?  Because
2 frankly, that's the only thing the opponents have.  I
3 would ask you to complete this study thoroughly but
4 quickly.  Thank you very much.
5          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you for your comments.
6          Is there anyone here who would like to fill out
7 an additional speaker card to speak this evening because
8 that is all I have right now?
9          Oh.  Joanne Nuckols.

10          MS. NUCKOLS:  Hello.  My name is Joanne
11 Nuckols.  My address is 1531 Ramona Avenue, South
12 Pasadena.  I have been involved with the 710 fight for
13 about 25 years, and I would live about a block from the
14 proposed meridian route -- proposed surface route.
15          Couple of comments I'd like to make in response
16 to comments made here tonight.  If the tunnel is ever
17 built, we've been told by the officials that it will
18 only be built as a toll facility.  There is not enough
19 public money to build it.  It would be a toll facility,
20 and the current estimates that are being thrown around
21 by Metro is $3 billion for construction only.  You have
22 to add another at least 25 percent, but that $3 billion
23 is way underestimated.
24          Currently one Metro Board member is attempting
25 to get an updated cost based on the big dig of another
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1 tunnel project that ended up being seven times what they
2 originally estimated because those estimates are always
3 small to get people interested in the project.  SKAG
4 estimated that the cost of the tunnel would be $11.8
5 billion.  So I think there is something funny going on
6 with all these numbers, and I think the public needs to
7 be educated as to what the actual cost will be.
8          And if anybody has read the Parsons
9 Brinckerhoff report from 2006, you'll see that the gases
10 cannot be scrubbed; they cannot be mitigated.  The
11 scrubbers are only for particulate matter, not for NOx
12 and all the other pollution produced by automobiles.  So
13 there is no way to mitigate the air pollution.
14          And also, if you read the Parsons Brinckerhoff
15 report, you will see that there will actually be more
16 traffic produced by the people that will not use the
17 tunnel because it's a toll facility and also because
18 even if it was free, they would not go in that facility.
19 So there's a lot of information that's lacking for
20 people in the public to actually know what the tunnel
21 would actually be.
22          Now, in response to the low-build study, a
23 federal judge has found that the Caltrans study of the
24 low-build was totally inadequate, and currently there is
25 an injunction in place on the surface freeway, and that
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1 the Environmental Impact Report -- impact study was
2 found to be very efficient, so there has been an
3 injunction actually in place on the project since 1973.
4 It's not clear if the injunction applies to the tunnel,
5 but I'm assuming it probably does.
6          So for this process to move forward, there's a
7 lot of (unintelligible) and a lot of legal issues that
8 are really going to get us in more quicksand.  So I'm
9 saying that these need to be cleared up before you
10 continue on writing an Environmental Impact Report --
11 the draft.  Thank you.
12          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
13          I'd like to offer an opportunity for anyone
14 else in the room to come and make comments.
15          Okay.  I want to thank you for participating in
16 a very important environmental scoping process, and your
17 comments are important, and they will be heard, and they
18 will be read.  We want to hope that you will continue to
19 work with us and participate in the process.
20          And you did receive in your information packet
21 at the station is a lot of the upcoming dates for the
22 additional scoping meetings as well as the calendar that
23 has been provided to you.  And we would like you to
24 continue to send comments electronically.  As I
25 mentioned earlier, we have the virtual meeting, but you
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1 can always send your comments electronically as well.
2          We would encourage you to ask your friends and
3 neighbors to continue in the scoping process and to have
4 them come.  And remember that this information is going
5 to be collected and will be put into the administrative
6 record until April 14th of 2011.
7          So thank you so much for your time.  I guess
8 that closes out the scoping for this evening.  If you'd
9 like to get more information from around the stations,

10 please do so.  You're welcome to stay.
11
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  1           ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDAY, MARCH 16, 2011

  2                      6:00 P.M. - 8:00 P.M.

  3                               ---

  4          MS. McCORMICK:  Good evening, everyone.  How are you?

  5   It's a little after 6:30, so we'd like to get started on our

  6   meeting tonight.

  7          My name is Mary McCormick.  I am with a company called

  8   MBI Media.  And we are facilitating our meeting tonight.  We

  9   are in the third series of a three-part series of meetings.

 10          And tonight is our SR-710 conversation "Going on the

 11   record."  And I would like to first of all -- before we begin,

 12   I'd like to introduce our two translators who are here to

 13   assist anyone who may need English translation.

 14          I'd like to introduce Charlie [Gupe] and Joanna

 15   [Amador] who will be able to do that in both Mandarin and

 16   Spanish.

 17          (Translators introduction - no interpretation

 18          was provided for the record.)

 19            MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Charlie.  Thank you,

 20   Joanna.

 21            I'm very pleads tonight to recognize in our audience

 22   several members of elected officials and other members of the

 23   civil community who joined us this evening.  And if you'd like

 24   to stand, I'd like to acknowledge that you're here.

 25            Chris Paulson who is with the City of Alhambra.  And
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  1   Enrique Garcia with the City of Alhambra as well.  Dan

  2   Hutchinson who is the Transportation Commissioner for the City

  3   of Alhambra.  There you are.  Ricky Choi who is the Civil

  4   Service Commissioner with the City of Alhambra.  Wing Ho who

  5   is with the Design and Review Board with the City of Alhambra.

  6   Barbara Messina with the City of Alhambra City Council, back

  7   there.  Gary Frueholz with the Alhambra Planning Commission.

  8   Adele Andrade Stadler with the Alhambra School District.  Good

  9   evening.  Maria [Venzuela] is the field rep for Assemblymember

 10   Mike Eng.  Thank you for joining us.  And Maria Murray with

 11   the Planning Commission with the City of Alhambra.  Thank you

 12   for joining us.  Well, we'd like to really extend our thank

 13   you for participating in this process.  It's a very important

 14   process.

 15            I hope all of you got the two handouts this evening.

 16   We have two.  We have the SR-710 conversation and information

 17   packet.  It has a tremendous amount of information for you.

 18   And most importantly, it has the dates, times and locations

 19   for the scoping series.  It also has a calendar in it for you

 20   as well.  And it also has several other pieces of information,

 21   including two other pieces of information that are very

 22   important, one which is the comment card.

 23            You'll see around the room boxes for comment cards

 24   and exist surveys.  Those are very important to make sure that

 25   you fill them out so we can make sure that we receive your
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1 comments in writing.  But also we want to make sure that you
2 take a look at your exist surveys, and if we can do everything
3 to do the meet better, that would be very helpful.
4          As I mentioned earlier, we are in series three, but
5 you should have received a packet of information for CEQA
6 NEPA.  That is the California Environmental Quality Act which
7 is the California rules.  And the NEPA is the National
8 Environmental Policy Act which is the Federal Environmental
9 Guidelines.  So that study guide will help you understand both
10 the State and Federal environmental process flow charts on
11 what we are studying prior.
12          We have environmental managers from Metro here to
13 answer questions about the last six meetings we just had.  We
14 have around the room as you've probably already seen several
15 different stations.
16          I would like to make a note.  You may or may not know
17 this, but evening during this meeting if you would like to go
18 back, you can go in the back room where the public comment and
19 scoping station is.  That actually is where we will enter your
20 comments and type for you written-typed comments if you don't
21 want to write them out.  And then, actually in station six, we
22 have our social media.  And I wanted to show you a little bit
23 about that.  But before we go into that, I want to talk about
24 a virtual meeting.
25          On Monday, March 21st, we will actually be going
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1 live.  It will be one of the very first live web meetings that
2 Metro has put on.  And you can sign on to join that meeting
3 anytime between March 21st and April 14th to view the
4 materials.
5          The really interesting thing about this is those
6 people who are house bound or can't get out to a meeting like
7 this, or somehow it makes it easier for them, it's like a
8 three week meeting.  It's a fabulous meeting.  And people,
9 please encourage your friends, family, neighbors, anybody who
10 can't get to a meeting like this.  Please, it actually makes
11 it easier for them to have access and get their voices on
12 record.
13          And they will be able to actually see all the
14 materials, all the collateral materials, that you see here
15 tonight, all the boards that will be in that virtual meeting.
16 And once that closes on March 21st, it continues.  It's 24/7,
17 and it ends on April 14th.  So you have a three-week window,
18 24/7, to make your comments heard.  You can also go to visit:
19 Metro.net/sr710conversation.  That's on their website.  So
20 this is pretty cool.
21          This is an example of what the virtual meeting is
22 really actually going to look like.  It's a beautiful 3-D.  It
23 really pulls you into an actual meeting look.  This is the
24 presentation room.  You can click on a lot of different
25 buttons to get information.  You'll actually have someone live
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1 who will be audibly responding.  And you'll hear on the
2 internet the voices of the people who are typing in their
3 comments.
4          These are the stations.  As you see around the room,
5 we have different stations.  Our stations here are a little
6 bit more interactive.  As you can see here in station 5, we
7 have the very first overview video that MBI did.  And we're
8 hoping to make this available for you when you get into this
9 meeting.  But this gives you an example that you can actually

10 click on and go into some of these stations as well.
11          We have information so when you get into here, you
12 can either chat live on line with someone who will be there
13 live to answer any of your questions.  And you can actually go
14 into a booth chat, so you have multiple people chatting all at
15 the same time.  So it's really kind of a high-tech pretty
16 amazing way for us to reach out virtually with one another to
17 talk about this.  It's really fabulous for people who can't
18 get out of their home.
19          So tonight, I'd like to talk about our first scoping
20 meeting.  This is where your voice really goes on the record.
21 Please be really cognizant of that, that we're really looking
22 for your comments.  They are entered into the Environmental
23 Impact Report.  And Environmental Impact states the process.
24 And this is where I turn it over to Garrett Damrath.  Garrett
25 is with Caltrans, and he's going to be providing an overview
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1 of the whole scoping process.  Garrett.
2          Oh, I'd like to acknowledge John Lodge who is with
3 the Planning Commission of Alhambra.  Hi, John.  And let's
4 see, Owen Guenthard who is the Executive Director of the
5 Alhambra Chamber.  Welcome.  Glad to have you.
6          MR. DAMRATH:  Good evening.  And thank you for taking
7 the time to participate in this important scoping process.
8 I'm here on behalf of Caltrans and the Federal Highway
9 Administration.  In 1978 the Council on environmental quality

10 defined scoping as an early and open process for identifying
11 important issues related to the environmental process as voted
12 in action.  And that was in 1978.  The law changed since then.
13          When it was originally conceived, it was an
14 agency-oriented process to ensure collaboration and minimize
15 any conflicting activity.  Over the years, it has changed into
16 a more public process, and agency meetings are more of a
17 courtesy at this point.
18          The scoping process is flexible and unique to each
19 project.  No decisions have been made at this point, and we
20 are here merely to gather information.
21          So why are we here?  Previous studies have indicated
22 that the SR-710 Gap contributes to growing congestion on
23 nearby freeways and arterials, published in the 1998 record of
24 decision.  Later, in 2003, that record of decision was
25 rescinded and continued development on the project was
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1 prohibited without further environmental work.

2          Later, Measure R, approved by two-thirds of L.A.

3 County voters, went to fund -- to address transportation

4 problems throughout the County, including the SR-710 Gap.  And

5 then the Metro board adopted motions to move forward with the

6 environmental phase.

7          What we are doing is scoping for solutions.  And it's

8 a new and state-of-the-art scoping process that Metro has been

9 spearheading.  We've convened 18 public meetings as part of

10 the scoping process.  We're trying to provide engaging and

11 instructional dialogue and maintain an open and transparent

12 process.  We have solicited broad participation input, and we

13 facilitate continue SR-710 conversation through the social

14 electronic media platform that Mary mentioned.

15          So the purpose of scoping is to identify issues to be

16 addressed in the environmental documents.  The lead agencies

17 for these documents under CEQA NEPA is Caltrans.  Under NEPA,

18 we've been delegated the authority to use NEPA for purposes of

19 this project -- or all projects in California.  And we would

20 like to get those written comments submitted to us by April

21 14th.  So your role in scoping is early in the process, the

22 EIR/EIS process.  So before we actually start the technical

23 studies on the project, we want input from public and federal

24 and state local agencies.  And what we would like to do is

25 identify potential alternative, issues and impacts to be
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1 analyzed, and the level of details in these analyses.
2          How you do that is by providing oral testimony as you
3 will today and/or written comments.  And there are many ways
4 to put written comments down through the social media outlet.
5 And we urge everyone to stay in involved.
6          So here is our project study area.  It's a very vast
7 project study area.  Here is a short list.  Actually, it's
8 kind of a long list of the preliminary project.  And I will
9 read through this kind of quickly.
10          We want to improve regional mobility and
11 accessibility for movement of people, goods and services.
12 Reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network.
13 Reduce congestion on north/south arterials and local streets
14 currently adversely affected by diversion of freeway trips.
15 Improve regional travel time savings and thereby reduce loss
16 of productivity associated with congestion.  Provide
17 additional connectivity in the regional network and for use by
18 public transit.  Improve regional and local air, mobile source
19 air quality characteristics.  Reduce greenhouse gas emissions
20 from local sources.  Provide a project that constrains impact
21 in local communities to acceptable levels.  And develop a
22 financially feasible project, taking into consideration cost
23 effectiveness and viable funding strategies, including
24 private-public partnerships.
25          At this point our project alternatives are route
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1 neutral surface and/or subsurface freeway or highway; heavy
2 passenger and freight rail improvements; bus and light rail
3 system improvements, including the first and last mile; local
4 street upgrades, including signal synchronization; and
5 pedestrian and bike access improvement; and traffic management
6 systems; and the no-build.
7          Some of the new factors to be considered in this
8 project are multi-modal transportation landscape, emerging
9 environmental issues and advances in technologies, potential

10 funding and revenue sources, and project delivery and
11 procurement methods.
12          Our project milestones are public outreach and the
13 issuance of N.O.I. and N.O.P. in public scoping meetings,
14 which is where we are now.  We would move on to complete a
15 draft of the EIR/EIS, hold public hearings on that draft, then
16 prepare a final EIR/EIS.  After that is done, we would make a
17 Record of Decision and Notice of Determination under NEPA and
18 CEQA.
19          The environmental document type for this project is
20 going to be an Environmental Impact Report for CEQA and an
21 Environmental Impact Statement under NEPA.  The project
22 contact, if you have written comments, this information is
23 widely available.  We would like all the comments to come to
24 Ron Kosinski, the Deputy Director of Caltrans, District 7.
25 And his address is, like I said, widely available.
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1          And I would like to Thank you very much for coming in
2 this evening.  I know it takes a lot for everyone to take time
3 out of their day to participate in this process.  And we
4 appreciate that.  So, thank you.
5          MS. McCORMICK:  So as we move into this part of our
6 evening this evening, we're actually going to be offering up
7 the opportunity for oral comments.  And I wanted to let you
8 know, if you haven't done so already, please fill out a
9 speaker card, and we'll make sure that it gets up here.  And

10 you don't have to do it this very second.  If you want to do
11 it a little later, that's fine.
12          Some protocol and rules for the meeting.  I'll be
13 calling up two people at a time.  They'll be coming up to the
14 microphone.  And then we'll have one person speaking and one
15 person on deck.  So kind of like baseball.  We have a timer
16 light right here for you.  Everybody gets two minutes.  The
17 green means that we've started.  Just to let you know, when
18 you're up here, when your yellow light comes up, you have 20
19 seconds left.  And when the red light comes up, you have about
20 10 seconds left.
21          Just to remind you, we aren't able to actually put
22 the -- we aren't able to answer questions tonight.  But we do
23 want you to make sure that you submit any of questions in
24 writing.  So make sure that we get all of that tonight, so
25 that it can go into the record.
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1          And we do have a court reporter tonight.  Our court
2 reporter is right here.  She is legally recording everything
3 we say this evening.  So everything is going on the record.
4 And, of course, that's our title.  And if I may ask you
5 please, to speak clearly and slowly for her.
6          When you come up, if you are going to speak, we would
7 like for you to give us your full name as well as your
8 address.  It's really important to have your address, so that
9 you can go on the record.  Your address is part of the legal
10 record.  And we will conclude our public speaking.  But we
11 want to make sure that everybody has an opportunity to speak.
12 So I'd like to go ahead and get started with that.
13          Our first speaker this evening will be Gayle
14 McKinney.  And the second person behind her will be Leland
15 Dolley.
16          MS. McKINNEY:  I'm going to use my notes, because I
17 get stage fright and forget what I'm saying.  But Alhambra has
18 borne the costs of an awful lot of people getting onto the
19 freeway.  And instead of it being a state project and
20 registered over the State, the costs is being carried by the
21 taxpayers in the City of Alhambra.  And that I feel is very
22 unfair for people who are not -- are just going where they're
23 going.  So I think that that's something that people haven't
24 been thinking about, the costs.  And then they talk about the
25 costs of building the freeway.  The cost of this, the cost of
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1 that.  But the costs to the Alhambra residence is very high.
2 And the other costs is to the drivers.  If a driver is doing
3 45 miles an hour or so, he's spending less money, less of his
4 nerves, and that's going to affect his blood pressure and his
5 medical.  We're not counting all those costs, and those costs
6 are all in there.  So I want to see this project go forward in
7 an rapid method.  Can't go too soon for me.  And I don't care
8 whether it's overground or underground or on Robin Hood's
9 yard.  Just so the north traffic can go on a state run
10 project.  Thank you.
11          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Gayle.
12          Mr. Dolley.
13          MR. DOLLEY:  I will echo and ditto.  My name is Lee
14 Dolley.  I'm the former City Attorney of the City of Alhambra
15 some years ago.  111 South First Street, Alhambra, California.
16          We want to make the comment first, that we expect and
17 hope and we know that this will be the best, most thorough
18 environmental impact work ever done in the State of
19 California.  We want everybody to be heard.  We want
20 everything on the line, and do it right.  I'm sure that
21 comment could be picked up by the people that understand what
22 I'm saying.  We do wish to make only one comment for the
23 record.
24          There has been discussion at several meetings
25 beforehand that it costs some $11 billion for this project.
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1 If the people making that accusation or that comment will
2 simply look at the SCAG documents, you will find very, very
3 quickly that the amount is much less than that, $4.6 billion.
4 This is an estimate as made by SCAG by law.  It is the
5 organization that makes those kinds of estimates.
6          Instead of throwing out that anymore further, I just
7 want to put on the record that we would ask that that be
8 looked at by the folks that are doing the environmental impact
9 documents.  And we would like to ask the people that are doing

10 the erroneous information of $11 billion to check the SCAG
11 documents.  Thanks very much.
12          MR. PAULSON:  Chris Paulson, 521 Alhambra Street,
13 Alhambra, California.  Speaking tonight on private residence.
14 I am first and foremost in favor of completion of the 710
15 Freeway.  It's been going on way too long, this legal battle.
16 The residence of Alhambra deserve better.  We deserve
17 completion of freeway for a number of reasons, some of which
18 have already been touched on tonight.
19          First of all, there is traffic.  We are dealing with
20 lots of traffic being dumped into our streets unfairly.  I
21 think that the traffic dispersed needs to be shared by all the
22 communities in the area, not just Alhambra alone.  That
23 traffic leads to emissions.  It leads to greenhouse gases,
24 which is allegedly causing climate changes, most scientists
25 will say.
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1          Traffic also causes frustration.  It causes health
2 side effects.  It raises stress.  The emission causes smog,
3 causes pollution.  Our residence have been inhaling that smog
4 for 50 plus years.  That includes school students, such as
5 myself born and raised.  I would hate to come down with asthma
6 one day as a result of the 710 Freeway.
7          Also I believe it's an economic impact that
8 Alhambra's been suffering.  As a result of all the traffic and
9 the damage to our roads, people don't want to come to

10 Alhambra.  If you alleviate the burden of the traffic facing
11 Alhambra, I think you'll have more people coming to this, not
12 just to commute, but for recreation, for entertainment, for
13 restaurants, for whatever.
14          Also, I believe there is a bit of a social injustice
15 involved.  I think Alhambra has been treated as the poor
16 little stepchild in the area.  And has been bullied by the
17 City of South Pasadena.  I think that it's time that we evenly
18 share the burden of this region for traffic and all the
19 negative conditions faced by traffic.  And I support the 710
20 completion.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
22          I'd like to call up Adele Andrade Sadler and
23 Mr. Frank Bodeman who will be next.
24          MS. STADLER:  Hi.  My name is actually Adele Andrade
25 Stadler.  And I'm at 2956 West Shorb Street here in the City
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1 of Alhambra.  I'm the current president of Alhambra Unified
2 School District.  But I'm a mom first and a resident first,
3 although I have many children to be responsible for.
4          One question is, "What environmental concerns impact
5 you the most?"  Well, each and every morning I start my day
6 like many of you, except that I don't see too many of my
7 neighbors here.  But I'm at 2956, which is one street north of
8 Valley Boulevard.  Just east of me is Fremont.  Just west of
9 me is Westminster.  We're highly impacted by the 710 not being
10 completed.
11          I see everyday moms and dads walking their children
12 to school because of the impact of the economy.  They have
13 only one car, so they're walking their students to the nearby
14 school.  And they're there, and they're walking between 6:30.
15 And at 6:30 in the morning, the cars are idling already and
16 they continue to idle until about 9:30 a.m..  And then they
17 come back again at about 2:00 and idle until about 7:00.  So
18 you can imagine back and forth the students breathing this air
19 aside from our own families breathing it.
20          Many people here know the black soot that sits on our
21 window seals.  I wonder if that soot sits in other people's
22 lungs.  We have seen in the school district the impact of
23 absences because of asthma.  I wonder what that's related to.
24 Please look at completing the tunnel, the 710.  Please take
25 the cars off our streets, off our neighborhoods.  And let's
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1 hope that this will actually come to past.  Thank you.

2          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.

3          After Frank Bodeman, Owen Guenthard.

4          MR. BODEMAN:  Hi.  My name is Frank Bodeman.  I live

5 at 114 South Electric Avenue, Alhambra.  I've lived here for

6 48 years, and I've seen the traffic tremendously pick up in

7 this area.  My son goes to Northrup, where it used to take me

8 2 to 3 minutes to take him from Electric to Atlantic.  Now it

9 takes me almost half an hour just on Commonwealth and

10 Electric, because the cars are coming in.

11          The traffic on the Atlantic Boulevard is so bad that

12 the traffic on Commonwealth, I have to park between Marguerita

13 and Curtis and walk my son to school at times.  It's so bad,

14 just to get him there on time.

15          There's times where I have to go on Main Street and

16 come down Atlantic.  And then the traffic at the school,

17 between Commonwealth and Mission is so bad, God forbid if a

18 light ever goes out, which it did, it took me 40 minutes just

19 to travel one block.  40 minutes.  And that's ridiculous.  So

20 I'm supporting the 710, and I would like to see it finished.

21 That's all I have to say.

22          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.  After Owen is

23 Barbara Messina.

24          MR. GUENTHARD:  My name is Owen Guenthard.  I'm a 70

25 year resident of Alhambra.  I am also the Executive Director
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1 of the Alhambra Chamber of Commence.  My home is at 1211 South

2 Third Street.  I'm here in support of the completion of the

3 extension of the 710 Freeway.

4          I just think that the cities that are going to be

5 impacted by the extension of this freeway should start

6 thinking that they are part of a regional problem.  And they

7 are not only citizens of South Pasadena and La Canada, but

8 they are citizens of the greater region.  And this is what we

9 are approaching as a regional problem.

10          I can recall in the '50s when the City of Alhambra

11 was impacted by the creation of the 10 Freeway.  That split

12 our city in half.  We could have sat and rung our hands and

13 said, "My God, what's happening to us, all these negative

14 things."  But it is helping bring economic positive impact to

15 our community.  It has granted us with greater access to our

16 regions.

17          I think that is how problems like this should be

18 approached.  You should think that you are a citizen of the

19 entire region, and you have to step up to the plate and

20 support solving this regional problem.  I won't go over the

21 negative impact of the health and inconveniences that have

22 already been stated very eloquently by the people that have

23 preceded me.  But I speak on behalf of not only the citizens

24 of Alhambra, but also the businesses of Alhambra, that they're

25 in 100 percent support of the completion of the Alhambra
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1 freeway.
2          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
3          So after Ms. Messina, we would like to call up Hank
4 Fung.
5          MS. MESSINA:  Thank you all for coming.  This is a
6 great group.  I have been an elected official with the City of
7 Alhambra and the school district for 24 years.  I have been on
8 this 710 completion for 28 years of my life personally, when
9 it first started when it was a surface route.

10          When that freeway was built, it was never intend to
11 end on Valley Boulevard in Alhambra, because it's a state
12 highway.  It was meant to connect to the northern part where
13 it stubs out in Pasadena.
14          People have said that Alhambra has created the
15 problem by all the development.  These are people passing
16 through our community to get to work in the morning and to get
17 home in the afternoon.  It's all pass-through traffic.
18          When I was on the school board, the impact on our
19 school kids -- we have several schools whose playgrounds are
20 on arterial streets: Fremont, Atlantic, Electric, Garfield.
21 These kids are products of what those cars, as was stated
22 earlier, idling.  It was never intended for our local streets
23 to have all these cars.  The impact on our streets is
24 incredible.  The damage to our streets is enormous.
25          I cannot tell you how important it is, regionally as
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1 it was said, to finish this gap.  It is a gap.  It is not
2 building a new freeway.  It is completing a freeway that makes
3 all of the other freeways interchangeable.  As a result, you
4 have congestion and backup starting from the downtown
5 interchange, because there is not through interchange on the
6 different freeways.  Thank you.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  After Hank, Stephen Trapani.
8          MR. FUNG:  Hi.  My name is Hank Fung.  I have a
9 slightly contrary viewpoint to that.  I don't believe that it
10 is the gap closure.  We should use a mutual term such as
11 freeway construction or project or something like that, rather
12 than gap closure.
13          In terms of the process, I think that we need to
14 confirm that e-mail and phone comments to the 710 hotline are
15 accepted on the record.  You put the binders in those Phase 1
16 and Phase two meetings as part of the record as well.  Publish
17 all transcripts, comment cards, et cetera, online.
18          Remind people that the written comments made before
19 February 28th need to be made again, and that the attendance
20 sheet should also be online and not be located in a library or
21 somewhere.  It needs to all be online.
22          In terms of the project, I think there are several
23 options we need to consider, such as the option to connect to
24 State Route 2 rather than State Route 210 in Pasadena.  That's
25 an option that I think needs to be studied.  That would enable
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1 connections to a future Palmdale, Glendale tunnel.
2          An option that should be studied is reducing the
3 diameter of the tunnel to perhaps a 12-foot clearance.  This
4 would eliminate the ability for trucks to use the tunnel.  And
5 trucks, of course, distribute a lot of particulate matter.
6 Trucks are band in South Pasadena and on Fremont Avenue, so it
7 wouldn't necessarily be any change to remove trucks from the
8 tunnel.  But using the clearance of the tunnel could band
9 trucks.  We [congestiontize] the tunnel with no maximum price.
10 By doing so, we could have funding for the tunnel.
11          One of the issues is also to consider making it an
12 HOV only tunnel, such as on the Shirley Highway in Washington
13 D.C. where it's two-ways in each direction.  You might be able
14 to get away with just one tunnel, but two lanes in each
15 direction.  And that might be able to save some money for the
16 project.
17          Also, in the scoping process, we need to have a
18 solid, accurate, PBM, TSM, alternative that reflects current,
19 transit condition such as the elimination of Line 45 on
20 weekends and nights, and the possible elimination of the Rapid
21 Bus 762 on Atlantic Boulevard.  Thank you.
22          MS. McCORMICK:  After Mr. Trapani, Mr. John Lodge.
23          MR. TRAPANI:  My name is Stephen Trapani.  508 South
24 Chapel Avenue in Alhambra, California.  I'd also would like to
25 have let 710 tunnel completed.  I think it would satisfy the
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1 residence of Alhambra, also South Pasadena, an adjoining city.
2 I don't understand why La Canada Flintridge is putting up a
3 fight, when they already have a freeway there.  And I think
4 the people going to La Canada Flintridge would be going there
5 anyway.  I also have a few of the projects that I would like
6 to see Alhambra complete along with having more buses, using
7 the ACT service bus.
8          From my understanding, the 45 is about to be
9 eliminated along Fremont that goes to the bus route through

10 Cal State L.A. to downtown L.A.  I believe the ACT should pick
11 up that service, maybe possibly starting here at the Mervyn's
12 parking lot, going through Mission Road, servicing Valley
13 Boulevard and getting onto the 710 south and so on.
14          Also, just simple solutions like having left turn
15 lights in the City at every intersection along Mission Road
16 and Valley would help out with congestion in Alhambra.  I
17 would like to see Metrolink use the Mission Road track here.
18 I know it's a freight line, but I think there could be a few
19 services of Metrolink here to service the people of Alhambra
20 and Rosemead and east El Monte.  Just a few trains in the
21 morning, a few trains in the evening.  And you could put
22 station in the Park.  There's plenty of parking there.  So
23 those are a few solutions that would help out the region and
24 especially Alhambra.  Thank you for your time.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
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1          Next up would be Sam Burgess.  Wait, go ahead, John.
2          MR. LODGE:  Good evening.  I'm John Lodge.  I'm one
3 of the planning commissioners of the Alhambra Planning
4 Commission.  I've been an Alhambra resident for the past 18
5 years, and I'm also a parent.  And I have children that go to
6 school here.  I am also an architect.  And I personally am
7 very much in support of the completion of the 710 as going
8 through Alhambra, as there is a tremendous traffic problem.
9          Also, I really value the beauty of South Pasadena.

10 And I believe with this new tunneling, it can be done with
11 non-impact to those beautiful neighborhoods of South Pasadena.
12 Thank you.
13          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
14          Teresa Lucky is next.
15          MR. BURGESS:  My name is Sam Burgess.  626 Prospect
16 Avenue, Number B, South Pasadena.  I'd like to thank Caltrans
17 and Metro staff for all of these meetings.  I'm sure that by
18 the time this is over with, they're all going to go out and
19 have a couple of beers.  It's been a very long month for them.
20          Studies have shown that diesel emissions from trains
21 are less than that from trucks per 10 miles.  A study must be
22 done to demonstrate the difference of air pollution from
23 10,000 trucks per day versus 3,000,000 trains per day.  Also,
24 the emissions of any trucks should be mitigated to below those
25 of trains.  That is my statement.
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1          I would like to comment on the gentleman who spoke

2 about the costs of this project.  The figure he gave, the

3 low-ball figure he gave is accurate, except for the fact that

4 if you do read the document that he's talking about, the

5 Parsons Brinckerhoff document, you will see it very clearly

6 states for the costs of drilling the holes only.  That is not

7 the total cost of everything.

8          Later on in the document, there's a laundry list of

9 items that must be done that brings that price up to over $10

10 billion.  People from Long Beach, La Crescenta, Glendale,

11 Sierra Madre have studied these documents.  Many think that

12 $11 billion, the low-ball figure, is probably closer to $14

13 million.  So once again that $4 billion that was quoted was

14 for the cost of drilling those holes, and that's it.  It thank

15 you.

16          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  After Teresa is David.

17          MS. LUCKY:  My, I'm Teresa Lucky.  I'm a residence of

18 Alhambra for 34 years.  I have a question.  This is for the

19 many officials of Alhambra here.  I was told that Alhambra has

20 spent over $1 million on control [census] for the 710 Freeway.

21 Can anyone give me an answer?  Alhambra City Council, Barbara

22 Messina.  No one has the answer.  Okay.  That's all I have to

23 say.

24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  David Czamanske and Janet

25 Ervin is next.
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1          MR. CZAMANSKE:  My name is David Czamanske.  My
2 address is on this computer card here.  I'm an environmental
3 consultant, and I've reviewed a lot of environmental
4 documents.  And it would take me more than 22 minutes to talk
5 about all the things that need to be addressed in this scoping
6 process.  I'd like to take a different a little bit different
7 track and talk about some of the different illusions that need
8 to be knocked down about this project.
9          First of all, there's an illusion that this project
10 will reduce traffic congestion.  The likely reality is that if
11 a freeway link is built, it will initially attract additional
12 vehicles through this corridor to the extent that it will
13 create large scale traffic congestion and reduced speeds the
14 day it opens.  The results will be that drivers will seek
15 alternative routes, i.e., surface streets to avoid this
16 congestion, just as they now do to avoid congestion on the
17 freeways, including the 10 and 210 throughout Southern
18 California.
19          The second illusion is that public funds may be
20 available in the near or long-term future to build a freeway
21 extensions like this.  The likely reality is that neither
22 federal nor state government will have significant funds or be
23 willing to commit significant funds for this project due to
24 the severe budgetary constraints the nation and the state are
25 experiencing, and will continue to experience into the
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1 foreseeable future.
2          The Obama Administration desires to commit sizeable
3 funds for high-speed rail.  Whether it will be able to do so,
4 given the current Congress is uncertain.  But this project is
5 likely to be very low on any federal transportation priority
6 list.
7          Third, there's an illusion that private enterprise
8 will come to the rescue to play a major role in funding this
9 project.  The likely reality is that such funding will not

10 happen.  Private enterprise needs profits to participate.  And
11 this project is unlikely to be profitable for the basic
12 reasons cited in point number one.
13          The significant toll, $5 to $25 or whatever it is
14 that you want to call it, will be required to generate a
15 profit.  However, drivers pay a toll only to save time and
16 congestion.  They will not pay a toll to sit in congested
17 traffic, especially if they are in a tunnel.  Drivers of
18 passenger vehicles will be strongly motivated to avoid the
19 toll, and congestion will therefore seek relief by traveling
20 on surface streets.  Drivers of corporate-owned trucks may be
21 willing to pay a toll no matter what it is, since they are not
22 allowed on surface streets.  But to hope that commuters will
23 pay significant tolls to drive in such a toll lane is just
24 that --
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Dave, could you end up, please.
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1          MR. CZAMANSKE:  Okay.
2          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
3          Janet Ervin, and then Joanne Nuckols.
4          MS. ERVIN:  Good evening, everyone.  My name is Janet
5 Ervin.  I live at 801 Meridian in South Pasadena.  And I'm a
6 former residence of Alhambra.  I lived here in the 1980s.  I
7 loved living here.  It was a beautiful community then.
8          What I see now, is those houses that used to be
9 across the street from where I lived, now has six condominiums

10 on each one.  There's been tremendous redevelopment.  There's
11 nine community developments here in Alhambra.  And I
12 understand the interest of bringing more business and so
13 forth, but it really has caused a lot of congestion.
14          I think that one of the impressions that people here
15 have is that South Pasadena has different interests from
16 Alhambra.  I really don't see it that way.  I think we all
17 want regional solutions to the traffic problems.  And we want
18 to protect the health of people throughout the corridor.  I
19 feel that building a tunnel with 100-foot-high smoke stacks of
20 unfiltered exhaust will severely impact the entire region.
21 One of these 100-foot towers, the exhaust from the tunnel will
22 be right next to the Huntington Hospital in Pasadena, which is
23 a hospital that serves the entire region.
24          We also have to look at if there is a tunnel, the
25 amount of pollution that will be at the corridor.  There will
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1 be one here and one at the other end to the north.
2          One of the things that's happening now is the lower
3 710 is being expanded.  And that will only cause more traffic
4 to come up here.  And if you have a tunnel, it will be narrow.
5 It will be a huge bottleneck here at the entrance, and cars
6 will be backed up.  And I think you will have more traffic
7 than we had before.
8          I think what we need to do is look at other
9 solutions.  And there are other solutions to both the commuter
10 traffic and the forced freight traffic.  The traffic at the
11 force freight needs to be put on heavy rail and taken to
12 distribution centers, and keep those trucks off of the 710.
13 And all of us need light rail more like the Goldline to make
14 connectivity, so people don't have to drive.  They will have
15 choices.  Thank you.
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  John Nuckols, and then
17 Martha Vanegas.
18          MS. NUCKOLS:  Joanne Nuckols.  1531 Ramona Avenue,
19 South Pasadena.  And I live approximately a block from where
20 the proposed surface routes would be.  And I'd like to make a
21 statement that when Caltrans and Metro are studying the tunnel
22 in the alternative now, that they should honor the truck band
23 that was reached in 1993 by Caltrans.  There should not be
24 trucks allowed on that part of that study.
25          Also I'd like to talk about in all the years of all
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1 the studies that's been done, there's only been one scientific
2 origin destination study done in the 710 corridor.  It was
3 done in the 90s as part of a study of in Pasadena.  The study
4 showed that only 25 percent of the traffic went from stub to
5 stub from the Alhambra, Los Angeles border to Pasadena.
6 Currently that's only about 10- to 12,000 cars.
7          Then you go to the Metro PCP study that's about to
8 come out.  They say that there would be about 190,000 trips in
9 the tunnel.  That's four times the amount of traffic now that
10 comes out of the stub on Valley Boulevard.  Meaning, you would
11 have the same amount of traffic from the cars that will not go
12 through the tunnel, whether it's a toll tunnel or it's free.
13 There's a 15 percent diversion rate, 15 percent of 190,000.
14 You do the math.
15          As the toll goes up in the chart in the Parsons
16 Brinckerhoff study, there are less and less people using the
17 tunnel.  They would go on the surface street.  The 120 figure
18 of SCAG the billion dollars, was done in September of 2007,
19 and mysteriously was cut in half to $5 billion.  One has to
20 wonder what you have to do for such large numbers.  South
21 Pasadena has stepped up to the plate already in 1939, and we
22 paid the price for a freeway, the first freeway.  And we've
23 had it for 72 years, the Pasadena freeway.  Thank you.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Martha Vanegas and Maria Murray.
25          MS. VANEGAS:  I live at 2705 Ramona Avenue in
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1 Alhambra.  And the reason I'm here is because it's worrying me
2 because my son, he goes to Fremont School.  And all the
3 traffic and all the congestion, I'm afraid of that.  I think
4 it will help all of the traffic and all the smoke that my son
5 smells when he's playing in the background.  Thank you.
6          MS. McCORMICK:  Maria Murray and then Dan Bednarski.
7          MS. MURRAY:  I'm Maria Murray.  I reside at 1708
8 Stoneman in Alhambra.  I'm a Planning Commissioner, but I'm
9 here as a resident.  I've lived in Alhambra for 35 years.

10 I've raised my children here.  Now I'm focusing on my
11 grandchildren.  During this time I have seen three surface
12 streets, Fremont, Atlantic, and Garfield become Alhambra's
13 freeways.
14          The automobiles in the morning, rush hours, the
15 afternoon rush hour, and the weekend rush hour of commuters
16 going through Alhambra to go to whatever destination they're
17 going to is not safe.  We have children in our local school.
18 They breathe the pollution, not just automobiles, but from
19 trucks going through the are, large trucks.  Not just a few,
20 but a lot of them.
21          We have the 10 Freeway.  We have the Mission
22 Railroads.  We have the 10 Amtrak rail.  We have potentially
23 the speed trains use computer to go through Alhambra.  We have
24 all these contributors.  And people in our neighborhoods don't
25 realize how much impact this has on us and our children.
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1          There's a lot of opposition to the freeway.  But
2 there's really -- there have been no reasonable
3 recommendations for what to do if this doesn't go through.  So
4 the 710 Freeway is long, long, overdue for completion.  I
5 strongly support it.  And I hope that the State will complete
6 it, if not for me, for the children.  Our children deserve
7 everything else that children from our neighboring communities
8 are enjoying.  That is an environmentally, healthy area safe
9 for them to play in.  Thank you.

10          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Dan and then Frank
11 Pulciano.
12          MR. BEDNARSKI:  I'm Dan Bednarski.  I live at 1829
13 South Olive Avenue, Apartment A, Alhambra.  I do not support a
14 surface route for the 710.  But I do support at least studying
15 on the tunnel route, though there are a few qualifications.
16          I also agree that there should be no trucks or
17 hazardous materials in the tunnel.  Caltrans needs to filter
18 any tunnel exhaust.  A tunnel will be around for generations.
19 It needs to be made scalable.  Although today we're talking
20 about autos at $5 a gallon for gasoline or more, we're going
21 to be talking about more mass transit in the future.  So it
22 needs to be studied to provide trains and light rail in the
23 future.  As other mass transit is added and as train routes
24 are created, light rail routes are created, that the tunnel
25 could possibly be used for that as well.
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1          I also ask Caltrans and Metro to put all related
2 documents online.  So the supporting studies that have been
3 talked about, key studies listed on the board here, price
4 estimate documents that everybody's been throwing around, most
5 of us have never read them.  If we could have access to them,
6 that would be very helpful.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.  Frank and then
8 the next gentleman is Al Diaz.
9          MR. PULCIANO:  My name is Frank Pulciano.  I live at
10 605 North Granada.  I've lived in Alhambra for 59 years.  I
11 come over here in '59.  We've lost too much time here.  Talk
12 and talk and talk.  I forget how much time we talk about.  We
13 want to go through, just do it.  We here from all the people.
14 Hundreds people each day go through Valley Boulevard and put
15 their car over there each time.  The people give 710 Freeway
16 have to agree with Alhambra.  What good place to live,
17 Alhambra.  Good eats.  Good barber.  Let's let this go
18 through.  Pretty soon I'm gonna die and never see it go
19 through.  And say next year, and next year, and next year.  So
20 the train raise a lot of traffic in Alhambra.  I want see this
21 wish go through.  I hope you guys push very hard.  I pay very
22 much.  Thank you very much.  I hope it go through before I'm
23 gonna die.  God Bless you.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  I'd like to ask Al Diaz to come up.
25 And then right behind him Annette Arizmendez.
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1          MR. DIAZ:  Hello, I'm Al Diaz.  I live at 240 Hampton
2 Terrace.  And like other people have been saying, I was going
3 to say the same thing.  But we've been having meetings for
4 years and years.  Look how many freeways have been built
5 around Los Angeles.  And all we need is four and a half miles
6 that we can't even build.
7          And, you know, they're talking about tunnels.  South
8 Pasadena is talking about pollution and noise.  What do you
9 think is going on when traffic is stop and go and stop and go?
10 Where do you think the pollution is going?  You know, they
11 don't make cars like 20 years ago.  The cars now, they're not
12 noisy, and they're not supposed to pollute.
13          So if you don't want to make tunnels, if you go to
14 Louisiana, there's bridges on top of water.  Maybe you should
15 go that route.  But let me tell you, the way things are going,
16 four and a half miles, I don't think it's ever going to be
17 built because there is somebody putting on excuses and
18 excuses.  All I can say is we already have the route to South
19 Pasadena.  Why don't you build it to Huntington Drive and just
20 forget about it.  Let south Pasadena worry about all the
21 pollution and cars and all that.  That's easy.  You don't have
22 to worry about meetings.  It's not going to be built.  Never.
23 If it's taken 30 or 40 years, I don't think it's ever going to
24 be built.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Our last speaker is Enrique Garcia.
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1 But if there is anyone else who would like to speak, please
2 fill out a card.
3          MS. ARIZMENDEZ:  My name is Annette Arizmendez. I've
4 lived in Alhambra for 25 years.  And I'm one of those cars
5 that Adele was talking about on Valley Boulevard idling.  For
6 20 of those 25 years, I've commuted to LAX to work.  And
7 during that time I was able to watch the Century freeway being
8 built.  As a matter of fact, I used to joke with people that
9 I've worked there for so long, they've actually built me my

10 own freeway.
11          And that's why I've always wondered why, in Alhambra
12 where I've lived for 25 years and heard all the pros and cons
13 that this project, as the gentleman spoke before me, has been
14 stalled for this long.  And yet, I'm not sure what went into
15 building the Century freeway, but I watched it.  I watched
16 them install the safety tunnels and all of that during the
17 short period of time that I was driving to work, which took
18 quite a while.  But it was tremendous.  To be able to see the
19 century freeway and the Metrolink going all the way down to
20 Redondo Beach, although it didn't go to LAX.  But it did make
21 well past there with the connections.  But it's always amazed
22 me how this issue could be stalled for this long and yet you
23 can watch a whole freeway go up.  And as the other gentleman
24 said, other freeways being built also.  Thank you.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
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1          MR. GARCIA:  My name is Enrique Garcia.  I live at
2 329 East Adams Avenue.  I'm one of the planning commissioners
3 in Alhambra City.  I'm also one of the families that's in
4 favor of the 710.  And I've lived in Alhambra for 18 years.
5 And I've worked in Pasadena for about 4 years out of those 18
6 years.  I worked in downtown L.A. and Rosemead and San Gabriel
7 and all over the place.  I can tell you that it makes no sense
8 to me why we haven't finished out the gap of the freeway.  I
9 think everybody in their right mind will see the Thomas Guide

10 Map and see all these other unfinished freeways that were
11 meant to connect to other freeways.  So I'm here to express my
12 support for the continuation of the tunnel.
13          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
14          And we have an additional person, Gary Frueholz.
15          MR. FRUEHOLZ:  My name is Gary Frueholz.  I'm a
16 member of the Alhambra Planning Commission.  And there's been
17 a lot of good points brought up tonight about the extension of
18 the 710.  I'm in favor of it.  A lot of good points have been
19 made.  I wanted to bring up two additional points that I
20 thought were rather interesting.
21          One is that we just finished with the 2010 Census.
22 The 2000 Census for the City of Alhambra had us with a
23 population of 85,000 people.  With the year 2010, our
24 population has gone down to 83,000.  So there's sometimes an
25 argument given against this extension that, well, Alhambra is
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1 getting so much bigger and they're putting in condominiums
2 right and left.  The population of Alhambra has come down.  So
3 I'm resistant to that argument that Alhambra is getting a
4 denser population, because we're not.
5          Also, the argument about the railroad trench with the
6 number of bridges.  Sometimes you'll here the argument that
7 Alhambra restricted the number of bridges.  There was only one
8 less street that was taken out when the trench was put in.  So
9 I don't think the trench is created a lot more traffic
10 congestion.  The existing streets still are going over the
11 trench.  I just wanted to point that out.  Thank you.
12          MS. McCORMICK:  So is there anyone else?  So what I'd
13 like to do is I'd like to kind of remind you of the ways that
14 you can comment.  Remember, you can submit your written
15 comments this evening.  You can take the written comment cards
16 that you have in your packet home.  You can take that and mail
17 it to Ron Kosinski.  The address is on there.  You can
18 actually type -- and assist you in typing your comments in the
19 back on a computer that's provided.
20          And as you know, anyone who spoke this evening, all
21 of their oral comments were recorded by the court reporter.
22 You have your virtual online meeting on the 21st of May.  You
23 can actually go on record and go online, and your comments
24 will be recorded on line.  And also, if you would like to --
25 we can actually register you tonight.  I think we can make
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1 sure that you get information.  At the corner here under
2 "Social Media" we can sign you in so all you have to do is go
3 on line -- Yes.
4          UNIDENTIFIED:  21st of March is the date.
5          MS. McCORMICK:  What'd I say?
6          UNIDENTIFIED:  May.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes, it's March 21st.  But remember,
8 it's pretty exciting, because it's actually a three week
9 meeting.  It goes 24/7 until April 14th.  And I want to thank
10 you all for coming.  And we will be open here until 8:00
11 o'clock this evening.
12               (off the record at 7:35 P.M.)
13
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1           Glendale, California, March 22, 2011
2                            -0-
3

4          MS. McCORMICK:  good evening, everyone.  If you
5 could take a seat, that would be wonderful.  I am glad
6 to have you join us this evening.  So thanks for coming.
7 My name is Mary McCormick.  I am the president and CEO
8 of MBI Media.  I will be your facilitator this evening,
9 and we're very, very grateful that you're here.
10          We're here to get some information this
11 evening, but please note at any time you can get up to
12 go to any of the stations that we have.  If you have
13 need of any information, please feel free to get up and
14 walk around if you'd like to do that.
15          We have three translators this evening that we
16 always do at every single one of our meetings to make
17 sure that we are inclusive of all languages, and I would
18 like to introduce Joanna -- Joanna Amador and Charlie Gu
19 and Bo Patatian -- to come up, and we're doing Spanish,
20 Mandarin, and Armenian.  Basically if you need their
21 help, come see me.
22          (Whereupon interpreters addressed the audience,
23 but it was not reported.)
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
25          Before we get started, we'd like to thank some
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1 of the folks here who are elected officials that are
2 working with AQMD.  I'd like to thank Nicholas Conway,
3 who is executive director here from San Gabriel Valley
4 local government, in the back.  Thanks for coming.  And
5 Odalis Suarez, CV Town Council, thanks for coming.
6 Cecil Cervantes (phonetic), Valley town council.  Thank
7 you for coming this evening.
8          We have quite a bit of information today.  When
9 you came in, you got two packages of information.  We

10 have recently -- let me back up a little bit here.  Some
11 of you already know this, but for those of you who
12 haven't joined us, we're actually in the third series of
13 our meetings, and we have 12, what they call, prescoping
14 meetings.  And those meetings were for information that
15 we gathered from the community, and we actually asked
16 the community to please give us their information about
17 what they felt strongly about their community as a
18 citizen and city -- their city and community area as
19 well as the region.
20          We talked about three specific areas.  Their
21 common -- the commonalities, the concern which is
22 specifically towards transportation and consideration --
23 increasing consideration of how they would like to see
24 their areas grow with traffic and other issues.  That
25 was the first six meetings.
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1          The second six meetings were an educational
2 series of meetings talking about CEQA, NEPA.  This is
3 the California Environmental Quality Act, which is the
4 state environmental regulation, and NEPA, which is the
5 National Environmental Policy Act which is the federal
6 environmental regulation.  So CEQA and NEPA allows
7 people to actually do Q and A between the audience and
8 two environmental specialists who were able to try to
9 answer as many questions as came up that evening.

10          We are now in scoping, also on the record.  So
11 this is a very exciting time because we are getting
12 ready to take your comments on the specific project, and
13 actually Garrett Damrath for Caltrans is going to be
14 joining me in just a moment to talk a little bit more
15 about that.
16          The two packages that you received -- I want to
17 make sure that you got them.  One is the information
18 packet which has a lot of information including a
19 comment card.  Please take a look at that comment card.
20 The comment card is very important.  Make sure your name
21 and address is on it because of the fact that it's
22 important to have your address to make sure the
23 information gets on the record.  Whatever you put on
24 that and you put in any of our boxes throughout the
25 whole room actually goes on the record because we are in
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1 the process right now of gathering data and information
2 we will input for scoping.
3          There's also an exit survey in that first
4 initial packet.  Please fill it out.  It really helps us
5 do a much better job in the exit survey.  You can also
6 put that in the same box that we have out there.
7          The CEQA and NEPA packet is an overview for you
8 who may or may not know about the -- what is called CEQA
9 office flow chart and the NEPA office flow chart.  Those
10 are important pieces of information, and they are
11 actually included in specific questions because a lot of
12 folks don't always know a lot about the CEQA and NEPA
13 process.  And that's what our main focus was in that
14 series of meetings:  To make sure that you knew how it
15 would go on the record.  So I need to double-check on
16 one thing here.
17          We have actually wanted to talk about the first
18 six meetings for the introduction of transportation
19 issues, the six meetings for CEQA and NEPA, and then we
20 have six meetings for going on the record for scoping.
21 I want to share with you this evening we have added two
22 additional scoping meetings, and I wanted to give you
23 that information this evening because I think it will be
24 helpful for you.  Typically you get one, so these are
25 pretty amazing, but here is the release of the dates.
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1 It just got settled today.  We just got the locations
2 and to make sure that we have everything.  I wanted to
3 share that.
4          You will be the first ones to get to know this.
5 So on April 5th we are going to be meeting in La Canada.
6 We're going to be at the La Canada High School, and it's
7 going to be the same information and time from 6:00 p.m.
8 to 8:00 p.m.  And it's going to be in the cafeteria.
9 The next meeting is going to be the very next night.
10 It's going to be April 6th.  It's going to be in
11 Highland Park.  And it's going to be at the Ramona
12 Community Center.
13          Now, for those of you who have signed in, we
14 have made an extensive database on all of the sign-in
15 sheets, and we have a very extensive e-mail distribution
16 list that we will be sending you, like, the save the
17 dates for us.  We have been attaching information that
18 gives you all six dates.  So we will be sending out an
19 additional e-mail so that you have the location and the
20 information -- the time and location and all that for
21 all those meetings.
22          I'd like to introduce Garrett Damrath, who's
23 with Caltrans.  And he's going to be providing an
24 overview for you tonight to include an overview of the
25 introductory scoping process, and then we'll actually
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1 have an opportunity to have people come up and have an
2 opportunity to have your oral comments on the record.
3 And I'll talk a little bit more about that on how to
4 participate.  There are four or five different ways to
5 do that.  We're going to give everybody an opportunity
6 to speak two minutes apiece.  I have speaker cards.
7          Oh, before I forget, did all of you get a
8 chance to get a permit for your car?  Did you all get
9 those?  Okay.  We have -- we can take care of that for

10 you.  If you would like, we've got the permits, and we
11 will make sure that we take care of that for you.  You
12 may want to go back to the back table, and we'll
13 actually make sure that you get your permit -- just to
14 make sure that you get it.
15          Anyway to go back to this evening, we'll have
16 you come up, and your oral comments -- we have a court
17 reporter here.  Everything is being recorded tonight; it
18 is legal.  It goes in the record.  We are on the record
19 tonight.  So you get a chance to do oral comments,
20 written comments, and still if you go home -- and you'll
21 take those comment cards home with you -- you still have
22 the opportunity to mail it in.  That actually will give
23 you multiple ways to make sure that whatever you feel --
24 to make your comments get on the record.
25          So tonight after Garrett's finished with his
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1 presentation, we'll get back up here, and you'll have a
2 little timer, and so you'll just know when your time's
3 close to run out.  But we wanted to make sure it's fair
4 so everybody has the same amount of time.
5          So Garrett, would you mind coming up.
6          MR. DAMRATH:  Good evening.  My name is Garrett
7 Damrath, and I'm a senior environmental planner with
8 Caltrans, and I'd like to thank everyone for coming out
9 tonight to participate in the scoping process.

10          In 1978 the United States Environmental --
11 Council on Environmental Quality defined scoping as an
12 early and open process for identifying important issues
13 related to environmental actions.  That was a long time
14 ago, and back then, it was more of an agency-related
15 event.  We wanted to make sure that agencies did not
16 have conflicting interests.  After a while, it was more
17 of a public forum to the point where we have one agency
18 meeting, and now we're having eight scoping meetings for
19 the public.
20          The scoping process is a very flexible process
21 and dynamic, and we try to adjust it as we go through.
22 We have the previous 12 meetings in which we took the
23 information in which we were able to fold it into the
24 scoping process here.  And I just want to emphasize that
25 no decisions have been made at this point.  We're merely
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1 coming to the public to seek comments and suggestions on
2 this format here for Caltrans.
3          Why are we here?  Previous studies have
4 indicated that the SR-710 gap contributes to growing
5 congestion on nearby freeways and arterials.  There was
6 a record of decision in 1998 for a surface route.  That
7 record was rescinded in 2003, and continued project
8 development was prohibited without further environmental
9 work.  Measure R was then voted by a two-thirds vote of
10 L.A. County voters to approve funds to address
11 transportation problems throughout the county including
12 the 710 gap.  And then the Metro Board adopted the
13 motion to move forward with the environmental phase.
14          Scoping for solutions -- we have convened a
15 series of 18 -- and now there will be 20 -- public
16 meetings to provide engaging and instructional dialogue
17 and maintain an open and transparent process.  We
18 solicit broad participation and input and facilitate and
19 continue SR-710 conversations through social or
20 electronic media platforms.
21          We scope -- the purpose of scoping is to
22 identify issues to be addressed in the environmental
23 documents.  The lead agencies for CEQA and NEPA are
24 Caltrans.  Because Caltrans is a state agency, we have
25 the state CEQA law, and because the federal government
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1 has delegated the authority through -- for NEPA to
2 Caltrans, we also are the NEPA agency.  And we need to
3 get all of your comments to us by April 14th.
4          So your role in scoping lends -- as I said,
5 we're early in the process.  So before we can start the
6 environmental study, we wanted the public to give us
7 input as well as federal, state, and local agencies.
8 What we're trying to solicit from the public and these
9 agencies are potential alternatives, issues and impacts
10 to be analyzed, and the level of detail that you'd like
11 to see in the analyses.
12          And how would you do this?  Well, we come to
13 these meetings, and you provide oral testimony as you
14 will in a moment.  You can also send written comments --
15 submit written comments to us, and I'll give you some
16 information about that in a moment.  And Mary will give
17 you some more information about how to do media or
18 electronic media.
19          This is the project study area for now.  It's
20 very vast.  It's a large area, but it has a very large
21 problem.  Our preliminary position, and as I said, we do
22 gather information from our previous 6 or 12 meetings.
23 There is some stuff in here you may recognize.  But the
24 purpose is -- I'll read them -- improve the regional
25 mobility and accessibility for movement of people,
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1 goods, and services; reduce circuitous out-of-direction
2 travel on the network; reduce congestion on north-south
3 arterials and local streets currently adversely affected
4 by diversion of freeway trips; improve regional
5 travel-time savings and thereby reduce loss of
6 productivity associated with congestion; provide
7 additional connectivity in the regional network by
8 public transit; improve regional and local mobile source
9 air quality characteristics; reduce greenhouse gases

10 from mobile sources; provide a project that constrains
11 impacts on local communities to acceptable levels; and
12 develop a financially feasible project taking into
13 consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding
14 strategies including public and private partnerships.
15          At this time we see as an alternative that we
16 have on our range of alternatives.  We're looking at
17 route neutral surface and subsurface highway and
18 freeway; heavy passenger and freight rail improvements;
19 bus/light rail system improvements first and last mile
20 especially; local street upgrades including signal
21 synchronization, pedestrian and bike access
22 improvements; traffic management systems; and the
23 no-build alternative.
24          There are some new factors that we have to take
25 into consideration.  There's the multimodal
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1 transportation landscape that's out there now; the
2 emerging environmental issues and advances in
3 technologies; potential funding and revenue sources; and
4 project delivery and procurement methods.
5          Some of our project milestones are the public
6 outreach which has begun for a while now, six weeks, and
7 the issuance of the Notice of Intent and Notice of
8 Preparation which was done back in February, and the
9 public scoping meetings which is what we're doing

10 tonight.  After that we will draft the EIR/EIS and have
11 public hearings to go over the results of those reports.
12 From those comments that we get on the draft, we will
13 prepare a Final Environmental Impact Study and Impact
14 Report, and a Record of Decision and Notice of
15 Determination will be made from the results.
16          The environmental document, as I said, we are
17 going to be preparing an Environmental Impact Report
18 pursuant to CEQA, and Environmental Impact Statement
19 pursuant to NEPA.
20          And if you want to give written comments by
21 mail, you can mail them to Ronald Kosinski who is the
22 deputy district director for the division of
23 environmental planning at Caltrans District 7.  And the
24 address is in your packet and on the board.
25          And I would like to thank you very much again
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1 for coming out.  This is a very important process, and
2 we encourage your input.  Okay.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.  Thank you.  Great.  So
4 could I have the lights on up here, please?  Thank you.
5          Okay.  We have several speakers who have asked
6 to participate, and I wanted to just explain the timer a
7 little bit.  The green starts, and you will have
8 literally twenty seconds, and then it turns yellow.  And
9 then when it turns red, you have about ten seconds left,
10 but remember, everything goes on the recorder.  The
11 court reporter is making sure that we get everything on
12 the record.  So what I'll do is I'm going to call up a
13 person, and then we will mention the name of the person
14 right behind them so that you know.  When you have to
15 come up here, you know.
16          So number one is Rhoads Stephenson.  Thanks,
17 Rhoads, and then next, Earl Smyth is second.  So Rhoads,
18 go right ahead.
19          MR. STEPHENSON:  Okay.  Yeah, I'm Rhoads
20 Stephenson.  You need my address?
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes.  Please give your name and
22 then your address.  Thank you.
23          MR. STEPHENSON:  That shouldn't be part of the
24 two minutes, though.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  No.
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1          MR. STEPHENSON:  4455 Rockland Place, Unit
2 Number 10, La Canada, zip code 91011.
3          I have four topics, and I'm going to give them
4 very quickly and probably just so I get them all on the
5 record within two minutes, and maybe I can talk again
6 later.
7          I am going to give the simplest ones first.  I
8 think it should include a no-toll-road option.  I have
9 heard talk that you might collect tolls, but I think
10 that is going to create more congestion than is saved.
11          And the second scope item as a mitigation item
12 has to do with including the installation of sound walls
13 on the 210 to help mitigate any increased noise from
14 increased traffic as a result of this project.
15          The third and fourth items have to do with the
16 issue of trucks.  I think most people object to this
17 project because of the fear of massive increase in truck
18 traffic throughout these areas.  So I have two ideas
19 that have to do with trucks.  So my item number three is
20 to have a rule that there are no trucks allowed north of
21 the I-10 freeway.  We have a precedent for that with the
22 Pasadena freeway -- no trucks, and this would probably
23 reduce a lot of the bad impact from this project.
24          Last but not least, I think -- and this is
25 probably my most important suggestion -- we should
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1 reduce truck traffic by requiring all nonlocal freight
2 to leave the two Los Angeles ports by rail.  Everything
3 should come out by rail.  No trucks except for local
4 deliveries.  And the LV recorder could be expanded to
5 handle this load, and we should encourage the trains to
6 stay on this route -- the freight to stay on the train
7 until it gets to its destination city.  And this would
8 have a huge savings in terms of air pollution,
9 greenhouse gases, energy, noise, traffic congestion, et

10 cetera.
11          I got it all in two minutes.  Thank you.
12          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
13          MR. STEPHENSON:  Did you get it all?
14          MS. McCORMICK:  So thank you for that.
15          Earl Smyth and then Sally Balonick is next.
16          MR. SMYTH:  I think that this project will have
17 a significant impact on --
18          THE REPORTER:  Your name, please.
19          MS. McCORMICK:  Your name and address, please.
20          MR. SMYTH:  Earl Smyth.  I live in La Canada
21 for about ten years, and I think that this project will
22 have a significant effect on our air, and we will not be
23 able to -- and it won't be the same.  I wish there were
24 a different way that we could do it.  So I know it will
25 affect our schools.  There will probably be more stuff
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1 in the air that won't make it as beautiful as it is now.
2 Thank you.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
4          All right.  Sally Balonick and then Mr. Mike
5 Lawlor is after Sally.
6          MS. BALONICK:  Sally Balonick, 10203 Mt.
7 Gleason Avenue, Sunland.  My main question is how many
8 landfills are we going to drive through -- drill
9 through?  Preexisting landfills that are no longer in

10 use.  They completed their fault.  They now have built
11 on top of them.  I'd like to know how many you are going
12 to drill through.
13          I am a parent with four children who are
14 athletes who participate on the high school fields right
15 along the 210 freeway.  Diesel.  I know from standing on
16 the fields watching my children play, the diesel trucks
17 going down the 210 freeway right now are horrendous.
18 They're loud.  The pollutions are enough to when you
19 stand there on the field with a handkerchief over your
20 face while you're watching your child play soccer,
21 running.  Soccer games, 90 minutes average.  My child
22 runs anywhere from seven to nine miles per game.  She
23 does have a cough today from this.
24          So I would like to know what you're going to do
25 about the pollution and the gridlock on the 210 that's
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1 already there in existence.  And your tunnel will
2 increase it by about 25 percent.  That's my question.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
4          Mike Lawlor and then Andrea Nathanson is next.
5 Oh, you've done that?  Typed in -- please -- it's
6 already recorded.  Okay.  Thanks.  No problem.
7          So Mike, then after Mike is Nat Read.
8          MR. LAWLOR:  Okay.  Mike Lawlor, 2717 Altura
9 Avenue, La Crescenta, 91214.  My objections to closing
10 the gap are mainly financial.  I feel it's an incredible
11 amount of money to be spending on a tunnel project
12 because I feel the money could be much better spent
13 moving toward the future of transportation rail.  I
14 think we need to push our money towards light rail, to
15 put our cargo onto rail, and that's the way to go.  So I
16 would object to a gap closure, particularly by tunnel.
17          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
18          Next is Nat Read, and then Sherry Stubbs is
19 after Mr. Read.
20          MR. READ:  Thank you very much.  My name is Nat
21 Read.  I live in Glendale, first moved here in 1957,
22 lived here in four different houses here.
23          I would first like to say that the freeways
24 should not come through Glendale. They should not be
25 brought up the 2, should not go through Mount
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1 Washington, should not go through Glassell Park, and I
2 will march with those citizens against any notion to do
3 that.
4          The five fingers of that plan are political
5 options, not an engineering option to connect the stubs.
6 The latest environmental study showed that completion of
7 710 would benefit my city by reducing traffic on the 5,
8 from the 2, and the 134.  We need studies to update
9 that, so that we're talking about fact and not opinion
10 about what the congestion would do.
11          Next I would like to mention that a poll of
12 citizens of Glendale showed that they favor completion
13 of the 710 by two and a half to one.  I think that
14 should be taken into consideration.
15          And last, if I can get through this, I want to
16 speak for my late wife who was the president of the
17 board of trustees of this institution whose reception
18 memorial refreshments were in this very room.  She felt
19 passionately before her death about completion of this
20 freeway because of what she felt that it was the
21 responsibility of this generation to not kick the can
22 forward, but to leave a transportation system that
23 served her students, their children, and their
24 grandchildren.  Thank you.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Mr. Read.  Could you
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1 please give us your address for the record, please.
2          MR. READ:  I'm sorry.  I'm Nat Read, 3030
3 Edgewick Road, Glendale.
4          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
5          All right, Sherry.  Then after Sherry is Susan
6 Bolan.
7          MS. STUBBS:  I'm Sherry Stubbs, 3200 Fairesta
8 Street, Unit 11, La Crescenta.  Addressing Mr. Read real
9 quickly, he has taken a no resolution against the town.

10 My comments are primarily back to basics, and I'm saying
11 them for possible future litigation, but so that they
12 are on the record.
13          I do not believe closing the 710 gap is a
14 project but rather a goal.  All Metro/Caltrans action
15 has shown that a tunnel project is their solution for
16 the 710 freeway gap closure.  However, to me all the
17 meetings -- session one, two, and now three -- have been
18 general in nature, not applicable to a specific project.
19          Scoping applies to a specific project.  Because
20 I do not believe these meetings have involved a project,
21 I also do not believe what is being billed as scoping is
22 applicable.  Any assertion that scoping is to determine
23 purpose and need rather than define a project is at best
24 misleading.  And until tonight no information that staff
25 has presented has applied to the 710.  Only the
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1 questions from the public have alluded to the 710.  That
2 is insufficient to constitute any 710 project for
3 purposes of scoping compliance.
4          Therefore, if scoping is the prerequisite for
5 part of the EIR, they can proceed no further.  Metro's
6 actions have belied and made a part of the meeting,
7 making them meaningless and have no purpose for that.
8 Thank you.
9          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.

10          Susan Bolan and then Lee Dolley.
11          MS. BOLAN:  Hi, good evening.  Susan Bolan,
12 3528 Prospect Avenue, La Crescenta, 91214.
13          With all due respect to your deceased wife,
14 Mr. Read, I just want to point out that Nat Read is a
15 paid lobbyist.  And by saying that the tunnel shouldn't
16 be built in Glendale but maybe elsewhere may be a bit of
17 a NIMBY.
18          That aside, my concern is the I-710 is
19 currently going through the final draft -- I mean the
20 final EIR process.  While it's not connected directly,
21 it's definitely connected in my mind.  The I-710 is
22 being expanded up to 14 lanes, and that is due to the
23 growth of the port.  If it is expanded to 14 lanes, when
24 it gets to the 10 area up around Valley Boulevard, what
25 will we do if it's narrowed down to, say, six into a
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1 tunnel?  And there will be a toll, so people will spill
2 off the freeway, and we'll still have congestion.  So we
3 definitely need -- in the EIR process, we need to look
4 at both projects as one project.  That's very important.
5          Number two, Measure R was not a mandate to
6 build the longest road tunnel in the United States.  The
7 voters voted for good transit projects which we support,
8 but it was not to build the tunnel.  La Canada in
9 conjunction with USC did an analysis, and their analysis
10 reported that if the tunnel is built, 850 additional
11 trucks will be put on the 210 freeway.  The freeway
12 tunnel will open with a gridlock level F.  Grade level F
13 which means gridlock.  So that your study that you are
14 reporting on definitely does not report it will relieve
15 congestion.
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
17          Lee Dolley.  And I don't have any other speaker
18 cards, and so if you'd like to fill one out, please do
19 so right now.  So right now, Mr. Dolley, you're our last
20 speaker.
21          MR. DOLLEY:  Lee Dolley, 111 South First
22 Street, Alhambra, California.  So just none of you want
23 to go after me like Mr. Read.  I am a former city
24 attorney for 25 years in the city of Alhambra.  Mr. Read
25 should be respected, and I ask for respect, and I will
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1 respect you.
2          We want the best Environmental Impact Statement
3 ever done in California.  We want every single thing to
4 be covered.  We want every question that's been asked in
5 this room and all other rooms to be answered if they can
6 be answered to actually produce the very best
7 Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact
8 Report we've ever seen.
9          For this evening I just want to make a very
10 short observation.  And that is, you all remember the
11 SR-710 tunnel study and that it came out in a route
12 neutral study with about five different tunnels that
13 could be aligned to finish the freeway.  We want to say
14 that we'd like to see number one and number four and
15 number five eliminated very quickly.  But we'd like to
16 see a really good study of number three and number two.
17 That's my comment, and I'll leave this here with you.
18 Okay.
19          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
20          MR. DOLLEY:  Thank you very much.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  You're welcome.  Do we have any
22 other folks who would like to go on record this evening?
23          Okay.  Well, all of the stations are still open
24 for information if you'd like, and we have folks here
25 from both Metro and Caltrans if you have any questions.
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1 And we're not going anywhere.  We're going to keep the
2 room open for another quite some time.  So please feel
3 free to stay if you'd like to take a look at the other
4 stations.  But at this time I guess we're closed for
5 oral comments.  Thank you so much for coming this
6 evening.
7
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1        South Pasadena, California, March 23, 2011
2                            -0-
3

4          MS. McCORMICK:  Good evening, everyone.  My
5 name is Mary McCormick.  I'm with a company called MBI
6 Media.  We're actually going to be the facilitators for
7 your meeting this evening.  And we're very happy that
8 you're here.
9          Okay.  We have two translators here, and we are
10 in the middle of scoping.  I will give you an overview,
11 and then ask my translators to come up.  We are in the
12 third stage or third series of a set of meetings that
13 are preparing people for facts tonight.  We have
14 introductory information on transportation issues
15 throughout the community and region.
16          Then, secondly, we have a full series, an
17 educational series for the environmental processes --
18 the state process, the California Environmental Quality
19 Act, and the federal process of the National
20 Environmental Policy Act.  So we were preparing and
21 providing a variety of pieces of information to get us
22 here tonight.
23          Tonight we are in scoping, and scoping is the
24 process that you go through so that you can actually go
25 on the record legally when you have interests, ideas,
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1 suggestions for a possible -- for the environmental
2 process and environmental report that's going to be
3 coming up on the SR-710.  So that's what we'll be here
4 doing tonight.
5          So we have a lot of information for you, but
6 prior to us getting started, what I'd like to do is I'd
7 like to introduce Joanna Amador and Charlie Gu who will
8 be speaking in both Spanish and Mandarin for those in
9 the audience who would like us to help them with

10 translation.
11          (Whereupon the interpreters addressed the
12 audience, but it was not reported.)
13          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Charlie.
14          With the weather outside, we've actually
15 brought everything inside, and so we have a lot of our
16 funding sheets here and our speaker cards and folks at
17 the door that can actually help people sign in as they
18 come.  But if you'd like to speak tonight, there's a
19 special speaker card that if you would like to fill that
20 out, you'll have an opportunity for you to have your
21 comments a little later this evening.
22          You received two packages of information this
23 evening.  You are receiving an information packet.  In
24 that information packet, you have a variety of pieces of
25 information.  We gave you the dates for all of the six
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1 scoping meetings, and we actually have two additional
2 meetings that I will be telling you more about a little
3 later this evening.  One will be in La Canada on
4 April 5th, and one in Highland Park on April 6th.  That
5 information -- we'll make sure that you have that by the
6 end of the evening.
7          So there will be multiple opportunities.  Even
8 after tonight there will be multiple opportunities for
9 you to have your comments put on the record, the legal

10 record, and that's what's really important for this
11 evening.
12          I don't know if you all had a chance to go
13 through this, but we wanted to share with you also there
14 are multiple ways to go on the record, but more
15 importantly you should note for the first time Metro
16 actually is going on the record online.
17          So we have a whole social media area there, and
18 on the 21st, March 21st, Monday of this week, we
19 actually started our very first meeting online.  So we
20 have to be in this -- as funny as it is to understand
21 that, it's actually a three-week meeting, so we started
22 on Monday.  It went from 6:00 to 8:00.  We had several
23 participants.  It was very exciting.  Everyone got the
24 chance to get online.
25          And you can go online and register for the
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1 meeting, and you can actually put your comments on the
2 meeting on that meeting, and it will go all the way to
3 April 14th.  It started on March 21st, and it will go
4 all the way to April 14th for you to have more comments.
5          So actually as you leave this evening, if you
6 have an opportunity or you forgot something, don't
7 forget that in your packet, your information packet, you
8 have a comment card, and there is some information up
9 here as well.  And you'll get more information about how
10 to send it in.
11          But you have the computer here.  If you don't
12 want to write it, you can actually type in the
13 information, and that will go in.  You can write the
14 comment card.  You can submit it in any of the boxes we
15 have here in the front.  You can take the comment card
16 home.  You can actually mail it to Mr. Ron Kosinski at
17 Caltrans in Los Angeles, and you can go online as well.
18          And then, of course, tonight we orally take
19 your comments.  We have a court reporter here this
20 evening who is actually taking your comments and putting
21 them into the legal record.  So we have a legal court
22 reporter here tonight for you.
23          So what I'd like to do now is I'd like to
24 introduce Garrett Damrath who's an environmental
25 specialist from Caltrans, and he is going to be
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1 providing an overview and more of an introduction for
2 you for the scoping process so that you have a little
3 better idea of how to move forward.
4          MR. DAMRATH:  Good evening, everyone.  My name
5 is Garrett Damrath, and I work for Caltrans as a senior
6 environmental planner.  I'd like to thank you for taking
7 the time out to come to this important meeting, and on
8 behalf of Caltrans and FHWA, I welcome you.
9          In 1978 the U.S. Council on Environmental
10 Quality defined scoping as an early and open process for
11 identifying important issues related to the proposed
12 action.  Since -- at that time it was based mostly on
13 agency coordination to make sure that we didn't have
14 conflicting -- or make sure that we had corroboration
15 and didn't have any conflicting interest.  But as time
16 went by, it became a more public forum, and it evolved
17 into what we're doing here tonight.  So there's four or
18 eight scoping meetings in a series of 20 meetings total.
19          So scoping is a very flexible process, and we
20 have been adapting as we have gone through these series
21 of meetings, and I want to assure everyone that no
22 decisions have been made at this point, and we're just
23 here to solicit statements and comments in regards to
24 scoping.
25          I have a -- help is right here, and I'm not
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1 very good at -- move it this way.  So why are we here?
2 Previous studies have indicated that the SR-710 gap
3 contributes to growing congestion on nearby freeways and
4 arterials.  And that was put into the one reference we
5 have here in the 1998 record of decision.  But there is
6 a myriad of other studies that have looked into this
7 problem.  In 2003 the ROD was rescinded, and continued
8 development of the project was prohibited without new
9 environmental work, which is why we're here today.

10 Measure R was passed by a two-thirds vote in L.A.
11 County, and it was to fund and address transportation
12 problems throughout the county, including the 710 gap.
13 And then the Metro Board adopted motions to move forward
14 with the environmental phase which brings us here
15 tonight.
16          Scoping for solutions -- just like I said, the
17 scoping process has grown, and we have convened a series
18 of 18 public meetings.  We have provided engaging and
19 instructional dialogue and tried to maintain an open and
20 transparent process.  We have solicited broad
21 participation and input, and we're trying to facilitate
22 and continue SR-710 conversations through social and
23 media platforms.
24          So the scoping meeting -- the purpose of
25 scoping is to identify issues to be addressed in the
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1 environmental documents.  Caltrans is the lead agency
2 under CEQA and NEPA.  NEPA was the NEPA authority
3 delegated to us by the Federal Highway Administration,
4 and so we signed for both NEPA and CEQA now.  And our
5 written comments -- as Mary said, we need to have them
6 in writing by April 14th.
7          So the role in scoping -- when, as the U.S.
8 Council said -- the Council on Environmental Quality
9 said, an early and open process so we started actually

10 before we do any technical studies on the final project.
11 And who we want the comments from are the public,
12 federal, state, and local agencies.  What we're trying
13 to identify are potential alternatives, issues, and
14 impacts to be analyzed, and the level of detail that
15 should be analyzed in those analyses.  And the way we do
16 it is by coming down here and providing oral comments,
17 or providing written comments by mail, or by any one of
18 the other social media outlets that we have.
19          That's the current project study area, and you
20 have to use the entire San Gabriel Valley.
21          The primary project purpose and need -- for
22 this I'm just going to go ahead and read it for you.  We
23 want to improve regional mobility and accessibility for
24 the movement of people and goods and services; reduce
25 circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network;
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1 reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local
2 streets currently adversely affected by diversion of
3 freeway trips; improve regional travel time savings and
4 thereby reduce loss of productivity associated with
5 congestion; provide additional connectivity in the
6 regional network by use of public transit; and improve
7 local and regional and local mobile source air quality
8 characteristics; reduce greenhouse gas emissions from
9 mobile sources; provide a project that constrains
10 impacts in local communities to acceptable levels; and
11 develop a financially feasible project taking into
12 consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding
13 strategies including private/public partnerships.
14          The project alternatives at this time are route
15 neutral surface and subsurface highway or freeway; heavy
16 passenger and freight rail improvements; bus and light
17 rail system improvements including the first and last
18 mile; local street upgrades including signal
19 synchronization, pedestrian and bike access
20 improvements; traffic management systems; and the
21 no-build.
22          Some of the new factors that we've been
23 considering are multimodal transportation landscape;
24 emerging environmental issues and advances in
25 technologies; potential funding and revenue sources; and
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1 project delivery and procurement processes.
2          Our public -- our project milestones are public
3 outreach; the issuance of the NOI and the NOP; and
4 public scoping meetings which is where we're at right
5 now; and as we move forward, we will prepare a draft
6 environmental document which is the EIR/EIS; have public
7 hearings for that draft; prepare the final in
8 consideration of all the comments we have received from
9 the public and agencies; and then prepare a record of
10 decision and notice of determination under CEQA and
11 NEPA.
12          And as I said before, our environmental
13 document type is an Environmental Impact Report under
14 CEQA and Environmental Impact Statement under NEPA.
15          For formal written comments by mail, please
16 send them to Ron Kosinski, deputy district director of
17 environmental planning in District 7 at Caltrans.  The
18 address is here as well as in all of your packets.
19          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  It is incorrect in this
20 folder.  You have a zip code that is 90504 for Downtown
21 L.A., and it is not -- but it is not correct, and on
22 your slide it is not.  It is incorrect.
23          MR. DAMRATH:  So, okay, we'll take a look at
24 that and make sure it's changed.  Okay.  Thank you.  We
25 would like -- okay.  This is the address that we want
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1 you to send the comments to, please.  Thank you.  And we
2 do want those written comments and scoping by
3 April 14th, 2011.
4          And thank you very much for your interest in
5 this transportation project, and we look forward to your
6 comments.  Thank you.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  I'd like to introduce Andrea
8 Campbell.  Andrea is working with us on a specialty
9 slide, and she has a couple of pieces of information

10 she'd like to share with you.
11          MS. CAMPBELL:  I would just like to clarify
12 regarding a point that was made on how you could comment
13 on the official record.  Regarding social media, any
14 comments that are made on Facebook or Twitter -- they're
15 not considered as part of the official record.  But you
16 can make comments to our virtual meeting site at
17 http.metro.net/sr710conversations where there's an
18 online comment forum, and there is a -- as long as you
19 put in your address and get it in by April 14th, that
20 will be considered as part of the official record.  I
21 wanted to clarify that one for you all.
22          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Are all of the slides in
23 the packet that have been shown there?
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Two pieces of information.  The
25 talk, the presentation he made isn't in the packet, but
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1 the information on how to participate is.  So all of the
2 different opportunities for participation information
3 should have a special sheet.
4          And then there is an information sheet on how
5 to contact Metro.  This one whole sheet is information
6 on that.  But you wanted to know if the PowerPoint is
7 included.  No, it's not, but it is on the virtual
8 meeting site.
9          MS. CAMPBELL:  So to register for the virtual

10 meeting site by going to metro.net/sr710conversations.
11 Right there on the page, there's a big button that says
12 registration for virtual meeting, and there you can
13 access all the materials that you see here tonight are
14 available for you to review and download.
15          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Are there separate
16 comments on the Metro Web site, or are there comments on
17 the neighborhood meetings on the Web site?
18          MS. McCORMICK:  I can't speak to the
19 geotechnical.
20          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  The geotechnical -- I
21 didn't see the comments.  I think that would be
22 Caltrans, and you have that -- that I'm not sure that's
23 set up, but I'll go to the Caltrans site.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  What I'd like to do
25 is I'd like to thank some of our elected officials for
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1 attending this evening.  Dennis Woods who's the
2 transportation manager for the city of South Pasadena,
3 thank you, sir, Dennis.  Diego Martin from the
4 San Gabriel Valley Council of Government.  Thank you for
5 coming.  Richard Schneider, South Pasadena City Council
6 member and Philip Putnam, also, he's with the South
7 Pasadena City Council.  Sally Kilby, who is our City
8 Clerk for South Pasadena, and Julianne Hines with
9 Portantino's office.  Thank you all for coming.  I
10 appreciate you coming and being here.
11          So what we have now is we actually have an
12 opportunity for people to come, and I have three speaker
13 cards.  If there's anyone else that would like to fill
14 this out, we'd love to hear from you.  What I'd like to
15 do -- actually, I have two, and for -- what we would
16 have, if you want to come up, please do so.
17          We have right over here is Chris Prouty, and he
18 actually has sign-in sheets, and he also has the timer.
19 We have a microphone for you, and so that our reporter
20 may take your comments on record.
21          And for our first one is Jan SooHoo.  Jan, will
22 you join us, please.  And then Carol Teutsch is back
23 right behind her.  And those are the two that we have
24 currently, but if you'd like to speak, we'd love to have
25 you do that.
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1          We have a timer, and you will see that we have
2 about 20 seconds left, until it turns yellow, and then
3 you've got 10 seconds -- it goes red.  So everybody has
4 the same amount of time.  Okay.  Please join us.
5          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Can I speak from here?
6 Can everyone hear me?
7          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  No, please come up here
8 for the court reporter.
9          MS. SOOHOO:  My name is Jan SooHoo.  I'm a
10 resident of La Canada Flintridge.
11          As pointed out on the slides today and as
12 stated at the Alhambra meeting in the last go-around,
13 the purpose and need as being addressed by Metro is
14 the -- and I quote -- the problem we're addressing is
15 congestion in the local arterials and the freeway
16 network in the area.  The problem is that Metro has
17 yet -- or Caltrans -- to show us any specific data, data
18 specific to this area, the study area, the problems
19 area, that demonstrates that building additional lanes
20 either by widening the south 710 or connecting the north
21 710 to the 210 will, in fact, relieve congestion.
22          In fact, the literature, transportation
23 literature, is full of studies that demonstrate that
24 adding additional roadways and lanes never, virtually
25 never, relieves congestion.  It's the common solution,
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1 but it doesn't work.  I would quote one specific study,
2 though many, many transportation institutes have
3 published papers that support this conclusion.  And
4 reason would dictate that building additional roadways
5 would work, but it doesn't.
6          The Surface Transportation Policy Institute
7 dealing with 15 years' worth of texts of transportation
8 institute data from 70 major U.S. metropolises found
9 that both 70 were ranked by the number of lanes they

10 added divided into a high-build and a low-build group,
11 nothing improved in the high-build group.  Congestion
12 did not improve, so there was no difference.  Okay.  In
13 fact, this has been -- this kind of result has been
14 substantiated due to a phenomena called induced demand.
15 People find now temporarily clear routes or routes that
16 it used before, soon they fill them.
17          A group of people, researchers from UC
18 Berkeley -- I'm almost done -- studied 17 major
19 metropolitan areas -- or I'm sorry -- 30 major
20 metropolitan areas in California and found that for
21 every 1 percent increase, every 1 percent increase, a
22 new roadway was reduced or defeated by 9 percent
23 increase in traffic within five years; .9 percent
24 effectively neutralizing the temporary congestion
25 relief.

Page 16
1          So my challenge to Metro in my written comments
2 which will be addressed to them, is to show us, okay,
3 the taxpayers of this state, the building -- the
4 building of these additional lanes on the north and
5 southbound freeways, 710 freeways, will, in fact,
6 relieve the congestion that they report as their purpose
7 in doing this.  So far I'm unconvinced.  So far I don't
8 think anyone has seen any conclusive data.  Thank you.
9          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Jan.

10          Carol.  And then following Carol, Nat Read.
11          (Pause in the proceeding.)
12          MS. TEUTSCH:  Carol Teutsch, 841 Moon Avenue,
13 Los Angeles, 90065.  I have lots of concerns about this
14 project and the process which I have been following
15 closely for the last year and a half.
16          Without a definition of purpose and need for
17 this project, I wonder how the agency can properly
18 discover and evaluate the alternatives -- filling of a
19 six-year-old gap in the map which we have heard said to
20 us over and over again is not an acceptable, thoughtful
21 goal to meet the transportation needs of the region for
22 the 21st Century.  Defining the problem is critical
23 before solving the problem.  I believe the project has
24 been improperly segmented in 710 south and 710 north as
25 much as the cargo traffic begins at the port in the
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1 south.
2          Scientific studies have clearly shown that
3 lethal combustion and proximity of the highway or
4 roadways with significant volumes of traffic have
5 significant adverse impact on health and many health
6 issues, not only asthma, but cardiovascular issues, risk
7 of cancer, brain cancer, autism, abortion.  There is a
8 lot of data out there, and, therefore, we really do need
9 a very thorough health-risk assessment but also a
10 health-impact assessment done, particularly with
11 attention to any sensitive receptors in that area.
12          We have been told in some of the Caltrans
13 material that the air quality will be improved, but we
14 have not been given any plausible information and
15 scientific data to really confirm that with any really
16 new evaluation.  Generally, I think we need to do a
17 better job completing an evaluation of the true
18 externalities which are the cost of health impact the
19 change in environment of quality of life, and also the
20 GAO report that just came out that said there are some
21 externalities which really make truck traffic
22 unfavorable.  So I hope we will have a very thorough and
23 satisfactory EIR process.  Thank you.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Carol.
25          Mr. Read.
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1          MR. READ:  My name is Nat Read, 100 E. Corson
2 Street, in Pasadena.  I spoke last night at the meeting
3 in Glendale as a citizen of that city.  I speak tonight
4 as chair of the 710 Freeway Coalition, which is a
5 coalition of labor, of business, of cities in favor of
6 completing the 710 freeway.
7          I've been involved in this for 40 years, 20 of
8 those as a citizen nonpaid, 20 of those paid by the
9 Coalition.  Twenty years ago I came to a meeting in this
10 auditorium that was jam-packed with the opponents of the
11 freeway.  And what has changed is the tunnel
12 alternative, and I would encourage the study to focus on
13 the tunnel.  It is what South Pasadena asked in those
14 days:  Find a way that does not bulldoze our city.  And
15 the tunnel is that alternative.
16          Also I would ask -- and speaking of South
17 Pasadena, in those days their own poll in the city
18 showed that five to one people in South Pasadena opposed
19 a surface freeway.  A poll was taken after the tunnel
20 alternative was suggested that comes out even:  42
21 percent for the freeway, 41 percent against, with a 5
22 percent statistical error, which means it's a wash.
23          On the subject of low-build, I want to point
24 out that a very thorough study that was done by Caltrans
25 on South Pasadena's low-build multimode proposal which
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1 found that that would bring more congestion, so
2 please base -- please use that in your studies of any
3 low-build alternatives.  Thank you.
4          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Is there anyone in
5 the audience this evening who would like to go on the
6 record with oral comments?  Anyone else with a speaker
7 card?
8          Okay.  Well, I'd like to let you know that all
9 the stations are open.  We actually have Caltrans and

10 Metro environmental staff here that can answer any of
11 your questions if you have any questions regarding this
12 process.  We also have a lot of other information on how
13 to participate.  So again, if you would like to reach
14 Mr. Kosinski at Caltrans District 7, this is the
15 address, and so I think the information that was
16 incorrect was not on the NOP.  So this is the correct
17 information, and actually we have some handouts here for
18 the NOP as well, the NOI information.  And there is a
19 lot of handouts for you if you'd like to take that home
20 and look at it this evening.
21          And one of the other items, the highlight of
22 our conversation, we actually wrote.  Even in this room,
23 we did big Post-it notes, and we put all the information
24 on it.  And the way we historically captured that, we
25 shot every single one for every single city for the six
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1 cities that we visited three times -- that's 18
2 meetings -- and we actually have that here in a
3 three-ring binder for you.  So if you'd like to look at
4 it, it's by date, and it's by city, and it gives you the
5 overview of people who came together to talk about how
6 they felt as a citizen, how to talk about their
7 community and about their region as well.
8          (Whereupon questions from the audience were
9 answered by the facilitator and/or representatives of

10 Caltrans and Metro but were not reported.)
11          MS. McCORMICK:  Linda just gave me a very good
12 point.  We're here to answer your questions this evening
13 with Caltrans here, with Metro here.  But the comments
14 regarding oral comments or scoping are that's what's
15 being recorded by the court reporter.  So typically you
16 have stations, and you come up, and people engage and
17 get a lot of information that way.  But the oral
18 comments that you want to have it go in the record so
19 that your comments are on the record actually come
20 through the sign-in sheet.  I just wanted to make sure
21 that you understand that.
22          So is there anything else that we have this
23 evening?
24          Okay.  Well, please stay, and it's still
25 raining outside, but we'd like to have you stay.
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1 There's lots of people here that can assist and help
2 you.  We have several meetings.  Again, let me go over
3 them for you.
4          And next week actually -- so next week on March
5 29th, we will be in El Sereno.  That will be at the
6 Los Angeles Presbyterian Church.  Then we're going to be
7 in Pasadena on Wednesday on the 30th, and that's going
8 to be at Lake Avenue Church, in Higgins Hall, and that
9 is also from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  And then the
10 following week, we have La Canada and Highland Park, and
11 we will have information on that as well.
12          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  What is the address at
13 La Canada?
14          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes, it's going to be actually
15 at the Ramona Community Center.  Oh, I'm sorry.  I'm
16 sorry.  Yeah, it's going to be at the high school, at
17 the La Canada High School gymnasium.
18          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Do you have the address
19 there?
20          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes, I can get it for you.
21          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Is it the gymnasium or
22 the cafeteria?
23          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  It's at the cafeteria.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Oh, I'm sorry, the cafeteria.
25 You know if you want to come up afterwards, I can get
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1 that for you.  But yes, La Canada will be at the
2 La Canada High School, and it will be in the cafeteria.
3 And that is also from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  And then
4 in Highland Park that will be at the Ramona Community
5 Center.  That's April 5th will be the La Canada, and
6 April 6th will be Highland Park.
7          There are four more meetings that you can come
8 to, plus all the other four or five different ways you
9 can go online.
10          So thank you so much for coming.  Have a very
11 nice evening, and maybe we'll see you next week.  Thank
12 you.
13
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1          Los Angeles, California, March 29, 2011
2                            -0-
3

4          MS. McCORMICK:  Good evening, everyone.  Good
5 evening.  If you haven't already, if you wouldn't mind
6 taking your seat, we would appreciate it.  We'd like to
7 get started.
8          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Louder.
9          MS. McCORMICK:  There we go.  Okay.
10          Once again, good evening.  My name is Mary
11 McCormick.  I am with MBI, and we're going to be
12 facilitating your meeting this evening.  We have several
13 pieces of information for you tonight.  I hope you all
14 had an opportunity to go to all of the different scoping
15 stations.  There are a lot of pieces of information.
16 But we also have some additional information for you
17 through this presentation this evening.
18          But before we begin, I would like to introduce
19 Joanna Amador who will be one of our translators this
20 evening.  We always open our meetings up to people who
21 -- with different languages.  So if someone would like
22 something translated, we want to make sure that we
23 accommodate them.  So Joanna, would you mind joining me.
24          (Whereupon the interpreter addressed the
25 audience, but it was not reported.)
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  Great.  Thank you.  We will
2 have both an English and Spanish presentation this
3 evening, so we will work with Joanna and Garrett Damrath
4 from Caltrans who will -- I'm sorry.  I've got to speak
5 louder for you.  There we go.  Do you want to just do --
6 okay.
7          Let me introduce our elected officials this
8 evening and the people who we have here this evening.  I
9 want to make sure that I acknowledge who we have in our

10 audience.  I'd like to introduce Mr. Jorge Marquez from
11 Senator Ed Hernandez's office, and if you could do --
12 thank you, Jorge, thank you for coming.  Arturo Gonzalez
13 who is the district director with Joe Huizar's office.
14 Arturo Chavez, who is the district director for
15 Mr. Cedillo's office, Assemblyman Cedillo's office.  And
16 we have Lorisa Bolotsky who is with the City of
17 Los Angeles.  Also we have Mr. Paul Talbot with the City
18 of Monterey Park.  Good evening.  Nicholas Conway with
19 the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments.
20          And now we have some folks here from the local
21 organizing committees.  We have Mr. Tom Williams with
22 the Los Angeles 32 Neighborhood Council and Mr. Mike
23 Roseberry with the L.A. 32 Neighborhood Council and
24 Mr. Hugo Garcia with the El Sereno Organizing Committee.
25 Okay.  Thank you.  Thank you all for joining us.
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1          So I have just a couple of little housekeeping
2 things that I wanted to share with you before we get
3 started this evening.  When you came in and you signed
4 in, you should have received two pieces of information,
5 two packets of information.  And you have first your
6 SR-710 conversation information packet.  You'll note in
7 there the "save the dates."
8          There are four additional meetings.  We have
9 this meeting this evening, and we have three additional

10 meetings in scoping.  And I will explain that in just a
11 moment.  But I wanted to make note that we have added
12 two additional -- we've added two additional meetings:
13 One in La Canada and one in Los Angeles in the Ramona
14 Hall in Highland Park.  So I wanted to make sure that
15 you knew about those two.
16          There is also a calendar in there so that you
17 can actually look back at all of the meetings we have
18 attended or had so far, and one of the other pieces of
19 information that is going to be important for you to
20 know is that there is a piece of information at the
21 very, very back which is a whole page, one page of
22 information.  But if you have any information that you
23 would like to get, the whole information is on that
24 particular sheet.
25          We are in scoping, and I wanted to explain a
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1 little bit about that.  In your information packet you
2 will have received a diagram.  It looks a little bit
3 like this.  We've had 18 meetings.  We had six meetings
4 which were to go around to multiple communities to
5 gather information about two particular areas.  It was
6 concerns -- I'm sorry -- commonalities and
7 considerations -- concerns and considerations.  It's
8 about our commonalities as citizens and how we engage
9 our community, how we look at our -- how we live as
10 citizens, our community, and regions.  We went to
11 multiple cities and gathered that information.
12          We also wanted to go to each one of these
13 cities and talk about their concerns for transportation
14 issues.  That was a very important part of our meeting.
15 So the first -- and in addition to that was
16 considerations which were exactly that:  Considerations
17 for the future.  What is the type of future
18 considerations you would like to see for transportation
19 projects?
20          So all of that information was gathered, and we
21 put all of this information together on big Post-it
22 notes.  But we wanted to make sure that you had access
23 to it.  So you cannot only get to it online -- and I'll
24 talk to you a little bit more about the social media --
25 but we have a station three.  You have the highlights of
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1 those conversations, and we actually took photos of
2 every single -- all of the information and all those
3 Post-it notes, and we put them into some notebooks.  So
4 you can actually go back there this evening after our
5 presentation and take a look at the El Sereno comments,
6 I think, that might be of interest to you.
7          Then there was a second piece of information --
8 that second package of information which was for the
9 second series of meetings which was CEQA and NEPA.
10 That's two that was state, California Environmental
11 Quality Act, and the federal, National Environmental
12 Policy Act.  There is a board here that actually shows
13 the side-by-side state and federal environmental process
14 that we have to go through before any project goes
15 forward.
16          We are now in the third part of that which is
17 called scoping.  Kind of a strange word, but scoping
18 does -- is the opportunity where they go out to gather
19 information about how people feel about any particular
20 project and look for opportunities for them to come and
21 make comments about particular projects.  When you are
22 in scoping -- tonight is one of our meetings called
23 scoping -- going on the record.  That's exactly what you
24 do.  You go on the record.  The information is
25 provided -- the information that will be provided
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1 tonight actually goes into the legal record.
2          So I wanted to point out one particular thing
3 for you, if you haven't already seen it.  We actually
4 have a public scoping specific area in the back which
5 has three different ways -- actually four different
6 ways -- to gather scoping.  You can write on the comment
7 cards, and you should have a comment card in your hand.
8 You can fill those comment cards out.  You can put them
9 in the boxes all around the room, or you can go home

10 tonight.  If you thought of something, you can write it
11 out, you can actually mail it in, and we'll give you
12 that address online.  But it's also on the comment card.
13          You can go, and we have someone here that can
14 actually help you, and we will type in your comments and
15 make sure that you got exactly what you would like to
16 say and can enter it that way.
17          And then we have our whole virtual meeting
18 which is very exciting.  You can go online and register
19 and put your comments online.  This is the first time
20 that Metro has done that.  It's really good for people
21 who can't get out of the house, and they can't get to
22 meetings like this.  So they actually can go online,
23 register, and make sure that their comments are put on
24 the record.  So there is multiple ways to do that.
25          And then fourthly, I don't know if I've already
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1 mentioned, but we have a court reporter here tonight, so
2 we'll be talking about how your comments will be orally
3 captured as well.  So we're really, really going to many
4 lengths to make sure that you have the right and the
5 opportunity to have your comments heard.
6          So what we'll be doing, we have put together a
7 presentation this evening.  It's both in English and in
8 Spanish, and I would like to introduce Garrett Damrath,
9 who is with Caltrans District 7, and he will actually go

10 through the process of scoping this evening and give you
11 a general overview.  And then there's a Spanish slide,
12 and then there's an English slide, so we're just going
13 to flip through this for you.  But we wanted to ensure
14 that if anyone was here and they needed it in Spanish,
15 we wanted to accommodate that.
16          So at this time I would like to introduce
17 Garrett Damrath.
18          MR. DAMRATH:  Good evening, and thank you for
19 taking time out of a busy schedule to participate in
20 this scoping meeting.  I'm here on behalf of Caltrans
21 and the Federal Highway Administration.
22          A little brief history before I get into the
23 slide show.  The U.S. Council on Environmental Quality
24 defines scoping as an early and open process for
25 identifying important issues related to a proposed
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1 action.  When it first started, it was designed to make
2 sure that agencies coordinated with each other to ensure
3 collaboration and minimize conflicting activities, but
4 over the years it's grown into a more public process
5 that involves public input.  And this scoping process is
6 really state-of-the-art and so much so that we've
7 actually expanded from six to eight public scoping
8 meetings.
9          And so scoping is a very flexible process, and
10 it's unique to each project.  I wanted to let everyone
11 know that no decisions have been made at this point, and
12 we're here really just to collect your comments.
13          So why are we here?  Previous studies indicate
14 that the SR-710 gap contributes to growing congestion on
15 nearby freeways and arterials.  That was a basic -- the
16 premise and the purpose of the 1998 Record of Decision.
17 Later in 2003 that Record of Decision was rescinded, and
18 continued project development was prohibited without
19 further environmental work.
20          So in November of 2008 Measure R passed with a
21 two-thirds majority of L.A. County voters a ballot
22 initiative that supported a half cent sales tax increase
23 for 30 years to improve transportation throughout the
24 county, including the SR-710 gap.  And then the Metro
25 Board adopted motions to move forward with the
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1 environmental phase.
2          So what we're doing -- scoping for solutions
3 right now.  We've convened a series of 20 public
4 meetings and provided an engaging and instructional
5 dialogue and maintained an open and transparent process.
6 We've solicited broad participation and input and
7 facilitated and continued the SR-710 conversations
8 through social electronic platforms.
9          So the purpose of scoping is to identify issues
10 to be addressed in the environmental documents.  The
11 lead agency for this project will be Caltrans for both
12 NEPA and CEQA, and we would respectfully request that
13 all written comments be submitted by April 14th, 2011.
14          So what is your role in scoping?  Like we said,
15 scoping is an early process, and we are looking for the
16 public, federal, state, and local agencies' input.  And
17 what we're looking for are potential alternatives,
18 issues, and impacts to be analyzed, and the level of
19 detail in those analyses.
20          And how do you do that?  Well, we would offer
21 you an opportunity tonight to provide oral testimony and
22 written comments, and you can also get on the mailing
23 list for project updates so that you can stay involved
24 in the public process.
25          This is our project study area.  It's vast.  It
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1 goes from the 605 in the East to the 5 and the 2 in the
2 West, and is bounded by the 10 in the South and the 210
3 in the North.
4          The preliminary project purpose and need is to
5 improve regional mobility and accessibility for the
6 movement of people, goods, and services; reduce
7 circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network;
8 reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local
9 streets currently adversely affected by the diversion of

10 freeway trips; improve regional time -- travel-time
11 savings and thereby reduce loss of productivity
12 associated with congestion; provide additional
13 connectivity in the regional network for use by public
14 transit; improve regional and local mobile source air
15 quality characteristics; reduce greenhouse gas emissions
16 from mobile sources; provide a project that constrains
17 impacts in local communities to acceptable levels;
18 develop a financially feasible project taking into
19 consideration cost effectiveness and variable [sic]
20 funding source strategies including public/private
21 partnerships.
22          Right now the range of alternatives includes
23 route neutral surface and subsurface highway or freeway;
24 heavy passenger and freight rail improvements; buses and
25 light rail system improvements including the first and
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1 last mile; local street upgrades including signal
2 synchronization and pedestrian and bike access
3 improvements; a traffic management systems alternative;
4 and the no-build alternative.
5          Some of the new factors that we're considering
6 are multimodal transportation landscape, emerging
7 environmental issues and advances in technologies,
8 potential funding and revenue sources, and project
9 delivery and procurement methods.

10          Some of the project milestones we're looking
11 at -- public outreach has begun already; the NOI and NOP
12 have been issued; and we are currently in our scoping
13 meetings.  Next steps are to complete a Draft
14 Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact
15 Statement; hold public hearings; and then prepare a
16 final Environmental Impact Report or Environmental
17 Impact Statement.  After that, we would make decisions
18 and have a Record of Decision and a Notice of
19 Determination.
20          So under CEQA the Environmental Impact Report
21 will be prepared, and under NEPA, an Environmental
22 Impact Statement will be prepared.  They're very similar
23 in structure, so they are actually one document.
24          For project contact for comments and for
25 inclusion in our mailing list, please contact Ron
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1 Kosinski, deputy district director for the division of
2 environmental planning at Caltrans.  His address is here
3 on the board, and we have his address in all of the
4 literature that you've received this evening.
5          I'd like to thank you for your interest in this
6 transportation project and thank you for taking the time
7 out of your day today.
8          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Garrett.
9          So I wanted to make a note that -- I don't know
10 if you have these, but these are speaker cards.  And
11 these speaker cards allow you to come up and to make
12 your comments known and go on the record.  And then if
13 you would like, we'd love to have you fill these out.
14          I have five speaker cards, and this is how
15 we're going to do it.  I will call up a speaker, and
16 then I'll mention the name of the second speaker so that
17 person can be prepared to come up.  We'd like you to
18 come up to the microphone right by the recorder here so
19 she can actually get it on the record.  And you're free
20 to do that even as we're speaking if you'd like to go up
21 and get one or staff can bring you one.  If you raise
22 your hand, you can get a copy as well.
23          So the first person who signed up to do that --
24 yes, thank you.  We'd like to have your name and
25 address.  Your address is really important.  It's really
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1 important to have your address so that you can make sure
2 that you will go on the record because they need the
3 address to make sure it's legal.
4          So the first speaker this evening is Mr. Peter
5 Orona.  I'd like Peter to come up.  And then the second
6 person is Travis Crain.  And then we have a -- Chris has
7 a timer.  He's put it right here.  We'll put the
8 timer -- time to give everybody an opportunity, so we
9 have a two-minute timer here for everybody, and that
10 allows the yellow light will go on when it's about 20
11 seconds and then 10 seconds around the red light.
12          Go right ahead.
13          MR. ORONA:  Food for thought.  One story
14 suggests city and environment -- 2006 --
15          THE REPORTER:  Your name and address.
16          MR. ORONA:  My name is Peter A. Orona, 5472
17 Allan Street, Los Angeles, California 90032.  One story
18 suggests that the automobile and bus manufacturers in
19 the United States, in concert with tire and oil
20 companies, conspired to remove light rail from the
21 nation's city streets in order to boost automobile and
22 bus sales.  Indeed, the case was brought to court in
23 1949.  General Motors and its partner companies were
24 convicted of conspiracy and fined $5,000.  Many have
25 argued that this was a grand conspiracy perpetrated by
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1 private business to dismantle public transit.
2 (unintelligible) in 1993 and now 1974.
3          The proposed 710 tunnel raises serious moral
4 questions about public/private transportation issues.
5 We did not choose to live near a freeway connector road
6 or tunnel.  Currently productive residents living within
7 the meridian corridor do so without any conflict
8 technologies adding to our health risk.  For children it
9 brings an increased risk of asthma according to

10 researchers at the Kent School of Medicine of the
11 University of -- University of Southern California.
12 It's one of the -- of a host of breathing problems that
13 can plague teens living and learning here in our vast
14 network of freeways.  And these problems can follow them
15 throughout life.
16          With traffic crisscrossing into every corner of
17 Southern Cal, few families in any part of this town are
18 immune to this risk -- L.A. Parent, March 5th, 2011,
19 issue.  Freeway pollution and noise increase the risk of
20 developing asthma, cancer, hearing loss, and
21 stress-related diseases.  Those of us who live in this
22 neighborhood can only look forward to future filled with
23 illness.
24          Today there is no 710 surface freeway route --
25 Valley Boulevard or have a connector road continuing or
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1 710 tunnel.  Consequently, the risks emanating from such
2 concepts are zero.  To all federal, state, county, and
3 local governments who profess accountability when
4 maintaining modern commercial productivity, it is your
5 duty to find a balance between an individual's right to
6 exist and urbanization.  Anything short of this is a
7 travesty to the democratic process and an abatement of
8 our humanity.
9          As an elected official, it is your

10 responsibility to make sure that our communities are not
11 abused.  Our communities are holding you accountable as
12 honorable civil servants -- our communities.  We
13 respectfully request the following items be addressed
14 vigorously, competently, and judiciously.  Thank you.
15          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Peter.
16          Travis Crain, and then Mr. Robert Garin.
17          MR. CRAIN:  My name is Travis Crain.  I live at
18 3227 Lowell Avenue, Los Angeles, California.  My biggest
19 concern about this corridor is not just the tunnel or
20 the freeway because it goes through our neighborhood.
21 And Los Angeles is littered with the boneyards of
22 neighborhoods where freeways have cut them in two.
23          And El Sereno -- if you live in El Sereno,
24 we've struggled as a neighborhood, and we are
25 experiencing somewhat of a renaissance now where our
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1 neighborhoods are coming back; our schools are getting
2 better.  The Huntington Avenue -- the businesses there
3 are succeeding at a greater rate, I feel.  And I think
4 the danger of this cutting our neighborhood in two is
5 much greater than anything that we could possibly do
6 because I think it will be the end of El Sereno as a
7 viable neighborhood.  Thank you.
8          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Travis.
9          Next is Mr. Robert Garin, and then after that,
10 Mr. Paul Talbot.
11          MR. GARIN:  Good evening.  My name is Robert
12 Garin.  I live at 186 North Crescent Drive, Los Angeles.
13 And I went to the first meeting there in South Pasadena
14 about a month ago -- or maybe it was six weeks ago --
15 and I heard a lot of concerns about the air quality
16 effects of having a tunnel built in this area.
17          And I was wondering whether it would be
18 possible to actually capture the exhausts in the tunnel
19 and if Caltrans could study the possibility to treat the
20 exhausts before they are ejected into the atmosphere.
21 That's an opportunity for once to improve the air
22 quality.  And I have researched on the Internet and
23 found that in Australia they did that in urban tunnels
24 in neighborhoods.  So that's a suggestion for Caltrans
25 to study.  Thank you.
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
2          Mr. Paul Talbot, and then Mr. Lee Dolley,
3 please.
4          MR. TALBOT:  Paul Talbot, 320 West Newmark,
5 Monterey Park.  I'm a former mayor from the City of
6 Alhambra and current city manager for the City of
7 Monterey Park.  So for over 20 years I've represented
8 about a hundred and fifty thousand residents in those
9 two communities.
10          And we strongly support the completion of the
11 710 freeway and the tunnel solution.  And the negative
12 impacts on the communities of Alhambra and Monterey Park
13 have been many, and we've been the brunt of this gap
14 that has dumped the traffic into our community for many,
15 many years.
16          Both schools -- the schools, the children in
17 schools, have suffered respiratory due to the vehicles
18 getting off the freeway and getting into gridlock.  It
19 was earlier mentioned about the arterials -- Fremont,
20 Atlantic, and Garfield -- that are just congested beyond
21 belief due to the traffic that is dumped into our
22 community.
23          We would recommend that the portals start just
24 north of the 10 freeway interchange and south of Valley
25 Boulevard so that it enters in that phase.  And this
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1 project has been over 40 years past due, and our
2 community, which are predominantly minority like this
3 community here, strongly recommends that Caltrans and
4 the Federal Highway do the right thing and fix the gap.
5 Thank you.
6          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
7          Mr. Lee Dolley, and then Moctesuma Espanza,
8 please.
9          MR. DOLLEY:  Thank you, Mary.  You may all know

10 that there have been many studies about tunnels.
11          THE REPORTER:  Your name and address, please.
12          MR. DOLLEY:  Oh, I'm sorry.  Lee Dolley, former
13 city attorney of Alhambra, 111 South First Street.
14          THE REPORTER:  Thank you.
15          MR. DOLLEY:  Okay.  I'm sorry.
16          You all may know that there has been studies
17 done about the tunnels, and you may know that there are
18 five different tunnels -- and they're all feasible --
19 that can be built.  I don't know that you all know where
20 the tunnels are that could be built.
21          So we want you to know that we would like to
22 see option number one which is really here eliminated as
23 one of the tunnels.  And we'd like to see four and five
24 which goes eastward towards the 605 also be eliminated.
25 The determinates of the 710 at the 210 is an issue that
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1 we would like to make clear here.  If the 210 is going
2 to be reached from the south here, we support 100
3 percent -- and will fight for along with you folks --
4 any portal for that tunnel to be south of Valley
5 Boulevard, as far south as it can be.  This should be
6 helpful to this community as well.
7          I just want to say one thing possibly for you
8 all.  This environmental study is so darned important,
9 and it's good that you folks are here.  And I encourage

10 you to say everything that you can and put it in the
11 record, so it can be studied.  We are putting things in
12 the record -- we have already had some things put in the
13 record here.  We just really want you to do that.  We
14 want this to be the best EIR/EIS ever done.  Thanks.
15          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
16          Moctesuma Espanza and then Tracy Bueno, please.
17          MR. ESPANZA:  My name is Moctesuma Espanza,
18 5618 Berkshire Drive, El Sereno.  I was -- first got
19 involved in the community about 20 years ago when I
20 submitted myself to election as the honorary mayor of
21 El Sereno over the 710 issue at that time, and I'm here
22 again to put on the record that the El Sereno community
23 was ignored, and there was no fairness in the treatment
24 of El Sereno relative to its ability to defend itself as
25 compared to the other communities.
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1          And that's still true.  Our community doesn't
2 have the same voice -- doesn't have the same voice as
3 Pasadena or South Pasadena, Monterey Park, or Alhambra.
4 And whatever the process is, that's not going to change.
5 And so whatever is done, this community is likely going
6 to end up in court because we will find the attorney to
7 challenge this.
8          Now the question that I have is, Why is this
9 being done at all?  There is no money for it, and there
10 won't be for 20 or 30 years.  The federal government
11 doesn't have it; the state doesn't have it.  Why is it
12 still in the budget?  Why are engineers still being paid
13 to do this planning when it's not going to happen?  This
14 is a continued employment act for Caltrans, and it isn't
15 necessary, and it should be stopped.  Thank you very
16 much.
17          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
18          Tracy Bueno.
19          MS. BUENO:  Hi, it's Tracy Bueno, and I live at
20 4344 Winchester Avenue, Apartment 18, Los Angeles,
21 California 90032.  And in terms of the 710 freeway, I
22 oppose the extension.  I think it's a waste of time, a
23 waste of money.
24          I live in El Sereno pretty much my entire life
25 with my family.  My mom is here with me.  And we just
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1 oppose the whole entire thing.  I think it's a waste of
2 money.  I don't know why they keep on bringing this up.
3 It's terrible for the environment.  People are going to
4 get sick.  It's just a waste of time.
5          Instead of -- you should take the money and
6 just use it to create jobs.  Improve the streets that we
7 have in El Sereno because they look terrible.  They look
8 like the ones in Mexico.  Trust me; it looks really bad.
9          When -- for instance, like the Gold Line my
10 father passes through it to go to work, and he says
11 there's hardly anyone who rides that train.  There's
12 hardly anything; it's empty.  So it's kind of like, why
13 invest so much money?  And yet it's not going to be
14 beneficial to anyone.  Yeah, it's just -- it's really
15 bad.
16          Yeah, you should just take it out of the
17 budget.  And yeah, it's ridiculous.  Like, use it for
18 something good for the community instead of doing
19 something bad.  Unless you want -- unless you want for
20 us to stay homeless.  Because of when I heard about
21 this, you're going to eliminate my neighborhood, and
22 there was no way it's going to happen at all.  We will
23 fight until justice is served, and yeah, just keep up
24 the fight.  Thank you.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.

Page 23
1          Before we continue, I'd like to acknowledge
2 some additional elected officials that have joined us
3 this evening.  I'd like to introduce Ronald Palacios
4 with the Los Angeles Unified School District.  He's the
5 director of community partnerships.  And Mr. Paul Habib,
6 who is with District 14, and he's the public and private
7 transportation director for the district.  And then
8 Mr. Patrick Horton who is the planning commissioner for
9 Temple City.  Thank you for joining us.

10          I have three speaker cards left.  The first one
11 would be Mr. -- Dr. Clyde Williams, and then behind him
12 is Miss Teresa Lucky.
13          DR. WILLIAMS:  Good evening.  Dr. Clyde
14 Williams, 4115 Barrett Road, El Sereno, Northeast L.A.
15 also known as Tom Woods, and L.A. 32 Neighborhood
16 Council.
17          I've been here for 30 years.  Twenty years ago,
18 somewhat like others, we saw 710.  We actually, as part
19 of the Chamber of Commerce, held meetings much like this
20 one.  However, it was the wrong project, wrong place,
21 wrong time.
22          Alhambra says, "We have congestion."  Okay.
23 Put it in Alhambra.  Why put it in Los Angeles?  If it's
24 going to benefit Alhambra, hey, put it in Alhambra.  We
25 will have alternatives which will take it from south of
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1 Valley Boulevard which is in Alhambra, across to Mission
2 Road which is in Alhambra, not Alhambra Avenue and up
3 Meridian to connect to Main and Huntington Drive, so
4 they can have an interchange there.  Surface or viaduct.
5          Hey, how about the viaduct?  Then it will
6 continue on to connect with 110 and 710 stuff.  And that
7 will solve all of Alhambra's problems.  They won't have
8 any congestion anymore, and the commuters will be able
9 to use Main, Huntington Drive, maybe even Mission, in

10 order to get home.
11          Oh, but how about the trucks?  We forget the
12 trucks.  The only way the project will work is with
13 trucks.  So the first recommendation is no trucks.  Have
14 it all for commuters because we have a commuter
15 congestion problem.  Most of us in El Sereno -- we take
16 the 78/79.  It works very well.  Thank you.
17          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
18          I would like to ask Teresa Lucky to come on,
19 and then after Teresa would be Alfred Valrie Junior.
20          MS. LUCKY:  My name is Terry Lucky, and I'm a
21 resident of Alhambra.  I would just like to see what
22 Mr. Folson (phonetic) said there are some residents in
23 Alhambra that are against the 710 freeway.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Mr. Valrie.  Then after Mr.
25 Valrie is Mr. Hugo Garcia.
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1          MR. VALRIE:  Hi, y'all.  I'm Alfred Valrie.  I
2 live on Ganbier Street behind the middle school.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Could we have your address,
4 please.
5          MR. VALRIE:  Yes.  4727 Ganbier Street,
6 Apartment 8.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
8          MR. VALRIE:  I live behind the middle school.
9 I've lived here three years.  I'm obviously a minority
10 in more ways than one in El Sereno, but I really like
11 living here.  I'm gonna -- I'm working on my Spanish,
12 and you all have been very nice to me, so . . .  I'm
13 from Detroit originally, so I know a lot about people,
14 just growing up and counting on family and, you know,
15 kind of being around other folks who might have more.
16 And I just appreciate El Sereno.
17          That being said, I do think that the tunnel is
18 a great idea.  I think that what the guy from Alhambra
19 said that the portal starting south of the 10 freeway is
20 -- I think it's a wonderful idea.  I think that the
21 connect -- the 710 needs to be connected to the 210.  I
22 think that if it ran north by northwest up to where the
23 2 and the 134 come together, I think that was one of the
24 ideas.  I think that would be great.  But again, I'm in
25 the minority, but I just wanted get my feelings out
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1 there.  Thank you.
2          MS. McCORMICK:  Good.  Thank you very much.
3          Mr. Hugo Garcia, and then following him is
4 Mr. Al Diaz.
5          MR. GARCIA:  My name is Hugo Garcia, and I'm
6 the president of the El Sereno Organizing Committee.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Could we have your address,
8 please, sir.
9          MR. GARCIA:  4432 Maycrest Avenue, in
10 El Sereno, L.A., 90032.  And I just wanted to say a
11 couple of things.
12          Moctesuma made some good comments about, you
13 know, the fact that there's been discrimination against
14 our community for decades.  We filed a lawsuit over ten
15 years ago because of environmental discrimination in the
16 freeway design, and we continue to have issues with
17 Caltrans and Metro.
18          I want you guys to know that this week -- and
19 it is really good to see all of you here today -- but in
20 the other meetings that were held, there was about 10 to
21 15 residents in the community, and we complained, and
22 they finally went and walked the corridor.  But we also
23 walked the corridor.  We went to every house on the
24 corridor and sent out that yellow flyer that, you know,
25 we brought it and knocked on the doors, whereas Metro
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1 wouldn't do that.  They sent out, I think, walking man.
2 You might have seen a white flyer that was with a rubber
3 band.  So they still didn't do and engage the community
4 the way they should have.  So we took it upon
5 ourselves -- volunteers and members of the El Sereno
6 Organizing Committee -- to engage the community, so that
7 we can get people out here.
8          And I want you to know that those efforts were
9 made.  We also stuffed 4,000 newspapers of The Voice and

10 put an insert.  We went to Rose Hill's Church --
11 Guadalupe Church and put them in the bulletin so people
12 would get them because we continue and it continues to
13 be that way, that the institutions that are supposed to
14 reach out to the community in our community continue to
15 not do that.  And the only way that it gets addressed is
16 that we go out there and do it.
17          So getting back to -- I just wanted for people
18 to know that this has happened.  I need to finish.  I
19 don't know if my time is up, but I'm not finished.
20          As far as the tunnel, okay, how can we support
21 a tunnel when the environmental concerns have not been
22 addressed?  There needs to be health studies.  We
23 need -- there have been studies by USC, but there needs
24 to be El Sereno-specific studies so that we can make
25 intelligent decisions on whether we support a tunnel.
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1 Okay?
2          What about the toll road?  People are talking
3 about a toll road.  It sounds kind of like a second
4 class system where some people can afford to use the
5 toll, and other people won't.  There are issues of
6 equity involved with that.  Also, the El Sereno
7 Organizing Committee, just one last point --
8          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.  Just wrap it up, please.
9          MR. GARCIA:  -- supports the multimodal

10 low-build which is traffic diffusion, creates jobs,
11 synchronization of signals, and a lot of other
12 traffic-calming measures that could be instituted so
13 that, you know, we could do that instead of building a
14 freeway or a tunnel.  Thank you.
15          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
16          Mr. Al Diaz, and then Mr. David Luevano.
17 Please remember your address.  Thank you.
18          MR. DIAZ:  Hello, my name is Al Diaz, and I
19 live at 240 Hampton Avenue in Alhambra.  I've been
20 hearing about these meetings for years and years and
21 years.  I live in Alhambra, and I know the traffic that
22 goes through there.  A lot of you people that are from
23 El Sereno don't get the traffic that we get, so that's
24 why you don't want the freeway.  But yet you don't want
25 the freeways, but yet you use other freeways to get
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1 wherever you're going.  Now, if everybody would think
2 like this -- we don't want this freeway here, and we did
3 not want all these other freeways -- we would be
4 polluting more out here because there would be more
5 traffic -- stop-and-go traffic, you know.
6          We're already sending people to the moon and
7 stuff like that, and yet we can't even build a darn
8 four-and-a-half freeway -- -mile freeway when we already
9 have freeways all over the place.  I think what has got
10 to be, let's -- I don't know, people might get mad and
11 then about this.  Stop being greedy.
12          Because yet, you don't want the freeway, but we
13 use other freeways.  You know, those people had houses.
14 In Pasadena they have houses.  The 10, San Gabriel --
15 like somebody says, they're going to be right there.
16 El Sereno.  Hey, City Terrace, Monterey Park, Alhambra,
17 San Gabriel, all those communities up there were
18 divided, and they are still there.  Nothing is
19 happening, and people are using these freeways.  That's
20 all I got to the say.  Just build it.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.  Thank you.
22          And then David Luevano.  Thank you.  Is there
23 anyone else -- that's our last speaker card -- so if
24 anyone else would like to speak, please send it up.
25          MR. LUEVANO:  Good evening.  My name is Dave
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1 Luevano.  I'm a union representative with Operating
2 Engineers Local 12, and I work out of Pasadena.  We are
3 in support of the 710 extension.  Also as you all are
4 aware, we are in a recession right now.  The one young
5 lady said what they need to do is create more jobs.
6 This is going to create quite a few jobs, hundreds of
7 thousands and thousands of jobs for the community.  Not
8 only does it create jobs, but it will also allow a
9 30 percent hiring rate within each community where the
10 jobs are going to occur.  So we are -- we're in favor of
11 this 710.  Thank you.
12          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
13          Okay.  So I'd like to open it up.  We'd just
14 like to see if there are any more speaker cards.  Okay.
15 You have one.  You have your speaker card.  You've
16 spoken.
17          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Are you opening up to
18 questions?
19          MS. McCORMICK:  No.  I'm just asking if anyone
20 -- if there are any more speaker cards.  If anyone else
21 in the room would like to fill out a speaker card, we'd
22 love to have you fill out a speaker card and come up.
23 Okay.  Oh, would you like -- did you get one?  Martha,
24 can you bring a speaker card up, please?  Thank you,
25 Martha.  Just a moment.  We're going to be taking oral
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1 comments.
2          Just to let you know how we're going to be
3 handling questions, we actually have several
4 representatives this evening from Caltrans and Metro
5 environmental, a variety of different folks who are here
6 who will be answering all of the questions at the
7 different scoping stations, and there are six stations.
8 So we want to make sure that we have that open for you.
9 Thank you.

10          Yes, come on up.
11          MS. LARSON:  Hello, my name is Sadra Larson.
12          MS. McCORMICK:  I'm sorry.  Speak in there
13 really loud.  Pull the microphone up, please.
14          MS. LARSON:  5302 Bordland Road, Los Angeles,
15 90032.  And I just want to say this is the first time I
16 heard about these meetings, and this is the first time I
17 have ever received outreach.  I live in the University
18 Hills part of El Sereno, so I'm glad I have received
19 this because I didn't have any knowledge of these
20 meetings prior.
21          I am against the freeway coming into my
22 neighborhood, and I do live in El Sereno, and I hear
23 there's traffic in Alhambra, but there's also traffic in
24 El Sereno.  Because I live right off the Valley, so I
25 have the train tracks.  I can't get up the freeway; I
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1 can't get up to Fremont.  I have the college traffic, so
2 the same problem exists everywhere, and I understand it,
3 but I just don't want a freeway coming through my
4 neighborhood.  Thank you.
5          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
6          Okay.  So I have no more speaker cards, so if
7 there is -- oh, great.  Sorry.  Thank you.  Go ahead.
8          MR. DEL TORO:  I'm Rafael DelToro, 5430
9 Templeton Street, Los Angeles, California 90032.  You

10 know, I hadn't actually planned on speaking at all, but
11 I moved and bought a house on Templeton just recently,
12 not knowing about all this that's going on.  So it's
13 kind of a shock.
14          Yeah, that yellow flyer was the first time that
15 I got any information on it as well.  And I have a
16 three-year-old and a four-month-year-old [sic].  And the
17 idea of adding pollution -- or even like I used to live
18 in New York, even the vibration of the trucks going
19 underneath and all that kind of stuff -- it's not really
20 a fun way to live.
21          And in general, I really enjoy El Sereno the
22 way that it is.  It is getting better from just, like,
23 two years ago that I moved here.  And you know, I would
24 love for that to progress instead of regress, so I'm
25 against it.
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1          And I -- you know, I know that Alhambra has
2 problems, but this -- this really won't take care of all
3 of those problems.  It really won't because the major
4 problem is the trucks and things like that that need to
5 go through.  And as far as, you know, start building
6 something, I feel it would be bad.  Because to build
7 it -- Alhambra and all the places that have the
8 congestion -- why build it through El Sereno?  Thank
9 you.
10          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
11          Alina Guerra.  Alina.
12          MS. GUERRA:  Hi, my name is Alina Guerra, and I
13 live at 3533 Sheffield Avenue, and first of all, I just
14 want to say I am against this 710 freeway.  And um,
15 there is, just like, this is ridiculous.  You guys
16 should put the money against schools.  You guys are
17 cutting out budget cuts from schools and everything.
18 And it should go against school decisions.  This is just
19 a waste of money, and you guys are going to destroy
20 everybody's houses that they live in.  And this is a
21 good community.  So I am against the 710 freeway.
22          MS. McCORMICK:  Any more speaker cards?  Okay.
23 Thank you.
24          So I'd like to give you some pieces of
25 information.  Tomorrow night at 6 o'clock at the Lake
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1 Avenue Church in Pasadena, we're going to be having
2 another meeting.  And next Tuesday on April 5th from
3 6:00 to 8:00 we'll be at the La Canada High School.
4 We're going to be in the cafeteria in La Canada.  And
5 then on Wednesday we're going to have a meeting at
6 Ramona Hall Community Center at Highland Park.  And all
7 of those meetings are from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  They
8 are scoping meetings so that you can go on the record.
9          And you have multiple ways this evening as
10 well.  Be sure to remember you have the comment cards in
11 your packet.  You can mail them in; you can put them in
12 the boxes.  There's a variety of ways to do that.
13          So what we'd like to do, we'd like to make sure
14 that you have an opportunity if you have any questions.
15 We're going to have the different stations staffed, and
16 we'll have people be there to answer your questions.
17          I will keep this official meeting open for the
18 next 15 minutes to see if we have anyone who comes in
19 who would like to speak, they may do so.  At that time I
20 will officially announce that this meeting and the
21 recording is closed.  I wanted to keep it open in case
22 somebody else came in.
23          So thank you so much for coming this evening.
24 Please take a look at your packet.  There are a lot more
25 meetings to go to if you're interested, and then we'll
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1 keep the recording open for the next 15 minutes.  So
2 thanks for coming.  Good night.
3          (Pause in the proceeding.)
4          Thank you all for coming.  We're closing our
5 scoping.  Thank you.
6
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1           Pasadena, California, March 30, 2011
2                            -0-
3

4          MS. McCORMICK:  Good evening, everyone.  If you
5 wouldn't mind taking your seats, that would be great.
6 We actually can get started.
7          Good evening.  My name is Mary McCormick.  I'm
8 with MBI, and we're going to be facilitating the meeting
9 this evening.  I hope you all had a chance to get to the
10 seven stations that we have here.  And there's a lot of
11 information for you, so please avail yourself.  Even
12 during this time of comments, if you would like to, in
13 fact, go back to the stations, you're more than welcome
14 to do that.
15          Before we get started this evening, I'd like to
16 say thank you and welcome to some of the elected
17 officials that we have.  We have Mr. Brad Land here this
18 evening with the Los Angeles Council 5th District.
19 Brad, thank you for coming.  We have Julianne Hines with
20 Assembly member Portantino's office.  Thank you.  And
21 Diego Martin with the San Gabriel Valley Council of
22 Governments.  Thank you.  Oh, and then also Betty Tom
23 Chu with the City of Monterey Park.  She's just joining
24 us right now.  Thank you.  Ms. Chu, she is the mayor of
25 Monterey Park.  So thank you so much for coming.
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1          We're just getting started, and as I mentioned
2 before, there are several stations in the back.  As you
3 came in, for those of you who may or may not have been
4 with us in the past -- we've had several meetings -- you
5 should have received two pieces of information, two
6 packets of information.
7          One of them was the SR-710 conversations
8 information packet, and I'd like to direct you, if you
9 don't mind, to take a look at the calendar with the
10 "save the dates" in there, and the calendar -- because
11 you have actually two additional meetings.  And they are
12 in April.
13          Next week is our last week.  It will culminate
14 20 meetings in 8 weeks.  Next week we have a meeting in
15 La Canada at the high school there at the cafeteria.  It
16 will be from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m., and then we're
17 going to be in Highland Park on Wednesday night, which
18 will be at the Ramona Hall Community Center, and that
19 also is from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  Those are also
20 scoping meetings.
21          I wanted to describe just very briefly to those
22 of you who have not been able to attend in the past, we
23 had a series of meetings that were focused into three
24 specific areas.  The first area was for us to go out to
25 the community and gather a lot of information from

Page 4
1 people personally about their particular feelings about
2 transportation, transportation issues as a citizen, as
3 working within the community, and then regionally.  We
4 had six meetings where we went to six different cities,
5 and we gathered that from a variety of people who
6 attended several of those meetings.
7          The second series of meetings was a series for
8 CEQA and NEPA.  And CEQA and NEPA is the California
9 Environmental Quality Act and the National Environmental

10 Policy Act, and that is a state and federal side-by-side
11 in -- thank you.  Speak louder?  Sorry.  Thank you.
12 Just yell at me.  We actually have the second series --
13 so we had three series.  We had series one, series two,
14 and series three, and I'll just repeat series one really
15 quickly again.
16          The series one was for us to make sure that we
17 actually gathered information from the community, and we
18 wanted to make sure that we heard from people to talk
19 about issues that they have with the commonalities of
20 their communities, the concerns they had for
21 transportation issues, and consideration for the future.
22 Those all were gathered and put into large Post-it
23 notes.  We had them all over this particular room.
24          And what's really important for you to know is
25 that we've actually documented an archive of that.  By
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1 being able to go back, you actually can see the actual
2 original Post-it notes.  We took pictures of them.  We
3 printed them.  We three-hole-punched them, and we put
4 them into these three-hole binders by date.  So if you
5 have any question about what we gathered, please make
6 sure you get a chance to look at that.
7          The second series was an environmental
8 education series because a lot of people don't
9 understand that scoping, which we're doing tonight, is a

10 critical part of the environmental process when people
11 are considering a project.  So the California
12 Environmental Quality Act and the National Environmental
13 Policy Act is a state and a federal process by law where
14 people are allowed to go on the record and give their
15 comments regarding an environmental process for a
16 project that's being studied.
17          So that was six meetings, and then we started
18 scoping.  And we had six scoping meetings originally
19 scheduled, but we added two additional meetings.  And
20 just for your information, typically on an environmental
21 process, typically, you have one scoping meeting.  We're
22 going to be having eight scoping meetings.  That's why
23 it's important for you to know that we have two
24 additional meetings next week, both in La Canada and in
25 Highland Park, as I mentioned earlier.
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1          So the CEQA and NEPA package that you got
2 should give you a NEPA flow -- process flow chart and a
3 CEQA process flow chart so -- and then frequently asked
4 questions, again it's really critical that people
5 understand what the process is because a lot of folks
6 don't realize that this is an opportunity for you to go
7 on the record.  In fact, that's what we're calling the
8 last six meetings -- going on the record.  And actually
9 we're in scoping now, and everything that you say
10 tonight actually is recorded.
11          I don't know if you received this, but I'd
12 really like you to take a look at this (indicating).  It
13 is called how to participate.  And we're going to talk a
14 little bit more about this later, but I wanted you to
15 see that because we have for you in the packet -- you
16 would have received a comment card.  The comment cards
17 are very important because you can actually fill them
18 out today, tonight, and put them in the comment card
19 boxes, or you can take it home.  If you think about
20 something tonight that you wanted to say, you can always
21 take it home, and you can write it out, and you can fill
22 out your comments, and you can send it to Mr. Kosinski
23 at Caltrans.
24          And then we have also provided a computer for
25 those people who may or may not have trouble writing, or
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1 if they would like someone to type up their comments, we
2 actually have a computer here for us to type that up for
3 you.
4          And then in addition to that, we have the
5 social media station which is back there.  And for that
6 -- please tell your friends and family also that if you
7 cannot get to the meetings -- if you're housebound, if
8 you don't drive at night, if there are a variety of
9 things you can't do -- you can go online.  If you need
10 assistance to get on online, and you can actually
11 register, and your comments, your spoken comments,
12 through the virtual meeting will be -- you can actually
13 do that and make that a legal record.  The really
14 interesting thing about that is that we started the
15 virtual meeting on March 21st.  It is a three-week
16 meeting, if you can imagine that, and it actually will
17 go until scoping is completed.  And scoping completes on
18 April 14th, so you can actually comment there up until
19 April 14th.
20          So then tonight we have speaker cards, so if
21 you would like to speak and put your oral comments into
22 the record, please fill out the speaker card.  I will
23 process that.  As you can see, we have a court reporter
24 here tonight.  The court reporter takes down verbatim
25 exactly what your oral comments are.  Those oral
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1 comments are entered into the legal record to the
2 environmental document.
3          So at this time, what I'd like to do is I'd
4 like to introduce Mr. Garrett Damrath.  He's with
5 Caltrans District 7, and he's going to present to you --
6 providing you an overview of scoping this evening.
7 Garrett.
8          MR. DAMRATH:  Thank you, Mary.  Welcome.  My
9 name is Garrett Damrath, and I do work at Caltrans, and

10 on behalf of Caltrans and the Federal Highway
11 Administration, I'd like to thank you for coming and
12 taking time out of your important day to participate in
13 this important process.
14          A little bit of history before I get into my
15 slide show about scoping itself -- in 1978 the U.S.
16 Council on Environmental Quality defined scoping as an
17 early process to ensure environmental -- ensure
18 identification of environmental issues on proposed
19 actions.  In its inception, it was -- the application of
20 scoping was between agencies to ensure that agencies
21 didn't have conflicting interests, and they were
22 coordinated properly through the environmental process.
23 But since then it has evolved into a more public process
24 with more public interest and input rather than agency
25 input.  It's gotten to the point where we've got one
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1 agency meeting, and we have eight public meetings.  So
2 you can see how it's evolved into a very dynamic
3 process.
4          And I wanted to share one of the things that no
5 decisions have been made at this point, and we are here
6 to solicit input from the public tonight.
7          So why are we here?  Previous studies have
8 indicated that SR-710 gap contributed to growing
9 congestion on nearby freeways and arterials.  There was

10 a 1998 ROD, Record of Decision, that proposed a surface
11 freeway which was then later rescinded in 2003, and
12 continued project development was prohibited without new
13 environmental work.
14          In November 2008, Measure R passed, by
15 two-thirds majority of L.A. County voters, a ballot
16 initiative supporting a half-cent sales tax increase for
17 30 years to improve transportation throughout the county
18 including the SR-710 gap.  And then the Metro Board
19 adopted motions to move forward with the environmental
20 phase.
21          What we're doing now is we are scoping for
22 solutions to address the congestion problem.  So we
23 convened a series of 20 public meetings.  We have
24 provided an engaging and instructional dialogue and
25 maintained an open and transparent process.  We solicit
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1 broad participation and input and facilitate and
2 continue the SR-710 conversations through the social
3 electronic media platforms.
4          The purpose of scoping is to identify issues to
5 be addressed in the environmental documents.  The lead
6 agency for CEQA and NEPA is Caltrans for both the
7 federal and the state laws, and we would like to see
8 written comments submitted by April 14th.
9          So your role in scoping -- when do we want
10 this?  As the Council on Environmental Quality said,
11 it's early in the environmental process.  And who are we
12 asking this input from?  It is the public, federal,
13 state, and local agencies.  And what are we looking for
14 in the scoping process?  We want to identify potential
15 alternatives, issues, and impacts to be analyzed and the
16 level of detail in those analyses.  And how do you do
17 that?  We're asking you to provide oral testimony this
18 evening or by providing written comments, getting on the
19 mailing list for project updates, and getting involved
20 throughout the project development process.
21          This is a wide view of our present project
22 area.  It encompasses about all over the San Gabriel
23 Valley from the 605 in the East, to the 5 and 2 in the
24 West, and then down by the 10 in the South, and the 210
25 in the North.
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1          The preliminary project purpose and need is to
2 improve regional mobility and accessibility for the
3 movement of people, goods, and services.  We'd like to
4 reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the
5 network; reduce congestion on north-south arterials and
6 local streets currently adversely affected by diversion
7 of freeway trips; improve regional travel-time savings
8 and thereby reduce productivity -- or reduce loss of
9 productivity associated with congestion; provide
10 additional connectivity in the regional network for use
11 by public transit; improve regional and local mobile
12 source air quality characteristics; reduce greenhouse
13 gas emissions from mobile sources; provide a project
14 that constrains impacts in local communities to
15 acceptable levels; develop a financially feasible
16 project taking into consideration cost effectiveness and
17 viable funding strategies including private/public
18 partnerships.
19          Currently we have a range of alternatives that
20 includes route neutral surface and subsurface highway or
21 freeway; heavy passenger and freight rail improvements;
22 bus and light rail system improvements including the
23 first and last mile; local street upgrades including
24 signal synchronization and pedestrian and bike access
25 improvements; and a traffic management systems
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1 alternative; and the no-build alternative.
2          Some of the new factors that we're considering
3 in the process are multimodal transportation landscape
4 that exists today; emerging environmental issues and
5 advances in technologies; potential funding and revenue
6 sources; project delivery and procurement methods.
7          Our project milestones are, first, the
8 initiation of public outreach; our issuance of the
9 Notice of Intent and Notice of Preparation and public

10 scoping meetings.  And right now we're at the public
11 scoping meeting.  After this we will then draft a --
12 prepare a Draft Environmental Impact
13 Report/Environmental Impact Statement; hold public
14 hearings and accept comments on that draft; and revise
15 and finalize the Environmental Impact Report and
16 Environmental Impact Statement.  And then issue a Record
17 of Decision under NEPA and a Notice of Determination
18 under CEQA.
19          And as I already mentioned, under CEQA we are
20 preparing an Environmental Impact Report, and under NEPA
21 we are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement.
22          As Mary had already said, also for inclusion in
23 the mailing list or providing written comments, please
24 mail them to Ron Kosinski, deputy director of the
25 division of environmental planning, Caltrans District 7.
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1 The address is here and also on the information packs
2 and on your comment card.
3          I would like to thank you again for coming and
4 your interest in this important transportation project.
5 Thank you.
6          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Garrett.
7          So at this time we're actually going to ask our
8 speakers to come up.  Patsy, would you see if you can
9 turn the lights on back up here.  Thank you.  Just turn

10 some lights on.  Thank you.
11          We're going to -- we want -- everyone is going
12 to get an opportunity to have their equal time, and what
13 we'll have is we have a timer here.  I'm going to call
14 up a name, and then I'm actually going to call the
15 second person to come up and speak -- prepare to make
16 comments and I'll make sure that everyone knows who is
17 in line.  So I'll -- and our timer will be here.  And
18 what we'd like to have you do is just come up here.
19 You'll be right close to the reporter.  She's asked to
20 put you there so she can hear you.
21          And the most important thing tonight is that we
22 need your name and your full address, please.  Your
23 address is really key and very important because that's
24 what helps us go on the record.  We want to make sure
25 that your records are put into the document.  So please
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1 don't forget to put your address down.
2          So the first person I'd like to call up is Tsai
3 Yi Chan from Pasadena, and Mr. Bradley Land who is
4 second.
5          MS. CHAN:  Hi.  First of all, thank you for the
6 opportunity to offer this public statement.  My husband
7 and I own a home on Arlington Drive.  I'm a design and
8 marketing consultant, and my husband is an engineer.
9 Our home is between Pasadena Avenue and Fair Oaks.
10          I consider my community to be between Fair Oaks
11 and Orange Grove and also between Columbia and
12 California.  We have schools, and we have parks.  And
13 Sequoyah Elementary is just a few blocks north of our
14 house, and Mayfield School is about a block west.  We
15 also have two parks -- Singer Park and Arlington Garden,
16 which is a beautiful water wide garden maintained by
17 dedicated volunteers.
18          Cutting through the heart of my community is
19 Pasadena Avenue.  It has no sidewalk.  It has maybe two
20 trees, and it's also a death trap.  Cars streak through
21 at 75 miles per hour, and other cars use my street as a
22 shortcut to or from Fair Oaks.  I fear for my neighbors'
23 children when they're playing in their own front yards.
24 Arlington Garden is just three houses away from my
25 house, but I can't safely cross Pasadena Avenue without
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1 looking left and right before I sprint in the split
2 second when no cars are coming.
3          My husband and I are homeowners.  We're
4 taxpayers making a very reasonable request.  We want to
5 live in peace, dignity, and safety.  We need immediate
6 safe access now in our neighborhood.  Give people like
7 me a safe way to cross Pasadena Avenue.  Give us
8 sidewalks.  Give us trees.  Restore and then sell or
9 rent the houses on Pasadena Avenue that makes the street
10 look like a haunted street even in broad daylight.
11          Thank you again for the opportunity.  Oh, and
12 very important.  We don't want to forget, for the
13 record, I'm against any form of the 710 gap closure
14 whether it's underground or subsurface or any option.  I
15 am for no-build.  Thank you.
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Oh, yes.  Yes, your
17 name, please.
18          MS. CHAN:  Hoi Yee Chan.  The address is 160
19 Arlington Drive, Pasadena, 91105.
20          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
21          MR. LAND:  My name is Brad Land.  My address is
22 100 Hurlbut Street, Number 12, Pasadena, 91105.  My
23 address and my neighborhood is very similar to Tsai
24 Yi's, and we're neighbors.  And I would describe it from
25 California Boulevard to Columbia, from Fair Oaks to
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1 Orange Grove.
2          Pasadena Avenue splits my neighborhood east and
3 west, and it is a very challenging and dangerous runway
4 at the current moment with potholes that are breaking
5 some of my neighbor's axles and harming their vehicles
6 because Caltrans doesn't come out and fill the potholes
7 immediately all the time.  Sometimes they do.
8          My hope this evening and through this process
9 are no-build on the 710.  As well, I am hoping that we

10 can have crosswalks -- a -- sidewalks with cement
11 instead of asphalt, and then our neighborhood could
12 somehow be made safer by rerouting the traffic off of
13 the south bend of the 710 from the 210 currently, and
14 maybe steering it right out of the city, not shutting
15 down the whole section.  So that would be my testimony,
16 and I offer that as a practice.
17          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
18          Our next speaker will be Dr. Clyde Williams,
19 and after him is Mr. Dan Billy.
20          DR. WILLIAMS:  Good evening.  Dr. Clyde
21 Williams, 4115 Barrett Road, El Sereno, Northeast L.A.,
22 90032.  Also a member of the L.A. 32 Neighborhood
23 Council.
24          Hey, what are we getting into?  Nobody knows.
25 We've got a hundred-square-mile area, and no project.
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1 Transportation -- here are some of the alternatives.
2 One, a freeway, surface freeway, from south of Valley to
3 the 210.  Surface freeway.  How many houses?  Oh, a
4 couple thousand maybe.  How long?  A long time, but it
5 will be a lot cheaper.  Yeah, tunnels.  There is
6 actually about 20 different tunnel alignments that we
7 would be proposing, so get ready.
8          There is also a matter of will they have
9 trucks?  And today there was a Webinar online that said,

10 okay, this project will have about a hundred thousand
11 vehicles or passenger car equivalents going each way --
12 200,000 each day.  The Oakland Bay Bridge has 250,000,
13 so consider what you will be getting into if you go
14 surface route and/or underground.
15          And why?  Trucks.  Trucks should be banned
16 because they are going to be a real problem.  They will
17 affect us and our community, so we are looking at
18 several different alternatives above ground, on ground,
19 below ground, and connector roads.  How about a
20 connector road for the oldest gap in the L.A. area?
21 That is the gap from Arroyo Seco Pasadena Freeway to the
22 210.  Thank you.
23          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
24          Mr. Dan Billy, and then after Mr. Billy would
25 be Judith O'Keefe.
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1          MR. BILLY:  Good evening.  My name is Dan
2 Billy.  I'm here representing Operating Engineers Local
3 12 who are located at 150 E. Corson, here in Pasadena
4 right down the street.
5          I wanted to talk a little bit about things
6 going full circle.  You know, a little bit of history.
7 Maybe I'm preaching to the choir.  In the '30s we had
8 gridlock here in Los Angeles, we built the 110 Pasadena
9 freeway, and at that time people decided that freeways
10 was a good thing.  It opened up -- it got transportation
11 moving, and we developed -- in the '40s they developed a
12 transportation freeway system here, and through the '50s
13 to the '70s, we built it.  Since then all these projects
14 that were developed back in the '50s, we've only built
15 about half of them, and the population here has grown
16 since, but our transportation has not.  In the process
17 of that we've gone back to gridlock again, which is kind
18 of going full circle back into the '30s.
19          So I have been fortunate enough to see a few
20 things go full circle in my lifetime.  This is just one
21 thing that in our opinion we believe that the tunnel
22 project for the 710 freeway is an answer to a local
23 problem.  We've been on -- we've seen the traffic that's
24 been on streets like Valley Boulevard, Fremont Street,
25 Huntington Drive, Fair Oaks, in the morning, in the

Page 19
1 evening, and we believe that the tunnel is the way to
2 fix this local problem, and we support the project.
3 Thank you.
4          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
5          Miss Judith O'Keefe, and then Miss Betty Tom
6 Chu.
7          MS. O'KEEFE:  Yes.  Thank you.  My name is
8 Judith O'Keefe at 403 Winthrop Road, San Marino, and I
9 live on the corner of Los Robles Avenue, and I speak for
10 quite a few of my neighbors.
11          I've been a resident of the San Gabriel Valley
12 for 65 years.  I know I don't look that old, but I've
13 lived in San Marino since 1969.  Just kidding.  I wasn't
14 going to tell how old I was.  Okay.
15          Number one, the completion of the 710 freeway
16 will relieve all residents, I believe, and business
17 owners of transient traffic.  Therefore, I urge that you
18 close the gap, present existing gap, and allow the 710
19 to come up and meet the 210.
20          Secondly, Los Robles Avenue has become
21 inundated with transient traffic.  Traffic counts from
22 San Marino Road have grown from 13,000 cars per day to
23 as many as 20,000, and this is a residential street, so
24 we in the Los Robles Neighborhood Association -- we do
25 have an association of residents on Los Robles and San
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1 Marino, and we meet regularly, and we attend the council
2 meetings to ask for help -- so we're now asking you for
3 help because this is where I think we'll find it.
4          So I can speak for approximately 110 homeowners
5 on Los Robles.  We suffer from noise pollution and too
6 many accidents and too many heavy trucks.  Although we
7 do have an ordinance that bans trucks over three tons,
8 but they sneak -- they keep coming back.  And we would
9 greatly appreciate an EIR study of the streets.  And I

10 thank you very much for letting me share.
11          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
12          Betty, and then after Betty is Mr. Nat Read.
13          MS. CHU:  My name is Betty Tom Chu, mayor of
14 the City of Monterey Park representing over 63,000
15 residents of the city of Monterey Park.
16          For more than half a century of Monterey Park,
17 we have had an unenviable front seat to the chaos caused
18 by a 4.5 mile gap in the county safety freeway grid.  We
19 suffer a sig alert every day, and when other cities --
20 and particularly those that oppose the completion of the
21 710 freeway -- when they talk about not wanting vehicle
22 pollution or traffic by their homes and schools, they
23 are saying loud and clear, leave the congestion next to
24 Monterey Park.  After all, Monterey Park is only a city
25 full of immigrant seniors, many immigrant seniors having
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1 come to this country with preexisting respiratory
2 issues.
3          And children -- many of the children that live
4 there -- when we first -- when my husband worked on the
5 last leg of the 710 freeway, I was just pregnant.  Now I
6 am a grandmother of six with none of my children living
7 in Monterey Park nor any of my grandchildren because of
8 that pollution caused by that traffic congestion right
9 there in Monterey Park.  And many of the ones that

10 oppose the 710 freeway contribute to that pollution and
11 contribute to the decline of the health of our
12 residents.
13          The 710 gap closure project is not a
14 transportation exercise or community discussion subject.
15 It is the health and our quality of life.  We are just
16 as equal, valuable residents in the county of
17 Los Angeles as those that oppose this project.  So the
18 pollution generated by the gap can only exasperate the
19 condition, so we ask that you pay special attention to
20 the pleas of our city and that the health of our
21 community needs to be included and the pollution right
22 there in that Monterey Park needs to be included in
23 those environmental studies.  Thank you.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
25          Mr. Nat Read, and then after Nat is Mr. Lee
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1 Dolley.
2          MR. READ:  Thank you.  I'm Nat Read, 100 East
3 Corson Street, Pasadena.  I'm chair of the 710 Freeway
4 Coalition.  I'm paid to do that, just so there's no
5 confusion about that.
6          I want to make -- we have held meetings in many
7 different communities.  I want to make three points that
8 are unique to Pasadena.  One is that of all the
9 communities -- of all the communities there are -- this
10 is the only community in which the citizens voted on
11 their position, their official position.  In a special
12 election, it was the citizens who asked that the 710
13 freeway be continued.
14          Secondly, this is the most surveyed city of
15 all.  Maybe 65 communities have been surveyed by public
16 survey; there is no community or political district that
17 is against the 710, but Pasadena has the uniqueness of
18 having all seven districts surveyed, and among those is
19 the highest support of any community anywhere:  Eight to
20 one.  In the predominantly minority -- predominantly
21 black Northwest Pasadena where years ago a freeway came
22 through and took out a stable, middle class, minority
23 community on the promise that it connect with the
24 network and make regional transportation easier.  When
25 those bulldozers got to another community, they stopped.

Page 23
1 And this community in that eight-to-one support is
2 asking for justice.  Thank you.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
4          Mr. John Laue.  Excuse me.  Oh, I'm sorry.  Lee
5 and then John.  Thank you.  Sorry, Lee.
6          MR. DOLLEY:  Lee Dolley, former city attorney
7 of the City of Alhambra, 111 South First Street in
8 Alhambra.  Nat is dead right, absolutely, totally right.
9          I want to introduce for the record the
10 ordinance voted on by the people of the city of Pasadena
11 a number of years ago -- pledged which is not qualified
12 but which is part of the law.  The city -- the citizens
13 here said, about 58 to 41, that they commanded their
14 city to support the completion of the 710.  That hasn't
15 changed.  May I put this in now or . . .
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes, you can do that.
17          MR. DOLLEY:  Second matter, we support a very
18 good, thorough, fair Environmental Impact Report.
19 Everyone here that has a say in this process, get it in.
20 That's how we study it, and that's how we come to fair
21 conclusions.  So we're asking everybody to get your
22 comments in, and to be sure that Metro and Caltrans come
23 out with an Environmental Impact Report/Statement that
24 is everything you want and the result of everything you
25 want studied.
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1          Last thing tonight, I put it here -- some of
2 you may not know about.  A couple years ago the cities
3 of South Pasadena and La Canada had some lawsuits to
4 stop the freeway from going forward -- to stop this
5 environmental process from going forward.  They lost.
6 And I will put it in the record a letter from counsel
7 for Metro which states clearly their points were wrong.
8 I think we've had enough lawsuits.  I've seen in my
9 career of this -- lawsuits going back over 20 years.  So

10 now let's get it done.  Let's go forward.
11          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Also he's going to
12 put together with his comment card.
13          I have one left.  If anyone would like to
14 please fill out a speaker card, happy to take it.  So I
15 wanted to invite Mr. John Laue to come up, and if anyone
16 else would like to speak, please fill out a card so you
17 have an opportunity to put your comments on the record.
18 Thank you.
19          MR. LAUE:  My name is John Laue, and I live at
20 11063 Eldora Place in Sunland in California, and I moved
21 out here to Southern California 20 years ago and had a
22 job with the City of Pasadena as the transit
23 coordinator.
24          When I first saw this project, I thought, whoa,
25 this is interesting, and here we are again.  And it's
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1 obvious after hearing all the speakers, it all depends
2 on your perspective of where you live, what -- how it
3 affects you.  I hear the people that live along Pasadena
4 Avenue, I hear the people that live in Monterey Park,
5 and I hear the people that live in Pasadena.
6          And it really -- it all has to do with where --
7 how it affects you.  And my own vibe is living in
8 Sunland, it doesn't affect me that much, but you can
9 hear when you go to La Canada you're going to hear a lot

10 of people wanting the 710/210 corridor that don't like
11 this project because of increased truck traffic.
12          I think the problem is that the alternatives
13 we're studying are not -- we are talking about 20th
14 Century solutions, and you know, there -- maybe it's pie
15 in the sky, but I've seen proposals for the San Gabriel
16 River corridor of freight movement.  I don't think there
17 is nearly enough emphasis on public transit, light rail
18 that connect -- that can connect different communities
19 along this corridor.  I don't think we'll ever see this
20 project built, frankly, because there's too much
21 opposition to it, and it costs too much money.
22          And I really think that especially with one of
23 the things that has amazed me, after 20 years, is I
24 haven't seen any incremental improvements along Pasadena
25 Avenue or anywhere along there, very simple things could
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1 be done far cheaper, and it seems like there is a
2 conscious effort to make it as bad as possible so that
3 people will get so fed up with it that something will be
4 done.  Let's build it.
5          Well, what are we going do build?  And how much
6 is it going to cost?  And I really think that we need to
7 look at freight and passenger rail as a major component,
8 whatever you decide to do.  This idea of doing more
9 highways is outmoded thinking, and it's never going to
10 happen.  Thank you.
11          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
12          So is there anyone else who would like to fill
13 out a speaker card so they can speak tonight?  Okay.  So
14 this what is we would like to let you know.  We're going
15 to keep all of the stations open, and I am not going to
16 close down the comment period.  We'll keep it open in
17 case somebody comes in and would like to put comments on
18 the record.  So we'll keep it open for another 15
19 minutes.  I will officially at that time -- if we don't
20 hear from anyone, I will officially close the comments
21 for this evening.
22          But we will have Caltrans and Metro staff at
23 our different stations that if you have any questions,
24 please engage them and ask them, and I'm sure they'll be
25 very happy to help you with any kind of questions that
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1 you might have.
2          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Can I fill out a comment
3 or speaker card?
4          MS. McCORMICK:  Pardon?
5          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Can I fill out a comment
6 or speaker card?
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Absolutely.  We have plenty of
8 cards here, if you'd like to -- we can have them -- if
9 you raise your hand, if you'd like to have a card, and
10 we'll make sure you get one.
11          This is Mr. Chris Norton.  Go ahead, Chris.
12 Give us your name and address, please.
13          MR. NORTON:  Okay.  It's Chris Norton.  It's
14 150 East Corson, Pasadena, California 91103.
15          I'm a union rep, okay, and what I want to say
16 is I don't know how many people here have family members
17 that have been affected by the unemployment rate and the
18 way that people are unemployed.  Construction right now
19 is about 30 to 40 percent unemployment rate.  We're 1500
20 people on that out of work at any given day, okay, out
21 of approximately about 15,000 members.  Okay?
22          Right now to stimulate the economy and
23 everything, it would be a very wise idea to invest in
24 this freeway.  All the building materials, concrete, any
25 kind of material is the cheapest it's ever going to be,
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1 and everything else.  When it comes to construction with
2 big projects like this, speaking as a union rep, one
3 thing that the cities -- you do get -- is people from
4 your community gets to go to work.  So the money stays
5 in that community and everything else, okay, because
6 they have local hire policies and everything else.
7          So also it will help this lady here with the
8 children.  I -- you can't believe it or not, I have four
9 grandchildren myself, and I tell you what.  I agree with

10 you.  It is terrible because I work in this area.  It's
11 terrible, and we do take that side street.  And we don't
12 go -- when it says 30 miles an hour, we're not going 30
13 miles an hour.  I tell you it's more like we're going
14 45.  And the thing is, I really think this is a plus to
15 build a tunnel for that 710 and finish it.
16          There was -- I was talking to a couple of
17 gentlemen back there.  There was a documentary on, and I
18 want to say it was from -- from France or Paris where
19 they did tunnel.  Let me tell you.  Oh, time is up.
20          MS. McCORMICK:  You can finish.
21          MR. NORTON:  One thing I want to say, is when
22 they built this tunnel, they built this tunnel, and all
23 the cars and everything and their emissions going in and
24 being sucked up were cleaner than the emissions on the
25 outside before the cars went in.  So there's a lot of
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1 pluses for this tunnel for everybody.  From all of us,
2 thank you.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Thank you.
4          And we have one last speaker, Mr. Robert Chu.
5          MR. CHU:  My name is Robert Chu.  You heard my
6 wife speak a little while ago.  I'm from Monterey Park.
7          In 1964 I left the project of the 710 at Valley
8 Boulevard.  That was the end of the project.  And since
9 that time, nothing has happened.  I think it's a shame

10 that Caltrans hasn't completed it.  It's been a long,
11 long, drawn-out time.
12          South Pasadena has been one of the most vocal
13 people or community that has been against the project.
14 I think shame on them because they don't care about the
15 rest of the community in the San Gabriel Valley.
16          I think that it's time that the project is
17 completed one way or the other.  Tunneling like this
18 last gentleman has talked about, I have known to be very
19 expensive and probably more expensive than the
20 on-surface project.  In 1970 or so I think that all the
21 right-of-ways were already obtained by Caltrans.  And
22 nothing has happened.  It's time that this project is
23 completed.
24          The first three speakers that came up here
25 talked about potholes on Pasadena Avenue.  That has
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1 nothing to do with the freeway.  If the freeway had gone
2 through there, that portion of the street would have
3 been improved, and the city would have had a better view
4 and a better traffic flow to the South Pasadena.
5          I have nothing more to say.  Thank you.  I
6 don't believe the project will be finished in my
7 lifetime.  I'm 77 years old right now.
8          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
9          So that completes our speaker cards.  One more
10 time, if anyone would like to have a speaker card . . .
11 Okay.  Thank you.
12          I'm going to keep all of the comments and
13 opportunities open for the next 15 minutes.  Please make
14 yourself welcome at the other stations.  And thank you
15 for coming, and have a nice evening.
16          (Pause in the proceeding.)
17          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you so much.  We're going
18 to close our comment period right now.  Thank you so
19 much for coming.
20

21

22

23

24

25





















E-7 – La Canada 
 

  































California Deposition Reporters Page: 1

                    CALTRANS / METRO
                  SR-710 CONVERSATIONS

                 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

                 TUESDAY, APRIL 5, 2011
                 LA CANADA HIGH SCHOOL,
            LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE, CALIFORNIA

Page 2
1      La Canada Flintridge, California, April 5, 2011
2                            -0-
3

4          MS. McCORMICK:  Good evening, everyone.  Take
5 your seat, if you could.  Please take your seats so we
6 could get started, and we will start very shortly.
7 Thank you.
8          So thanks for joining us this evening.  My name
9 is Mary McCormick.  I'm the president and CEO of MBI.  I
10 will be your facilitator for the meeting this evening.
11 We appreciate your coming out on a busy night and taking
12 your time for joining us this evening.  Thank you so
13 much.
14          We will get started shortly, but before we do,
15 I wanted to remind you that all of the stations that
16 have information at all of the stations will be open for
17 the whole extent of the evening.  We'll be open this
18 evening from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.  So we're hoping
19 that if you have any questions after the presentation
20 this evening, please feel free to go out to the
21 stations, and we will have representatives there who can
22 assist you and answer any questions that you might have.
23          Before we get started this evening, I'd like to
24 officially recognize several of our elected officials
25 and their staff this evening and several others
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1 associated with the project this evening.
2          I'd like to introduce Julianne Hines.  She's
3 the district director for Assembly member Portantino's
4 office of the 31st District.  Julianne, welcome.  And
5 Manuel Gouveia with Carol Liu's -- he is the district
6 representative for Senator Carol Liu of the 21st
7 District.  So thank you for coming.  I'd like to thank
8 David Spence, Mayor of the City of La Canada Flintridge
9 for joining us.  And Ann Wilson, who is with the City of

10 La Canada Flintridge, a senior management analyst.  And
11 a special thank you to Ann.  She was very helpful in
12 helping us get this meeting set up.  So we want to say a
13 special thank-you for that this evening.  And
14 Laura Olhasso, who is a council member with the City of
15 La Canada, and also Michael Davitt, who is here for the
16 City of La Canada as well -- council member.  We have
17 Cindy Wilcox, who is one of the governing board members
18 of the La Canada Unified School District.  Thank you for
19 coming.  We have Diego Martin with the San Gabriel
20 Valley Council of Governments.  Thank you for joining us
21 this evening.  And let's see.  I think that's it for
22 this evening.
23          MR. VOSS:  Don Voss, City of La Canada
24 Flintridge.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Oh, you didn't sign in.
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1          MR. VOSS:  Actually I did sign in.
2          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you for joining us.
3          So this evening we have several pieces of
4 information for you.  As I mentioned, the stations are
5 open for you this evening.  You should have received two
6 packets of information this evening.  One of them is the
7 SR-710 information packet.  It's important for you to
8 see that we've been through a lot of meetings, and we
9 wanted to make sure that you understood about the

10 meetings this evening.
11          And we have -- this is the 19th of our 20
12 meetings that we have held on this program for the
13 SR-710.  And there is another meeting tomorrow evening.
14 If you would like to come to that, you're more than
15 welcome to.  And that is in Highland Park in the Ramona
16 Hall Community Center.  The information is here:  "Save
17 the dates."  You'll also find the calendar available for
18 you as well so if you have any questions on that.
19          You will have received also a comment card.  I
20 wanted to make sure that you understand a lot about the
21 multiple ways of receiving your comments.  We're in
22 scoping right now.  We had 20 meetings, and we had --
23 the first 12 were prescoping meetings that we actually
24 had a lot of information regarding community input and
25 regarding phases also in CEQA and NEPA as well.



California Deposition Reporters Page: 2

Page 5
1          You'll find in your packet an exit survey.  We
2 would really appreciate it if you would please fill that
3 out for us this evening, and that should give us some
4 information about how we do anything so that we can do
5 better for our upcoming meeting.
6          And then you should also have received a CEQA
7 and NEPA packet.  In the CEQA and NEPA packet, there's
8 two pieces of information.  It's a side-by-side
9 environmental process.  There are a couple of boards
10 that explain that.  So in your information packet you
11 will also receive information on the California
12 Environmental Quality Act and the proper flow charts
13 with that, as well as the National Environmental Policy
14 Act which is the federal environmental policy as well.
15 So there were two sides.  There is a lot of information
16 on there and information on the back.
17          So with that, what I'd like to do this evening
18 is I'd like to introduce Garrett Damrath from Caltrans
19 District 7.  He's going to be providing you with an
20 overview and outreach this evening.  We're actually in
21 scoping.  This is the third part of our series is called
22 scoping, going on the record.  And the information
23 actually goes in the environmental document this
24 evening.  It actually goes on the record; it becomes
25 part of the legal record.  We have a court reporter here
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1 to actually take down every word that is spoken.
2          And if you would like to speak this evening, we
3 have speaker cards at the back table.  Please fill out
4 your name and your address because your address is very
5 important.  If you come up to the microphone and you
6 would like to speak, please give us your name and your
7 address.  Your address is very important to make sure
8 that everything is entered into the record, so we really
9 need your address as well.
10          There will be speaker cards, and after Garrett
11 makes his presentation, we'll actually have an
12 opportunity for anybody here in the audience with the
13 opportunity to speak.  You're very welcome to speak.  We
14 want to make sure that everyone knows that their voices
15 can be heard this evening.
16          So with no further ado, I'd like to introduce
17 Garrett Damrath.  Thank you.
18          MR. DAMRATH:  Good evening.  I'd like to -- on
19 behalf of Caltrans and the Federal Highway
20 Administration, I'd like to thank you for taking time
21 out of your day to participate in this very important
22 scoping meeting.
23          In 1978 the Council on Environmental Quality
24 defined scoping as an early and open process for
25 identifying important issues related to the proposed
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1 action.  Over time -- in the beginning it was basically
2 an agency-oriented process to ensure collaboration and
3 minimize conflicting activities.  But over time it has
4 changed to a much more public process where the public
5 has a lot more to say than the agencies do, and as a
6 demonstration of that, we're having 20 meetings for the
7 public and only one for the agencies.
8          Scoping is also a very flexible and dynamic
9 process.  We had initially started out with 18 meetings,

10 scoping meetings, and we've moved it up to having 20.
11 And I would also like to have everyone know to this
12 point, no decision has been made at this point, and
13 we're here purely as an information gathering for the
14 scoping project.
15          So why are we here?  Previously studies
16 indicated that the SR-710 gap contributes to growing
17 congestion on nearby freeways and arterials.  In 1998
18 there was a Record of Decision that was put out that
19 added surface route freeways to close the gap, and in
20 2003 that Record of Decision was rescinded, and
21 continued development on the project was prohibited
22 without new environmental work.
23          In November 2008 Measure R passed, by a
24 two-thirds majority of L.A. County voters, in effect, a
25 ballot initiative supporting a half cent sales tax
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1 increase for 30 years to improve transportation
2 throughout the county, including the SR-710 gap.  And
3 then the Metro Board adopted motions to move forward
4 with the environmental phase.
5          While scoping for solutions on this project,
6 we've convened a series of 20 public meetings, provided
7 engaging and instructional dialogue, and maintained an
8 open and transparent process.  We've solicited broad
9 participation, and we have facilitated continuing SR-710

10 conversations through social electronic media platforms.
11          The purpose of scoping is to identify issues to
12 be addressed in the environmental documents.  The lead
13 agency for these documents is Caltrans for CEQA, and by
14 being delegated as the federal authority, we are also
15 the lead agency under NEPA.  And we would request that
16 all written comments be provided to us by April 14th,
17 2011.
18          Your role in scoping -- as I said earlier, the
19 when is now, early in the EIR/EIS process.  And the who
20 is, obviously, the public.  We are soliciting comments
21 from you and also federal, state, and local agencies.
22 And what we're looking for, we're looking for potential
23 alternatives, issues, impacts -- issues and impacts to
24 be analyzed in the environmental document, and the level
25 of detail in which those analyses should be performed.
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1 And how do you get us these comments?  You will be able
2 to provide oral testimony this evening that will go on
3 the record, or you can use one of social media platforms
4 that we have provided, and also you can send us a
5 letter.  I will give you the address.
6          This is the project study area right now.
7 We're looking at the entire San Gabriel Valley bound in
8 the East by the 605, in the West by the 5 and the 2, and
9 the 210 in the North, and the 10 in the South.
10          Our preliminary project purpose and need is to
11 improve regional mobility and accessibility for the
12 movement of people, goods, and services; reduce
13 circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network;
14 reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local
15 streets currently adversely affected by diversion of
16 freeway trips; improve regional travel-time savings and
17 thereby reduce loss of productivity associated with
18 congestion; provide additional connectivity in the
19 regional network for use by public transit; improve
20 regional and local mobile source air quality
21 characteristics; reduce greenhouse gas emissions from
22 mobile sources; provide a project that constrains
23 impacts in local communities to acceptable levels; and
24 develop a financially feasible project taking into
25 consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding
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1 strategies, including public-private partnerships.
2          Currently our project alternatives consist of a
3 route neutral surface and/or subsurface highway or
4 freeway; heavy passenger and freight rail improvements;
5 bus and light rail system improvements including the
6 first and last mile; local street upgrades including
7 signal synchronization and pedestrian and bike access
8 improvements; a traffic management systems alternative;
9 as well as the no-build alternative.
10          The new factors to consider are multimodal
11 transportation landscape; emerging environmental issues
12 and advances in technologies; potential funding and
13 revenue sources; and project delivery and procurement
14 methods.
15          Our project milestones -- so far we have gotten
16 public outreach, and that was the first 12 meetings.  We
17 issued a Notice of Intent and Notice of Preparation, and
18 we are holding public scoping meetings right now.  Next
19 we would draft an EIR/EIS, and we will hold public
20 hearings on that draft.  And then we would finalize the
21 EIR/EIS as a result of the comments we received during
22 the draft circulation.  And then issue a Record of
23 Decision and Notice of Determination.
24          The environmental document type, as I already
25 stated, under the California Environmental Quality Act
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1 would be prepare an Environmental Impact Report.  And
2 under the National Environmental Policy Act, we would be
3 preparing an Environmental Impact Statement.  The two
4 documents are very similar, so they would actually be in
5 one document, the EIR/EIS.
6          And for project contact for comments and for
7 inclusion on our mailing list, please send comments to
8 Ron Kosinski, deputy district director, division of
9 environmental planning at Caltrans District 7.  And this

10 information is in your information packets.
11          And once again, I would like to thank you very
12 much for your interest in this transportation project,
13 and we look forward to hearing your comments.  Thank
14 you.
15          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Garrett.
16          I'm going to leave this information up for you
17 because for a couple of reasons provides you with an
18 opportunity to get your comments in in a variety of ways
19 to make sure that your comments are entered into the
20 record called Environmental Impact Report and
21 Environmental Impact statement.  And we have the comment
22 cards for you.  You can actually write your comments
23 down, and we have boxes around the room for your
24 comments, and we'd like to have you submit those this
25 evening if you can.
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1          And in addition to that, you can actually
2 review it, and you can take it home tonight, and if you
3 think of something that you haven't thought of this
4 evening, you can actually fill it out.  And the address
5 is on there, and you can send that to Mr. Kosinski at
6 Caltrans.  We also have a computer and if you don't want
7 to write it down, and if you would like someone to type
8 your comments for you, we'd be happy to do that as well.
9 And then with our social media, and with that, you

10 actually can register and go online, and you can go on
11 the record here, and you will have your comments put
12 online, and they go in the record of law as well.
13          One of the things that you should share with
14 your friends and family is that they can actually, if
15 they have trouble getting out at night, if they have
16 trouble driving in the evening, one of the great things
17 about this particular approach to social media is they
18 can actually go online.  They don't have to leave the
19 comfort of their home.  They can go online and register
20 and put their comments in and submit them completely
21 through the Internet, so they don't actually have to
22 come to the meeting if they have trouble.  So that's
23 important for people to know.  And that's going to be
24 open until April 14th, so we opened it on March 21st.
25 It's been kind of a virtual meeting, and everyone can
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1 get online for that too.
2          So now, what I'd like to do, I'd like to invite
3 people to come up and make comments.  Our court reporter
4 will be taking comments, and I just wanted to give you a
5 little information about the crowd rules.  We also have
6 a timer.  We will be timing.  Everybody gets two
7 minutes, and make sure that's available for you here.
8 Please come up to the microphone.  The court reporter
9 would like to have that there so she can hear you and
10 make sure she knows what you said and gets your comments
11 down correctly.  As I mentioned earlier, please give us
12 your name and your address.  It's very important.
13          So our first speaker this evening is
14 Cindy Wilcox, and the second person behind her is
15 Lisa Novick.  So if you wouldn't mind coming up, and
16 then I'll mention the next person.  Thank you.
17          MS. WILCOX:  My name is Cindy Wilcox, and I
18 live at 4408 Union Street in La Canada.
19          I want to thank you all for coming to La Canada
20 to hear our concerns.  I'm an elected member of the
21 school board for the La Canada Unified School District.
22 We educate 4,000 children in our schools, and there are
23 also numerous private schools near the 210 freeway.  The
24 La Canada School Board has taken a position against this
25 extension of the 710 freeway.  We noted that we have
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1 schools and playing fields including this high school
2 and La Canada Elementary School immediately adjacent to
3 the 210 freeway.  We are deeply concerned about the
4 health impact on our children.
5          I urge the environmental study team to document
6 the projected increase of particulate matter on the
7 north side and the outside, and all the hazardous air
8 pollution that affects the children living and going to
9 school near the 210 freeway.  In addition, the study
10 needs to acknowledge that freight coming to the port is
11 already in containers, containers that can be loaded and
12 double-stacked on trains.  The study must include
13 alternatives, especially railroads, to move freight
14 efficiently and at lowest possible solution cost through
15 the L.A. Basin.
16          Cities in the Los Angeles Basin spent decades
17 working to improve air quality.  Our children and
18 families are depending on you to find alternatives that
19 protect this air quality and our long-term health.
20 Thank you.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
22          Lisa, and then after her, Mr. Robert Rosenblat.
23          MS. NOVICK:  My name is Lisa Novick.  My
24 address is 1111 Uintah Street.  That's spelled
25 U-i-n-t-a-h Street in La Canada, California 91011.
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1 Thank you for letting me speak this evening.
2          I think the proposed tunnel is an outdated,
3 antiquated, inadequate, environmentally harmful,
4 so-called solution for the 710 extension.  The freight
5 from the port should be moved by rail completely
6 separate -- completely separate from passenger car roads
7 out to the hub.  For example, in Palmdale the tunnel
8 will not relieve congestion on the 710 and will have
9 horrible environmental impacts from adverse health

10 effects from increased particulate matter, adverse
11 health effects that will increase instances of asthma
12 and emphysema, and this will range -- will also extend
13 increased numbers of accidents on the 210 freeway due to
14 the increase in truck traffic if the extension is built.
15          I demand to know how this increase in gases and
16 particulates will affect the respiratory existences for
17 the old and the young, especially given the fact in La
18 Canada all of the playing fields of schools -- playing
19 fields such as soccer fields -- are within one-quarter
20 mile of the freeway.  I also insist on knowing how the
21 noise levels will change, affecting people's sleep
22 patterns and mental health.  I want all of these
23 concerns measured against the environmental impacts of
24 the solution that involves the use of rail freight --
25 railway freight.  Thank you.
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
2          MS. NOVICK:  Can I add something?
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes.  Okay.
4          MS. NOVICK:  Don't build the tunnel.  Build a
5 rail freight line instead.  Do not increase truck
6 traffic on the freeway.  Do not build an extension of
7 the 710 freeway.  Just because you know how to build a
8 tunnel doesn't mean it's the right solution.
9          MS. McCORMICK:  All right.  Mr. Robert

10 Rosenblat, and then Miss Sherry Stubbs.
11          MR. ROSENBLAT:  Hi, Robert Rosenblat.  I live
12 on 805 Rollin Street, South Pasadena.
13          I am also against the tunnel for many reasons.
14 It is the -- environmental is the biggest one.  I wanted
15 -- my question here is I wanted to stay away from the
16 corridors of South Pasadena.  It's surrounded by L.A.
17 public park and Caltrans empty lot.
18          I have a hypothetical question:  If a tunnel is
19 built and I can't live there because there is either
20 intermittent vibrations of this hundred foot under
21 tunnel or increased background noise or there is a clean
22 air vent next to my house, will the City of L.A. buy my
23 estate's real value?  I talked to a land attorney, and
24 he let me know that the City of L.A. is currently broke
25 and there's no chance that it will ever pay for your
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1 appraised estate's value if there is a disagreement on
2 the validity of any of the owners' claims.  I want to
3 know what the Caltrans position on this is.  That's it.
4          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
5          Sherry Stubbs, and then after Sherry is
6 Susan Bolan.
7          MS. STUBBS:  Sherry Stubbs, 3200 Fairesta
8 Street, Unit 11, La Crescenta, 91214.
9          At the March 22nd meeting at Glendale College,
10 I relayed my views on the invalidity of the process for
11 closing the 710 gap.  Rather than restating those views
12 again tonight, I incorporate them in this statement by
13 reference.
14          I believe proceeding with the environmental
15 process is invalid.  Metro and Caltrans, however, have
16 allocated $60 million for this purpose.  We have
17 repeatedly been told by Doug Failing, executive officer,
18 highways and Metro, that to determine a final cost,
19 various studies and their associated costs need to be
20 done which will all come together at the end.  Studies,
21 cost, and $60 million.  Therefore, the cost of this
22 series of 20 meetings should be included, and on the
23 record I am requesting that cost including, but not
24 limited to, consultants and public relation contracts
25 and all other contracts, meeting room rent, staff time
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1 and overtime, printing, and supplies.
2          Also to my knowledge there has been no media or
3 printed news announcements of any of these meetings to
4 the general public.  We all got the nightly mails for
5 those that were registered to get them, but nothing that
6 I saw in the paper to the general public, which has not
7 allowed for sufficient participation at many of them
8 where the staff has outnumbered the attendees.  That and
9 the fact that I do not believe jamming 20 meetings into
10 two months and one week, with the meetings timed for the
11 dinner hour, satisfies any public outreach requirement
12 and further belies the validity of the process.  Thank
13 you.
14          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
15          Susan Bolan, and then Sharon Raghavachary.
16          MS. BOLAN:  Susan Bolan, 3528 Prospect Avenue,
17 La Crescenta, also known as North Glendale.
18          Why should we here in the Foothills care about
19 a tunnel that's going to be over in El Sereno, South
20 Pasadena, Pasadena?  Why should we care about that?
21 Well, probably the same reason we should care about
22 widening the expansion of the lower 710.  Probably the
23 same reason we should worry about the fact that Wilming
24 -- Wilmington Schools are installing air filters on
25 their classrooms, and the same reason that we should
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1 really be is the expected port growth is going to triple
2 by 2030.  It's a regional thing.  We must look at
3 regional solutions for our regional problems.  Right?
4          The study area -- we haven't been in the study
5 area, but we are totally going to feel the effects of
6 this project.  What's going to happen is as things are
7 going to be expanded and extended and the ports are
8 going to continue to take their container traffic and
9 bring it by truck into our neighborhoods, we're going to

10 see increases in pollution and truck traffic of 850
11 trucks additionally per hour on the 210, and that's
12 definitely going to change the quality of our life and
13 the school children who live and play nearby.
14          So I tell Metro, please find an alternate
15 solution instead of building this humongous tunnel,
16 four miles, the longest one ever built in the U.S. road
17 tunnel.  Thank you.
18          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
19          Sharon, and then Kurt Friedmann.
20          MS. RAGHAVACHARY:  Hi, my name is Sharon
21 Raghavachary.  Tonight I am speaking as a citizen of La
22 Crescenta -- my address is 2209 Maurice Avenue in La
23 Crescenta -- and as a steering committee member for the
24 La Crescenta Community Valley Association.
25          As the board member for the La Canada School
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1 District stated, they have elementary and high schools
2 that are right on the freeway.  We in La Crescenta have
3 two.  We have La Crescenta Elementary and Lincoln
4 Elementary right at the 210, and we have La Crescenta
5 High School.  My son has asthma as I do, and I'm sure
6 there are many, many other children who go to those
7 schools, and we are also going to see that they also
8 have asthma.
9          If anyone who's lived in this area since the

10 210 extension went through, they have noted that we have
11 extremely high increases of truck traffic after this.
12 This is not going to help that situation, and we need to
13 really look at the health detriment to our kids.  If you
14 take and move the pollution from one area to another,
15 are you really solving the problem?  Thank you.
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
17          Kurt Friedmann, and then Clarice Knapp.
18          MR. FRIEDMANN:  Hello, everybody.
19 Kurt Friedmann.  I live at 5130 Hayman Avenue in
20 La Canada.
21          And my concern is mostly for my three daughters
22 who travel to Pasadena quite often and would be affected
23 by this and other traffic.  One of the main things that
24 scared me about the tunnel idea was only a few years ago
25 we had a huge fire on the I-5 in a very short tunnel,
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1 550 feet.  This tunnel as proposed would be 29,000 feet.
2 The firefighters complained that when they got there
3 within minutes, the inferno was so intense that they
4 couldn't go in.  They couldn't help anybody.  The only
5 people who helped people get out of that tunnel were
6 people who were in there.  Ones that were injured were
7 carried out by other people that weren't injured.
8 That's 550 foot, two football lengths, tunnel.  This is
9 a 29,000-foot tunnel.  I don't think anybody gets out.
10          Obviously, there's a concern with what kind of
11 inferno would happen if there was an accident in this
12 tunnel, and of course, there's going to be an accident
13 in this tunnel.  That was a two-lane tunnel.  This is a
14 four-lane tunnel both ways based on the proposal.  I
15 would suggest that in the environmental impact report we
16 talk about what kind of elements come out of both ends
17 of that tunnel if there's a huge fire, and what kind of
18 exhaust goes over the neighborhoods on both ends of the
19 tunnel because it's going to happen.
20          My alternative idea that I'd like them to think
21 about is the Port of Los Angeles and the Port of Long
22 Beach are currently taking in 40 percent of everything
23 that comes from the Eastern Rim, Pacific nations.
24 That's 40 percent of all the stuff that we get for this
25 country from that area.  I think we should have the Port
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1 of Los Angeles and those countries put together a few
2 billion dollars and dig all the way up to Palmdale where
3 we can have a beautiful truck facility that could take
4 just freight off of the conveyor belt basically -- no
5 exhaust, take all the trucks off of Los Angeles
6 highways -- and take them off into the rest of the
7 country.  And I think you could get people in
8 Los Angeles to go for that.  Thank you.
9          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
10          Clarice, and then Sally Balonick next.
11          MS. BALONICK:  Hi.  My name is Sally Balonick,
12 10203 Mt. Gleason Avenue, Sunland, 91040.
13          I was at your March 22nd meeting.  When I went
14 home, I Googled the super fund site between Alhambra and
15 South Pasadena.  There are six super fund sites.  In one
16 of the super fund sites the list of chemicals was just
17 unbelievable.  The one I definitely remember was the
18 DDT, which I do believe was outlawed in the early '80s.
19 DDT is directly linked to brain tumors and cancer.  It
20 is also an airborne-type chemical.  When you inhale it,
21 it absorbs through your body.  In San Gabriel there is
22 parts of San Gabriel right now where they cannot use the
23 water to water the plants.  They are so contaminated
24 from DDT.
25          My concern if you build this tunnel -- oh, by
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1 the way, there is also two landfills that I found
2 between Alhambra and South Pasadena.  If you build this
3 tunnel and you disrupt all of the super fund and these
4 landfills and it's out in the air, what is that going to
5 do to us when it is already a known causer --
6 cancer-causing chemical?
7          I don't know if anybody has ever gone out to
8 the City of Hope and donated their time and seen all of
9 the little people out there that have cancer.  My

10 daughter has for many, many years, and there's nothing
11 more heart-wrenching that when you go out there one year
12 to donate your time and they throw a huge Christmas
13 party for all these beautiful little people, and then
14 you go out the next year expecting to see these
15 children, and they're not there, and they didn't go
16 home, not to their houses.
17          My daughter is a soccer player.  She's played
18 on this field many times.  When my daughter plays soccer
19 on this field, I have to hold a handkerchief to my face
20 because of the pollution coming off of the 210 freeway.
21 Thank you.
22          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
23          Mr. Bill Weisman, and then Jerome Berkman.
24          MR. BERKMAN:  Jerome Berkman, 2003 Manistee
25 Drive, La Canada.
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1          My concern is that they are going to build a
2 three- to seven-mile tunnel which would be a possible
3 terrorist dream come true.  It would require truck
4 inspections the same as the Holland Tunnel in New York
5 and New Jersey and the Lincoln tunnel and all those
6 tunnels like that.  There would be significant
7 congestion in order to pull off these inspections.  You
8 would have to restrict cell phones.  You would have to
9 restrict trucks that carry flammable materials or

10 chemicals.
11          Additionally, I'd like to bring your attention
12 to the Mont Blanc Tunnel fire where 39 people lost their
13 lives when the truck carrying flour and margarine caught
14 fire in the tunnel.  These tunnels are nowhere near as
15 long as what is planned here.  I think that with the
16 geniuses we have involved in this process, they can
17 figure out a better way, such as was mentioned here,
18 carrying freight on a rail line and one-way streets that
19 can be done in other cities to supplement the problem.
20 Thank you.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
22          Mr. Bill Weisman, and then Clarice Knapp,
23 please.
24          MR. WEISMAN:  Thanks.  Good evening.  My name
25 is Bill Weisman.  My address is 5001 Carolyn Way,
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1 Glendale, California.
2          I'm here tonight representing the City of
3 Glendale.  I'm chair of the City of Glendale
4 Transportation and Parking Commission.  And I'm here
5 tonight to provide the following input which is, we no
6 longer can afford as a society to be looking at
7 transportation solutions that are automobile-centric.
8 That day has passed.
9          I grew up in Southern California.  I'm familiar
10 with the car culture here and the freedom that that
11 gives to people, and I understand the resistance to
12 giving that up.  But back when I first started driving,
13 you could still get gasoline at 19 cents a gallon.  And
14 these days we may not see gas come back to town under $4
15 a gallon.
16          And so it behooves us as a society to be able
17 to institute a transportation infrastructure that is
18 less dependent on the inefficient automobile and truck
19 and more efficient methods, especially of goods movement
20 which is a big concern with the 710 corridor because
21 it's much more efficient to move the freight on the
22 rail, whether it be fixed rail as we currently have in
23 the Alameda Corridor, or an above-grade elevated system
24 such as the megarail system.  It is much, much more
25 efficient to have steel on steel than rubber on asphalt.
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1 It works out better for everyone in terms of the impact
2 of pollution on the communities that live next to this
3 corridor, and it works out better in terms of the
4 traffic that clogs the existing infrastructure.
5          I want to mention one thing briefly in terms of
6 the EIR and the scoping process.  One of the things that
7 rarely gets mentioned is that any proposed tunnel will
8 be a toll tunnel.  Any traffic study has to take that
9 into account.  $5 toll -- you get one traffic figure.
10 $10 toll -- you get another one.  If the EIR does not
11 address the entire possible range of tolls and give
12 traffic figures for each one, it will not be useful
13 information that will help decision makers to decide
14 properly on this.  Thank you.
15          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
16          Clarice, and then Dr. Clyde Williams.
17          MS. KNAPP:  My name is Clarice Knapp.  I live
18 at 417 El Centro Street, South Pasadena.
19          First of all, I believe the City of La Canada
20 needs to demand to include La Canada and Glendale as
21 extensions of this study area.  Basically Caltrans and
22 Metro are dividing the project into the lower 710, this
23 gap closure -- they call it gap; we call it home -- and
24 the 210 cities which are not even within the area.
25 There are 33 sensitive receptors in La Canada alone.
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1 And then you also have an open freeway, and the impacts
2 of that pollution on the open freeway are devastating.
3 Check the Coalition for Clean Air fact sheet.
4          The city and school districts as alone in this
5 fight, and they need to demand a health risk assessment
6 and a health impact assessment, both of those studies,
7 for all the interested receptors.  That would include
8 parks, hospitals, athletic fields, convalescent
9 hospitals, senior centers, schools -- public and

10 private -- and day-care centers.
11          The motor vehicles of other air pollution
12 sources that move account for 90 percent of the cancer
13 residents in the Greater L.A. area.  And if you ever
14 were to go to those schools, the schools near freeways,
15 the risk is greater -- the risk of cancer and decreased
16 lung function, your kids are particularly susceptible to
17 childhood air pollution because kids breathe much more
18 quickly than adults.  And asthma is the leading cause of
19 school absenteeism, and air pollution has an impact on
20 cardiovascular disease.  So aging populations, which we
21 all are, represent a series of public health issues --
22 the health impacts from diesel pollution that are
23 premature deaths, heart disease, asthma, and bronchitis.
24 They cost $22 billion -- they did -- statewide in 2004,
25 but there is a cost for these breaches of not complying
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1 with the Clean Air Act.  Thank you.
2          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
3          Dr. Clyde Williams, and then Ann Tryba.
4          DR. WILLIAMS:  Dr. Clyde Williams, 4117 Barrett
5 Road, El Sereno, Northeast L.A.
6          A lot of things.  The EIR must include a
7 thorough assessment of all growth-induced effects for
8 the origin and destination areas.  That is Port of Long
9 Beach, the Port of Los Angeles, the High Desert

10 corridor, the 210 corridor because if you look at the
11 SCAGS, it includes growth in your area here.
12          Now, once you have that study -- and that goes
13 out to at least 2035 or beyond -- the EIR must decide
14 the cost of all contract facilities to those who benefit
15 by the origin and the destination areas, that is you
16 become a beneficiary area up here.  Your property tax
17 goes up.  Welcome to the real world.  Around every L.A.,
18 Metro, rail, Red Line station, there is a beneficiary
19 assessment district, so beware.
20          But that's just the beginning.  It all treats
21 one common concern and considerations to the official
22 scoping record.  Oh, secondary impacts, indirect
23 impacts, growth inducement.  What will be the growth
24 inducement in this area -- Altadena, La Crescenta, La
25 Canada?  Because with that tunnel for those roads, there
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1 will be growth inducement.
2          Oh, by the way, $5 a gallon.  Hey, take
3 European that is $8 a gallon.  The European union right
4 now has forecasted that by the year 2035, they will have
5 all electric vehicles in the cities.  By the year 2050
6 there will be no individual passenger cars.  We all have
7 to get together and write the same possibilities.  Thank
8 you.
9          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
10          Anne, and then Sharon Weisman, please.
11          MS. TRYBA:  Hi, Anne Tryba, T-r-y-b-a.  I live
12 at 348 Santa Inez Way, La Canada.  Excuse me.
13          I have a very simple request that the scoping
14 document includes a detailed explanation of how the
15 public/private partnership is supposed to function, and
16 I feel that it is a very mentalist and hazy suggestion
17 that has been put out there, and I would like to know
18 what the details, how it could possibly work.  Are there
19 any models that are currently in place in California
20 that would explain how this public/private partnership
21 would benefit the taxpayers and not just the private
22 party?  I'd also like to know the incoming money from
23 tolls -- how that would offset the taxes that are being
24 used to pay for the tunnel.  So that's my comment.
25 Thank you.
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Anne.
2          Sharon, and then Randy Strapazon.
3          MS. WEISMAN:  Hello.  My name is
4 Sharon Weisman.
5          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.
6          MS. WEISMAN:  Okay.  I live at 5001 Carolyn
7 Way, 91214.  That's Glendale.
8          I want to thank Caltrans first for modifying
9 the style of these meetings.  At least we get a chance
10 to give our input instead of just listening to what you
11 want us to hear.
12          And I concur with the previous speakers about
13 all the issues they're concerned with.  I also wanted to
14 add that the environmental document should consider all
15 of the possible Native American burial sites.  And due
16 diligence should be taken to locate any sites and make a
17 good-faith effort to find any descendants to determine
18 how they would wish to proceed with the digging or
19 whatever occurs in this.
20          And I just -- I want to add that our far north
21 Glendale homeowners group that is the position above
22 Honolulu Avenue in our little eight-block-wide piece of
23 Glendale that's up there in this valley are against the
24 210 -- the 710 extension in any form -- tunnel or
25 surface.  Thank you so much for your time.
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
2          Randy, and then Nat Read.
3          MS. STRAPAZON:  Randy Strapazon, 444 Georgian
4 Road, La Canada.
5          Taxpayers become frustrated when government
6 agencies don't communicate or cooperate.  For example,
7 in the April 3rd article in the L.A. Times discussing
8 the opening of the new Metro link expo line, Rick
9 Thorpe, head of the Authority and in charge of building

10 the expo line, states, and I quote, "Freeways can't take
11 any more.  You can't add any more freeways.  Freeways
12 have become cost-prohibitive.  Rail is the only
13 alternative that we have left," end of quote.  And he
14 wrote this for Metro.
15          Rail is an alternative.  We're not alone in
16 saying that.  We have a lot of people with a lot of
17 authority, and we have Rick Thorpe who agree that people
18 can't be moved by rail; freight can be moved by rail.
19 We already have the Alameda Corridor, so we're asking
20 you to please cooperate with other government agencies,
21 be creative, and find a solution that fits the 21st
22 Century, not the 19th Century.
23          And on a personal note, I was in Switzerland
24 when the Mont Blanc fire occurred, and we don't want
25 that to happen in the San Gabriel Valley.  It was
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1 horrible.  One of the safety features that -- well, in
2 previous meetings they have pointed to that tunnel as a
3 possible viable tunnel.  So one of the safety features
4 in that tunnel is a series of blue lights along on the
5 wall.  You have to stay a full car length away from the
6 car in front of you, and you use the blue lights as a
7 guideline.  Whenever the traffic slows down, you still
8 have to be a car length away from it.  That's a safety
9 feature.  I can't think of one driver in La Canada, in

10 Southern California, in the United States that would
11 drive home -- or a truck driver that would go to work
12 one car length away.  Every single person has to be one
13 car length away.  And as a safety feature,
14 unfortunately, it didn't work very well.
15          But I think what we need to do is work with
16 other entities and realize that building a tunnel which
17 I will never ride in -- I can tell you that, or put my
18 children in -- it's not believable. Thank you.
19          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
20          Nat Read.  Harvey Zirler, next after Nat.
21 Thank you.
22          MR. READ:  My name is Nat Read, 100 East Corson
23 Street in Pasadena.  I'm chair of the 710 Freeway
24 Coalition, which is a paid position.
25          And I'm here to urge a very thorough study on
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1 trucks.  Trucks is the major concern in this area.
2 We've heard that again and again.  And this study needs
3 to take the trucks from the port and engage and record
4 how many of those -- what percentage of those are going
5 to the freight yard in Commerce?  Of those that remain,
6 what percentage are going east along the 60 and the 10?
7 Of those that remain, how many are going to out of the
8 area?  And how many are coming to Foothill Boulevard to
9 Vons and Ralphs?
10          When this project was a surface freeway, that
11 environmental study was done after mass meetings.
12 Trucks were banned when it was a -- when it was a
13 surface freeway, and the trucking industry did not
14 seriously object to that because they said it's a lousy
15 truck route to go up the sides of a triangle rather than
16 take the hypotenuse of the 5.  It's six miles farther,
17 and it's a 6 and a half percent grade, the same grade as
18 the Gravevine, but longer.
19          Is the tunnel different?  I would suggest
20 talking to trucking companies so that we're not
21 speculating about what trucks would be here, what we
22 know with the data and with input and also that the
23 impact of those.  The pollution should be measured here
24 along -- it should be pollutant type by pollutant type,
25 and it should be based on the technology that is
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1 mandated for the time that the tunnel will be finished.
2 Thank you.
3          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
4          Harvey, and then Pat Anderson, please.
5          MR. ZIRLER:  My name is Harvey Zirler.  I am a
6 resident of La Canada, 4832 Grand Avenue.
7          I'm going to speak with the eloquence of the
8 people who are participating but are not part of the
9 administration.  I thought this was supposed to be a
10 government run for the people, by the people, but I see
11 here Caltrans has already decided what they want to do.
12 They just want to get us as a rubber stamp.
13          You claim here that you are looking for
14 alternatives which you call this already the SR-710,
15 which means that you already know that what you're going
16 to go do, and you're already going to do it anyway.
17 Because instead of looking for solutions, you're really
18 going to -- looking only -- you're looking for solutions
19 about how to go ahead and doing this project.  That's
20 what you're looking for.  And you're not looking for
21 solutions to our cause, and I have yet to see one person
22 here -- one person here that stands up for, that
23 advocates, that really wants to see this project going.
24          And also one more thing, I would like full
25 disclosure of who is that invisible hand that's pushing
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1 this project because we don't understand it.  We don't
2 want it.  And yet you're going ahead with it and
3 starting already on it.  Thank you very much.
4          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Thank you.
5          Pat.  After Pat Anderson is Laura Olhasso.
6          MS. ANDERSON:  Pat Anderson, 2008 Manistee
7 Drive, La Canada Flintridge.
8          Couple of things I would like to add for the
9 record, and that is in the city of La Canada Flintridge,

10 we have over ten schools that are within 500 feet of the
11 210 freeway.  This is a very dangerous zone for the
12 breathing capacity of our children as well as the
13 adults.
14          And in addition to that, if you look at the
15 standards today by which a freeway can be built, the 210
16 freeway would not be allowed to be built because it's
17 traversing through too many schools, and so it's not
18 allowed to be built.  Then why would it be okay to put
19 additional traffic on the freeway that couldn't be built
20 today?  That's one point.
21          The other thing is that whatever design you
22 come up with, I would like to see a line item on the
23 budget to include sound walls.  Thank you.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
25          Laura, and then after Laura is Donald Voss.
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1          MS. OLHASSO:  I'm Laura Olhasso.  I'm the city
2 council member of La Canada Flintridge.  You can find me
3 at city hall at 1327 Foothill Boulevard.
4          I was trained to be Apollo -- Apollo that the
5 city of La Canada Flintridge, the city of Glendale,
6 northern area of La Crescenta, Sunland -- all of those
7 cities that are along the 210 corridor are not included
8 in your study area.  And on behalf of our city and all
9 of the cities that are along that corridor, we urge that

10 -- no, we don't urge -- we demand that that study area
11 be expanded to include our communities.  It is very
12 emotional.
13          The traffic study that it appears --
14 disappeared was done by SCAG, a reputable association,
15 shows that we would have an increase -- an increase of
16 an additional 30,000 vehicles per day on the 210.  We
17 would have during peak hours an increase of 850 trucks
18 per hour coming through here.  If there is not an
19 environmental impact of that traffic on our cities, I
20 don't know what it is.
21          And so take it back; take it back to Caltrans;
22 take it back to Metro until they do expand that study
23 area to include those communities as well.  Thank you.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
25          Don, and after Don, Sab Kim.  And we have two
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1 more speakers, and then if there's anyone actually that
2 needs a speaker card, let us know.
3          Begin.
4          MR. VOSS:  Thank you.  Donald Voss, also a city
5 council member of La Canada Flintridge, 1327 Foothill
6 Boulevard.  Thanks again, Metro, for coming to La Canada
7 Flintridge for this.  We appreciate it very much.
8          In May of last year the Metro Board approved a
9 robust new round of scoping and investigations into, as
10 Metro put it, closing the 710 gap.  That's not how we
11 term it in La Canada Flintridge, as you have heard.  The
12 key word that was used over and over again was "robust,"
13 and that's the word I want to use today as well.  Robust
14 in the sense of, number one, how much is the darn thing
15 supposed to cost?  What is the cost benefit analysis?
16 There is no identified cost benefit analysis.  I know of
17 no industry in the world that would pursue a project of
18 this nature without a cost benefit analysis having been
19 done first.
20          Robust scoping -- we have a pretty good outline
21 of the alternatives, but I would expect the same
22 intensity on each of those alternatives as will be spent
23 on examining the possibility of a tunnel.
24          My colleague, Miss Olhasso, has already talked
25 about the study area, but without including La Canada
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1 Flintridge, La Crescenta, up the 210 freeway north of
2 Glendale into the study, this scoping project is dead on
3 arrival.
4          Gases -- greenhouse gases being reduced is part
5 of the project or one of the goals of the project, and
6 we certainly support that.  But this tunnel idea will
7 not reduce diesel particulates, the most lethal
8 component of traffic pollution today.  Bringing diesel
9 particulates to La Canada Flintridge to pollute the
10 lungs of children, who are our children who attend
11 schools within 500 feet of the freeway -- that's not a
12 trade-off in any way, shape, or form.
13          We have to question this process without a
14 reliable cost, and we have to question this process
15 without a reliable cost benefit analysis.  Thank you.
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
17          Our next speaker is Sab Kim, and then
18 Gale Caswell.
19          MR. KIM:  My name is Sab Kim.  I'm at 4518 El
20 Camino Corto Street, La Canada.
21          So my speech is about Metro's environmental
22 study, especially on the noise levels by trucks.  So I
23 live about a third of a mile from the freeway to the
24 north on the hillside, and it's -- the noise is loud, at
25 times very loud.  The concern of mine is a good distance
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1 from the freeway, but just because I'm on a hillside, I
2 receive a lot of noise.  And sometimes I can count
3 individual trucks.  But our Councilwoman told us that
4 after the completion of this tunnel, there will be
5 850 trucks per minute -- per hour.  I'm not sure whether
6 I can count 850.
7          I tried to emphasize that this is not only my
8 problem.  Even if I go a half a mile from the freeway, I
9 still hear the same level of noise just because it's on

10 the hillside.  So from my subjective counting, more than
11 500 houses -- homes will be affected by the noise.
12          And let me -- I do not want my small kids
13 playing in the backyard full of noise, so my demand is
14 that comprehensive study of the noise level.  I
15 emphasize comprehensive.  For example, take the noise
16 measurements every three hours throughout the year --
17 throughout the year because I experience that the noise
18 level changes depending on the thickness of the air and
19 the stability of the air.  And if you would like good
20 locations, I can even offer my roof.  Thank you.
21          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
22          Gale, and then (unintelligible).
23          MS. CASWELL:  My name is Gale Caswell, at 4604
24 El Camino Corto, La Canada, 91011.
25          First I want to object to the use of the term

Page 40
1 "gap."  I don't know when that was inserted into this
2 process.  It's been a while since I came to a meeting,
3 but that's semantically weighted in a way that, I think,
4 is unfortunate.  The gap needs to be filled, and I
5 personally don't think that this is a gap at all.
6          Second, I wanted to say that we've experienced,
7 because we live near Foothill, the aftermath of any
8 accident that occurs on the 210.  I have had people try
9 to get to my house, which is just above Foothill, and be

10 delayed a half hour coming from Angelus Crest to El
11 Camino Corto because everyone is pouring off the 210
12 onto our one conduit which is Foothill, and it becomes
13 hideously impassive.
14          My final point is building a freeway is not the
15 answer.  People have talked about greener ways of
16 living, and we only look at that; we only get serious
17 about it.  But in my opinion we could crisscross every
18 inch of Southern California with freeways, leaving no
19 room for homes, and we have gridlock on those freeways
20 eventually.  Because if you build freeways, people will
21 want to drive cars on them.  We have to find new
22 solutions, and we have to stop this project where it is.
23 I am so sorry that $60 million has to be spent just to
24 make this decision.  Thank you.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
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1          And Mr. Mayer is our last speaker.  If anyone
2 else would like to fill out a card, please do so.  Let
3 me know if you need one.
4          MR. MAYER:  Thank you.  My name is Leon Mayer.
5 I'm from Glendale.
6          I was at the city council meeting tonight at
7 Glendale.  I go there every Tuesday because I have a
8 friends of the library project that I have done for ten
9 years.  But that's not why I'm here.  We've heard that
10 airing the chariot from the beginning has been against
11 this project, and I'm curious as to how many people here
12 are in favor of the project?
13          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Nat Read.
14          MR. MAYER:  Nat -- I know Nat.  Everybody is
15 entitled to their opinion and their feeling and their
16 convictions, but is their any representative of
17 Mr. Kosinski's office here tonight to listen to us?
18          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes.
19          MR. MAYER:  Are you?
20          MS. McCORMICK:  No.  Mr. Garrett Damrath who
21 made the remarks is over here at the table.
22          MR. MAYER:  Well, the question I have is the
23 comment made by Miss Raghavachary about the fact that
24 the legislative analysts of the State of California, the
25 Assembly or the Congress -- not the Congress, the
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1 Senate -- the legislative assent -- the analyst has
2 raised a serious question about the legality and the
3 viability of the funding for this project.  Has anybody
4 heard about that yet?  Somebody did.
5          Well, I suggest that somebody on behalf of
6 Kosinski's office should address that question -- ready
7 to address that because that's very important.
8          And I'm against this project for a lot of
9 reasons that I'm not -- but they've all been spoken
10 about already tonight.  But I think it's important that
11 the PPP legislative analyst who has made a serious claim
12 as to the legality and feasibility of this program, that
13 that should be discussed, not just by us but by those
14 who are proposing to have this project go through.
15 Thank you.
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
17          Thank you.  Your name.
18          MR. ANDREWS:  Hi, I'm Todd Andrews, and I am a
19 resident here in La Canada at 1939 Tulip Tree Lane.
20          I really hadn't planned on speaking on tonight,
21 so I apologize.  I haven't prepared my comments, but
22 some of my fellow citizens here have triggered a few
23 thoughts.  One of which I really find this hard to
24 believe that Caltrans and the other agencies would be
25 able to conduct a full study without really
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1 understanding how the infrastructure would be used once
2 it's constructed.
3          I'm a fairly informed guy.  But sitting here
4 tonight I was surprised exactly how long that tunnel is
5 going to be.  I think if people sat down in focus groups
6 and fully understood what a five-mile tunnel would do
7 and then they study what would the actual usage of the
8 tunnel be, I think you'd find out that there would be
9 very few people that would actually use their own

10 personal automobile on that conduit.  I personally would
11 not drive five miles in a tunnel.  I hate the Holland
12 Tunnel.  I hate every tunnel in New York.  I wouldn't
13 drive in one here.
14          So if the cars aren't going to use it to really
15 make it really a vehicle for trucks which is largely the
16 impact we talked about tonight.  So if it's for the
17 trucks, why aren't we building something for the trucks
18 instead of wasting money on something that will not get
19 used?
20          I'd also like to pick up on a -- there's a lot
21 of comments on the corridor through the Crescenta Valley
22 not being included in the impact study.  I think that --
23 I'm usually not a conspiracy theorist, but I think it's
24 been excluded for two reasons.  One is because the
25 actual environmental impacts would be greater through
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1 this corridor because we are in a very concentrated
2 valley.  And by the way, every environmental impact also
3 has an economic impact.  And by the way, this is a
4 pretty huge economic community as we go through this
5 beautiful valley.
6          I see my time is up.  Thank you.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Thank you.
8          We want to make sure everyone has an
9 opportunity to speak this evening.  So we've gone

10 through several speaker cards.  Is there anyone else
11 that would like to speak tonight?  If you do, so please
12 fill out a speaker card, and we'll be happy to -- okay.
13          Finally, have the staff bring up speaker cards,
14 please.  Okay.  So we have one more lady who would like
15 to join us.  Anyone else?  Oh, this gentleman right
16 here, yes.  So there are two more.
17          MS. KERTES:  Trish Kertes, hello.  I live at
18 1101 Uintah Street, U-i-n-t-a-h Street, La Canada.
19          I'm looking at the people who are here.  And
20 this is a very, very small percentage of people who live
21 here in La Canada and the La Crescenta Valley in
22 general.  I think we need to organize.  We are up
23 against a very large organization with a lot of money
24 behind them, and we have resources.
25          I've been on a few committees throughout the
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1 years where we stopped a big-box kind of development,
2 Angelus Crest, and we won.  So I'm not sure we got
3 exactly what we wanted, but I think we can organize, and
4 I think we need to each talk to people, talk to our
5 neighbors, have petitions.  We have to get out there and
6 let people know what's going on here.  Otherwise we're
7 going to be thrown through the tunnel.  And I think that
8 would really be unfortunate.
9          We have so much at stake here.  So talk to your
10 neighbors.  Maybe we can form committees, and get this
11 thing going.  Thank you.
12          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
13          And Carlos -- Carlos Cordon.
14          MR. CORDON:  Thanks.  I'm really looking
15 forward to speaking here tonight, and I think I attended
16 the last meeting which took place in Pasadena.  I think
17 I got there just a bit late, and I really didn't get a
18 chance to speak on one of the things that's been
19 concerning me with regards to the possibility of the
20 tunnel being constructed.  I think that one of the
21 things that needs to be taken into account are where are
22 the ventilation shafts going to be put if, in fact, the
23 tunnel is built?
24          I think it's very fitting that we're in a high
25 school tonight.  I think that -- I live in the city of
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1 South Pasadena.  I live directly across the street from
2 a high school there.  And my family -- everyone in my
3 community uses that high school for a number of
4 purposes.  We all come together.  It's a community
5 center; it's a park.  It's a wonderful place.  I think
6 we can all agree to that.  Anytime we want to come
7 together as a community, we usually seek out places like
8 this high school tonight.
9          I'm concerned that according to these studies,
10 as I understand it, ventilation shafts have to be put at
11 the entrance and at the exit and somewhere in the
12 middle.  In looking to minimize the environmental
13 impacts and something like that to ask or looking to
14 mitigate the environmental impacts like something like
15 that would have, I would hope that, you know, the study
16 takes into account eliminating the environmental impacts
17 that smokestack -- or as the studies refer to them,
18 ventilation shafts -- would have.  It would be a
19 disastrous thing for them to be constructed next to a
20 high school, next to a junior high school, next to a
21 park, and I would hope that there is some consideration
22 and some thought put into where, if anywhere,
23 smokestacks in our community would be put.  I would hate
24 to think that unproven technology, such as the
25 technology that is referred to in the study, EPS
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1 electrostatic technology -- that's in the air -- would
2 do anything to mitigate the impact.  It's almost like
3 putting a -- well, it's just not going to happen.  It's
4 like putting lipstick on a pig, little pig.  Excuse me.
5 Thank you.
6          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.  Thank you.  Did we get
7 your address?
8          MR. CORDON:  I will provide that in the sign-in
9 sheet.

10          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.  Thank you.
11          And our next speaker, give us your name and
12 address, please.  Thank you.
13          MS. SUAREZ:  Good evening.  My name is Odalis
14 Suarez, and I don't know how to work the mic.  I am at
15 5120 La Crescenta Avenue.
16          I just wanted to add to the environmental
17 impact study.  I'd also like the study reflecting what
18 the impacts will be during the construction period
19 because no one has addressed that.  And it seems to be a
20 very, very lengthy project, and as far as traffic,
21 pollution, inconvenience, that should be added to the
22 environmental impacts, and I agree with all the other
23 comments.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
25          Okay.  I have Leslie and Harry.  And next?
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1          MR. LEON:  Harry Leon.
2          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Harry.
3          MR. LEON:  Good evening.  My name is Harry
4 Leon, and I'm a council member of CV Town Council and
5 also my colleagues, also, the president is over here.
6 My president Cheryl Davis and Odalis.
7          You guys already start -- already made your
8 decision.  I think you guys are making fun of us by
9 coming, telling us about the scope, that this is full of

10 baloney.  If you guys explain -- you guys already made
11 your decision; you already have the funds; you already
12 advocated all the money that is coming from overseas or
13 from China or from Dubai or whatever.
14          For the last two years you guys installed a
15 traffic light on the transition from two freeways to the
16 210 freeway.  You guys need to decide about the tunnel.
17 Oh, so you said, you're thinking about it and all that.
18 Why did you just spend our tax dollars installing those
19 traffic lights, all right, for not use?  You guys,
20 again, making fun of us, stating that we're still
21 thinking about making the tunnel.
22          Be honest to us, guys.  We're not fools.  I am
23 an immigrant -- came to this country for one reason, to
24 follow my dream.  And you guys are stepping over us.
25 Come on.  Who you guys fooling?
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1          Environmental impact reports -- where is the
2 towers going to be?  What kind of gases we got?  You
3 guys don't even say anything about percent of value to
4 home value of all that.  The guy who was ahead of us,
5 he's right.  All he's asked is where they're going to
6 go.
7          Who are you all fooling, guys?  Come on.  Thank
8 you.
9          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
10          Nora Oliver.  And Nora . . .
11          MS. OLIVER:  I wasn't going to speak here.  I
12 came on a whim.
13          THE REPORTER:  Name and address, please.
14          MS. OLIVER:  Nora Oliver, 2258 Daisy Lane,
15 La Canada.
16          I have lived in this valley since 1952.  I
17 lived here in the '50s when there was no air quality.
18 There were times when you could not see the mountains,
19 either side of them.  And then you took care, and you
20 cleaned up our air somewhat.  But I can remember
21 breathing, and it hurt.  It hurt so bad.  And if this
22 tunnel and if this project is going to do that to my
23 children and grandchildren, it's got to stop.  Thank
24 you.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
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1          Okay.  Thank you.  That's all the speaker cards
2 that I have right now.  You have one more?
3          Kathleen Kulper.
4          MS. KULPER:  I feel like I'm at a little bit of
5 a loss here, because --
6          THE REPORTER:  Excuse me.  Name and address,
7 please.
8          MS. KULPER:  Kathleen Kulper, 320 Georgian
9 Road, La Canada Flintridge.
10          I feel like I'm at a little bit of a loss here
11 because I had to come in late.  I didn't get here until
12 about 10 or 15 minutes ago.  And I want to say that I've
13 been following this freeway project for 30 years.  I
14 have lived on Baptiste Way, and we moved down to
15 Georgian Road.  And I would like to see the hands of all
16 the Caltrans people that are here.
17          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  And consultants.
18          MS. KULPER:  And consultants.
19          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I retired.
20          MS. KULPER:  I want to tell you, I got up and
21 spoke at South Pasadena at one of your major meetings
22 with Mr. Alatori (phonetic) that was there, and I made a
23 reference to the fact that what you see with Caltrans is
24 not what you get.  And I truly believe that.
25          We have been on the waiting list in La Canada
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1 Flintridge since over 1990 to get freeway walls here.
2 It was promised to us.  I live down on Georgian just
3 below the fire station.  The freeway is above us.  They
4 have monitored the noise in my backyard for 15 or 20
5 years.  It is disgusting to me that they can come to
6 these meetings and say they are going to do certain
7 things for the communities, and they never, never do.
8          And I want to say that I think that they need
9 to look at alternative routes before they ever consider

10 coming through La Canada or South Pass.  Our area here
11 between these two valleys traps pollution.  We have --
12 like the lady ahead of me said that we have cleaned up
13 our air to a certain point -- this is not going to help
14 us.
15          I would like to see where they're going to get
16 their money.  Why don't they plan on getting the state
17 out of debt before they start a project like this?
18          And I think that everybody at Caltrans needs to
19 refocus on what is best for the community, not what is
20 just best for the automobile.  We have a lifestyle up
21 here that is unique to California.  We don't need to
22 lose it.  And I feel that if all of us get behind what
23 we stand for, that is a small community -- you know,
24 when the freeway went through, they told us we were
25 going to have no more traffic on Foothill.  It's going
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1 to take care of all the congestion on Foothill.  Does
2 anybody believe that happened?  No, they didn't.  And
3 all it did was bring more traffic into our area.
4          When they opened the 210 east, what did they
5 say?  It wasn't going to bring more truck traffic.  What
6 has it brought us?  More truck traffic.  It's going to
7 get worse and worse, especially if it comes straight up
8 from the Port of L.A.  I monitored this.  I know what
9 I'm talking about.  And it's disgusting to me that our

10 community who has supported the state with the major
11 finances -- for tax finances and revenues -- to have
12 this stuff in our backyards.
13          There needs to be something else done.  And I
14 think that they need to go back to their planning board,
15 look at trains, transit, out through the valley, do
16 something.  Leave us alone up here.  Take your money
17 that you don't have, and put it where the state can use
18 it most.
19          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
20          So I think I have all of the cards.  And one
21 more?  Okay.
22          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  In the meantime, why
23 don't we discuss why they are destroying the CEQA laws
24 before you shove this thing through?  Why don't the
25 Caltrans people speak up now while we're all here?
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  This is for scoping where
2 people are going on the record.  That's what this
3 evening is about.
4          MR. BLAISDELL:  My name is Allen Blaisdell.  I
5 live at 5152 Earl Drive in La Canada.  I'm here
6 representing myself and my wife.  I didn't come
7 prepared, but I thought I'd share some thoughts.
8          We lived in Burbank before we moved to
9 La Canada.  And Universal City wanted to do an
10 expansion, and it was going to impact our neighborhood.
11 So we went to a number of meetings, and I learned about
12 how this process works.  And there are legal hurdles
13 which they need to meet.  And that's about the only
14 thing on our side.  Otherwise big money would just put
15 that right through.
16          This Environmental Impact Report has to
17 identify problems, and then they have to address how to
18 mitigate them.  I can give you an example of how they
19 handled this with Universal.  Universal has a tour -- a
20 tourist tour of their studio.  And they have these large
21 explosions going off per their shows that they had, so
22 there might be one explosion every hour.  The sound part
23 of the Environmental Impact Report said it's so many
24 decibels for this explosion, and if you average it over
25 an hour, this is the sound you would have.  So I don't
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1 need to give any more examples.
2          This Environmental Impact Report -- you need to
3 go over it and understand the methodologies, and you
4 need to come back and say, you can't average things.
5 You have to relate this -- what I learned was litigation
6 is a huge, powerful tool on our side.  If this impact
7 report -- if they can't hide the fact that the air
8 quality is bad and health is going down and the noise
9 can't be mitigated, I believe that there's a legal
10 course here that they are going to have to lead, and I
11 encourage everybody to look at all of these issues and
12 make them mitigate all the problems and make sure these
13 problems are realistic estimations.  Thank you.
14          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
15          I think I have all the speaker cards.  We are
16 open until 8 o'clock.  If you have any questions, there
17 will be Caltrans out in the back to help you, as well as
18 Metro, there by those doors.
19          I will keep the mic open for the next -- until
20 about 8 o'clock if anyone else would like to speak.  At
21 that time we'll close the comment period.
22          But in the meantime, thank you so much for
23 coming.  We appreciate you coming, and we appreciate the
24 opportunity to hear you.  Thank you.  Have a good
25 evening.
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1          (Pause in the proceedings.)
2          MS. McCORMICK:  We've no more speakers.  I
3 officially close this meeting.  Thank you very much.
4
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  1            Los Angeles, California, April 6, 2011

  2                              -0-

  3

  4            MS. McCORMICK:  Good evening, everyone.  If you

  5   would please take your seat, we'd like to get started

  6   with our presentation this evening.

  7            Okay.  So I think we'll get started.  I'd like

  8   to introduce myself.  My name is Mary McCormick.  I'm

  9   the president and CEO of MBI, and I'll be your

 10   facilitator for the meeting this evening.

 11            It's very nice to have you with us tonight.  We

 12   know everyone is pretty busy, and it's nice that you

 13   took the time out of your busy schedule to join us this

 14   evening, so thank you for that.

 15            What I'd like to do, as is our tradition, is to

 16   introduce Joanna Amador.  Joanna is actually one of our

 17   translators, and we're here to make sure that if anyone

 18   specifically needs a specific translation, we wanted to

 19   make sure that we provided that as a service.  So

 20   Joanna, would you mind joining me, and you can make your

 21   introduction.

 22            (Whereupon the interpreter addressed the

 23   audience, but it was not reported.)

 24            MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you so much.

 25            Before we get started this evening, I would
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  1   like to introduce to the group our elected officials who

  2   have joined us this evening.  I'd like to introduce

  3   Mr. Adam Ma, who is the senior field deputy for

  4   Senator Kevin De Leon who is with the 22nd Senate

  5   District.  Adam.

  6            Then I'd like to introduce Julianne Hines who

  7   is with Assembly Member Portantino's office.  It's the

  8   44th District.  She is the district director for that.

  9   Julianne, thank you.

 10            Then I'd like to introduce Mr. Paul Habib, who

 11   is the public project and transportation director for

 12   Council Member Jose Huizar's office.  Thank you.  And

 13   then Mr. Diego Martin, and he is with the San Gabriel

 14   Valley Council of Governments.  Thank you.  Thank you

 15   for joining us.

 16            Before we begin, I'd like to just review some

 17   of the material that you should have received as you

 18   came in this evening.  And we have two pieces of

 19   information.  We have the information for the SR-710

 20   conversations and information packet.  It has quite a

 21   bit of information for you.  It actually has a calendar

 22   here to show you what we -- actually tonight is the 20th

 23   meeting of 20 meetings that we've held in approximately

 24   eight weeks.  We have a calendar that shows you those

 25   calendar dates and locations as well.
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1          And in addition to that, I wanted to point out
2 that we have some contact information for you which is a
3 full page of information if you have any information
4 regarding -- or questions for Metro to make sure that
5 you have that available.
6          And we are going to be providing you a lot more
7 information on scoping, and if you look in your package
8 you will actually see we had a series of meetings, and
9 this is what we're -- we're calling this scoping, "going
10 on the record," because this is -- these are the
11 important meetings.  This is where your comments
12 actually get entered into the Environmental Impact
13 Report.  We have a court reporter here this evening.
14 She will be recording every word that we say this
15 evening, and that actually goes into part of the legal
16 document.
17          There are multiple ways that you can get your
18 comments in.  You should -- this is an important piece
19 of paper that you should have received that's a comment
20 card.  We have multiple boxes around the room, which
21 means that this evening if you come up with a comment,
22 please fill that out.  It's just as valuable as standing
23 in front of the microphone.  Anything that's a written
24 document, you can actually fold up, and you can put it
25 in the comment card.  You can keep it and not fill it
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1 out.  And the information is there.  You can actually go
2 home tonight, and you think about something that you
3 might want to say, you can fill it out, and you can mail
4 it in.  You have that opportunity.
5          We have a computer back in the public comment
6 and scoping station back there where you actually can
7 have someone type up your comments for you if you would
8 prefer not to write them, and then we have a multitude
9 of different opportunities.
10          For the first time we're going to social media,
11 so we actually have -- you can go online; you can
12 register.  And we put a virtual meeting together
13 starting on March 21st which went live, which means
14 there's a lot of folks who, in fact, can't get out at
15 night -- they can't drive; it's very difficult for them
16 to get to certain meetings -- so what we've done is, we
17 wanted to make that accessible through the Internet.  It
18 makes it easy to register, put your comments online, and
19 it's just as if you were standing here and standing in
20 front of the microphone as well.
21          So without any further ado, what I would like
22 to do is introduce Mr. Garrett Damrath.  He is with
23 Caltrans District 7, and he's going to be doing an
24 overview this evening of what scoping is and how you
25 can, in fact, participate in a variety of ways.
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1 Garrett.
2          MR. DAMRATH:  Hi, my name is Garrett Damrath,
3 and I'm a senior environmental planner from Caltrans,
4 and on behalf of Caltrans and the Federal Highway
5 Administration, I'd like to thank you very much for
6 coming and attending this evening out of your busy
7 schedule.
8          The U.S. Council on Environmental Quality
9 defines scoping as an early and open process for

10 identifying important issues related to a proposed
11 action.  That was in 1978, and back then its application
12 was a very agency-oriented process.  Over the years the
13 public input has become a more important process, more
14 important element of the process.  And now in the 21st
15 Century, we've had 21 meetings for the public and only
16 one for the agencies.  So the scoping process is very
17 flexible, and we want to ensure that everyone knows that
18 we have made no decision at this point, and we're really
19 generally just gathering suggestions, and I'll tell you
20 all about those suggestions as to how we want to gather
21 them.
22          So why are we here?  The previous studies have
23 indicated that the SR-710 gap contributes to a growing
24 congestion on nearby freeways and arterials, and that
25 was a part of a 1998 Record of Decision.  The Record of

Page 7
1 Decision in 2003 was rescinded, and continued
2 development on the project was prohibited without new
3 environmental work.  In November 2008 Measure R was
4 passed by a two-thirds majority of L.A. County voters.
5 It was a ballot initiative to support a half cent sales
6 tax increase for 30 years to improve transportation
7 throughout the county including the SR-710 gap.  And
8 then the Metro Board has adopted motions to move forward
9 with the environmental phase.

10          Scoping for solutions -- we have convened a
11 series of 20 public meetings.  We are providing engaging
12 and instructional dialogue and maintaining an open and
13 transparent process.  We are soliciting broad
14 participation and input, and we facilitate and continue
15 the SR-710 conversations through social electronic media
16 platforms.
17          So the purpose of scoping is to identify issues
18 to be addressed in the environmental documents.  The
19 lead agencies for this project will be Caltrans for
20 CEQA, and as delegated by the Federal Highway
21 Administration, we are also the NEPA lead agency.  We
22 would like to receive all written comments by
23 April 14th, 2011.
24          So your role in scoping -- when do we want
25 everyone to begin in the scoping process?  Very early in
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1 the EIR/EIS process, and that's why we're doing it right
2 now.  Who do we want these comments from?  We want them
3 from the public and also the federal, state, and local
4 agencies.  And what do we want these comments to consist
5 of?  We would like to identify potential alternatives,
6 issues, and impacts to be analyzed and the level of
7 detail in those analyses.  And how do you provide those
8 comments?  We are giving an opportunity this evening to
9 provide oral testimony and/or written comments in a
10 number of different ways, and we want you to get on the
11 mailing list and please stay involved through the
12 process.
13          This is our project study area.  It is
14 basically the entire San Gabriel Valley from the 605 in
15 the East, to the 5 and 2 in the West, the 210 in the
16 North, and the 10 in the South.
17          Our preliminary project purpose and need --
18 improve regional mobility and accessibilities for the
19 movement of people, goods, and services; reduce
20 circuitous out-of-direction travel on the network;
21 reduce congestion on north-south arterials and local
22 streets currently adversely affected by diversion of
23 freeway trips; improve regional travel-time savings and
24 thereby reduce loss of productivity associated with the
25 congestion; provide additional connectivity in the
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1 regional network for use by public transit; improve
2 regional and local mobile source air quality
3 characteristics; reduce greenhouse gas emissions from
4 mobile sources; provide a project that constrains
5 impacts in local communities to acceptable levels; and
6 to develop a financially feasible project taking into
7 consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding
8 strategies including public/private partnerships.
9          Our project alternatives at this point are
10 route neutral surface and subsurface highway or freeway;
11 heavy passenger and freight rail improvements; bus and
12 light rail system improvements including the first and
13 last mile; local street upgrades including signal
14 synchronization, pedestrian and bike access
15 improvements; traffic management systems; and the
16 no-build alternative.
17          Some of the new factors that we're considering
18 on the project are the multimodal transportation
19 landscape; emerging environmental issues and advances in
20 technologies; potential funding and revenue sources; and
21 project delivery and procurement methods.
22          Some of the project milestones -- the public
23 outreach which began previous to the scoping meetings,
24 and it's still going on.  We issued the Notice of Intent
25 and the Notice of Preparation and are holding public

Page 10
1 scoping meetings now.  This is the last of 20 of them.
2 The completed Draft EIR/EIS will be the next step and
3 then hold public hearings on that draft and collect
4 comments.  Prepare a Final Environmental Impact
5 Report/Environmental Impact Statement, and then prepare
6 and approve a Record of Decision and a Notice of
7 Determination.
8          As I mentioned, under CEQA, which is the
9 California Environmental Quality Act, the environmental

10 document is called an Environmental Impact Report, and
11 under NEPA, which is the National Environmental Policy
12 Act, we are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement.
13          So for project comment or comments, project
14 contact for comments and important inclusion on the
15 mailing list, please contact Ron Kosinski, deputy
16 district director, division of environmental planning,
17 Caltrans.  We have his address over here on the card.
18 It's also in your hand-out packages.  And we would like
19 to get any written comments by April 14th, 2011.
20          And once again, I'd like to thank you very much
21 for your interest in this important transportation
22 project and for taking the time out of your busy
23 schedule to participate.  Thank you.
24          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Garrett.
25          In the CEQA/NEPA package that you have, we
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1 actually have created a CEQA and NEPA process flow
2 chart.  So if you have any questions on that, there's
3 also in addition to that, you have the frequently asked
4 questions, so that is something that we wanted to make
5 sure that you had if you have any questions.
6          So now, what we're going to do is we're going
7 to offer up an opportunity for people to come up and go
8 on the record.  So what we'd like to do is invite -- I
9 have some speaker cards here.  If you have not filled

10 out a speaker card or if you would like to fill out a
11 speaker card, we actually have staff that can make
12 sure -- if you raise your hand, that can give you one.
13 Would you like one?  Would you mind, Mike, getting one
14 for this gentleman here?  Thank you.  And we'll be happy
15 to put you in our list.
16          One of the most important things that we need
17 from you this evening is we actually need your name and
18 your address.  Your address is really important because
19 it is what we need to make sure it goes into the record.
20 So when you come up to speak, please speak clearly and
21 give us your name and your address as the court reporter
22 will be putting it in the record.
23          So we have a timer, and everybody gets two
24 minutes, and we'll make sure that everybody gets a
25 chance to speak.  The timer will go off at -- at 30, and
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1 then it will go to yellow, and you will have at that
2 time 20 to 30 seconds left, and then when it goes to
3 red, you have about 10 seconds or so.  And we just want
4 to kind of give you an idea of it so we can be fair and
5 make sure everybody gets the chance to have the same
6 amount of time.
7          So the first person that I'd like to introduce
8 and to have come up is Dominik Weber, and then after
9 Dominik, we'd like to have Trish Gossett come up.  Thank
10 you.
11          Go right ahead.
12          MR. WEBER:  Hello, everybody.  My name is
13 Dominik Weber.  I live in 3415 Dorchester Avenue in El
14 Sereno, California 90032.
15          I am a U.S. citizen and a homeowner in El
16 Sereno, and I am here because it is clear to me that
17 affected people of El Sereno are kept in the dark.  In
18 fact, out of the 20 meetings, none of the people in my
19 street has heard about them until this Sunday.
20          I believe that the only practical route is
21 route number three with the south terminus in El Sereno
22 with a railroad bridge or by ground-level freeway with a
23 portal at the HDI, resulting in a large area and a large
24 negative impact.  In fact, I do live two blocks from
25 that route.  If people so affected are designated
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1 low-income -- and are not being informed at all.
2 Obviously, every yard that gets built not underground
3 will save millions.  If this blackout does continue,
4 we're going to peacefully mobilize and explore all legal
5 avenues.
6          Now having said that, I do support the public
7 transportation and the freeway system, but it needs to
8 be done in a fair way.  That's it for me right now.
9 Thank you very much.
10          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.  Thank you, Dominik.
11          Trish Gossett, and then after Trish,
12 Sam Burgess, please.
13          MS. GOSSETT:  Hi.  I'm Trish Gossett.  I'm a
14 resident here in Highland Park.  I'm a member of the
15 neighborhood council here, and thank everyone for
16 coming.  It's been a couple of years, I think, since we
17 had anyone from Metro or Caltrans give any kind of
18 presentation here.
19          And welcome to zone two, everyone.  That's what
20 we were considered here in Highland Park and Eagle Rock
21 a couple of years ago.  We were zone two, and I notice
22 that we're really not on the chart anymore, so I wanted
23 to just quickly make sure that Eagle Rock and Highland
24 Park are included in this study as we go forth in the
25 scoping process.  Thank you.
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1          THE REPORTER:  Address, please.
2          MS. GOSSETT:  1842 Phillips Way, Los Angeles,
3 90042.
4          THE REPORTER:  Thank you.
5          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
6          Sam, and then after Sam, Janet Ervin.
7          MR. BURGESS:  Good evening.  My name is
8 Sam Burgess, 626 Prospect Avenue, Number B, South
9 Pasadena.  And I'm not new to this area.  My seven

10 brothers and sisters and I attended Loretto Street,
11 Nightingale, and Franklin for all of you that live in
12 this area, so I know it quite well.
13          I would like to remind you of what was said
14 earlier by Garrett and Mary that you should ask your
15 questions tonight.  It has been a very long process for
16 all of these people, and they're going to have a big
17 blow-out party tonight and they're going to be hungover
18 for the next few days, so you won't be getting any
19 answers from them.
20          MS. McCORMICK:  You're invited.
21          MR. BURGESS:  I was hoping you'd say that.
22          The EIR/EIS must analyze and provide
23 justification that, indeed, the South 710 and North 710
24 projects are separate, not interrelated, and that one
25 does not impact the other.  I would like to quote from
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1 Orinda versus Board of Supervisors, 1986.  Orinda is
2 spelled O-r-i-n-d-a.  Quote, "A public agency is not
3 permitted to subdivide a single project into smaller
4 individual subprojects in order to avoid the
5 responsibility of considering the environmental impact
6 of the project as a whole," unquote.
7          And for those of you who do not understand what
8 I just said, is that there are actually two projects on
9 this Long Beach freeway.  One is known as the South 710,

10 and one is known as the North 710.  The South 710 is a
11 widening project.  They want to go from four lanes in
12 each direction to six lanes in each direction.  The
13 North 710 is the one that we're here discussing this
14 evening.
15          However, all of that truck traffic is going to
16 travel the entire distance, but Caltrans and Metro has
17 segmented -- they have taken the south 710 from Long
18 Beach just to the 60, and they stopped.  And then they
19 jumped up to the 10 freeway and begin there with the
20 north 710 and continue on when, in fact, it should be
21 listed as all one project because no matter what happens
22 in the south end is going to have a detrimental effect
23 on the north end, and what happens in the north end,
24 meaning this area, it's going to have a detrimental
25 effect on the south end.  Thank you.
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you, Sam.
2          Janet, and then -- thank you -- Mr. Jim Kiehl.
3          MS. ERVIN:  My name is Janet Ervin.  I live at
4 801 Meridian Avenue in South Pasadena.
5          I have a number of things written down here
6 that I want to make sure get covered in the study.  I
7 want to know how six lanes of traffic on the south 710
8 will manage to get into four lanes in a tunnel, and I
9 want to know where all the spillover traffic will go.  I
10 want to know how collisions and fires in the tunnel will
11 be handled.  What will happen to people trapped in the
12 tunnel in the event of a collision?  I want this study
13 to include all of the ramifications of insufficient
14 tolls being collected.
15          One of the things that's being considered is
16 public/private partnerships which means the public puts
17 up some money, but private companies put up most of the
18 money at the beginning in the hopes of collecting tolls
19 on their investment.  Toll tunnels in other places have
20 not panned out.  The tolls were insufficient, and
21 taxpayers had to foot the bill.  So I really want to
22 know how they intend to make it work here.  And I want
23 to have the cost of the study of construction,
24 maintenance and -- of all alternatives to determine the
25 cost effectiveness and environmental impacts of each
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1 alternative.
2          In the first series of meetings that I
3 attended, we sat down with people from the various
4 cities, and everybody said that they wanted to reduce
5 traffic in their communities, and they wanted to
6 minimize or reduce the pollution that comes from that
7 traffic.  Virtually everyone said they wanted
8 alternatives to auto travel.  People are driving in
9 their cars because they have no choices.  They can't get
10 to work any other way, or they can't get to go shopping
11 and so forth.  What was stressed was connectivity.  A
12 tunnel only provides for automobiles and trucks.  How
13 many miles of light rail can be built for $12.8 billion?
14          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
15          I'd like to also mention that we are here
16 tonight at the request of Councilman Huizar, and he
17 wanted to make sure that we had a meeting here for this
18 community.  So I was asked to mention that to you this
19 evening so that you would know.
20          So Jim, please join us, and then after Susan --
21 after Jim, Susan Bolan.
22          MR. KIEHL:  Good evening.  My name is Jim
23 Kiehl.  I -- my address is 3750 Verdugo Road, Glassell
24 Park, 90065.  I want to comment on fuel efficiency for
25 trip freight transport.
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1          In general, most people would prefer less
2 fossil fuels be burned near where they live and work.
3 Studies have shown that fuel used to haul a ton of
4 freight one mile is approximately 35 to 40 percent more
5 efficient when done on a train than when it's done on
6 trucks using diesel fuel vehicles for each of these
7 modes of transport.
8          The primary reasons for the significant
9 difference are, A, wind resistance of a train with many

10 containers is far less than with trucks with one or two
11 containers; and, B, a clear guide path of a train versus
12 encounters with traffic on our roadways for trucks.  In
13 general, it's believed that diesel engines for both
14 trucks and trains will improve over time.
15          However, the primary reasons for the train's
16 advantage over the trucks will continue over time.  I
17 mean, you think there will be no traffic five years from
18 now?  I don't think anybody thinks so.  At any rate,
19 thus over time less fossil fuels will be burned in the
20 Los Angeles Basin if we as a society move away from
21 truck use to train use for our freight hauling.  This
22 could be a significant improvement in the quality of
23 life in the Los Angeles Basin.  We should discourage
24 truck use with our future transportation projects.
25          Given limited funds available for transit

Page 19
1 projects, we should not build the 710 extension but
2 invest in relieving bottlenecks to our existing rail
3 system and improve the capacity of our rail system.
4 This will take away much of the future demand for
5 additional capacity on our freeway system.  Thank you.
6          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you very much.
7          Susan Bolan, and after Susan is Marino Pascal.
8          MS. BOLAN:  Hello.  I'm Susan Bolan, 3528
9 Prospect Avenue, La Crescenta, also known as North

10 Glendale, 91214.
11          I've learned a lot about tunnels in the last
12 two years which has become kind of a pet project of mine
13 to figure out what Caltrans and Metro are doing and try
14 to figure what is the best alternative to the tunnel.
15 But I've learned a lot about tunnels, and first off is
16 that they're extremely expensive.  We're talking
17 billions of dollars when our state and our local area is
18 really hurting for money.  I don't think, even with a
19 private partnership -- public/private partnership, we
20 can afford such a tunnel.
21          I've also learned that they have gigantic
22 concrete structures at either end called portals.  You
23 know, a lot of people say, well, a tunnel is less
24 evasive than surface route, but you have to dig the
25 earth out deep -- you know, 150 feet at least for these
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1 structures, and occasionally along the route you also
2 have ventilation structures.  They go about 150 feet up
3 in the air.  And how would you like to have that next to
4 your house or your hospital or nearby, and the air that
5 comes out of those structures emits concentrated
6 particulate matter?  So it is a concern to the
7 community.
8          And then, you know, we're talking big expense.
9 The big dig tunnel in Boston is a perfect example of a
10 tunnel that was bid at $2 billion, and the ultimate cost
11 is around $22 billion, and so there is a discrepancy
12 oftentimes of what the bid is and what the final result
13 is.
14          And even with that $22 billion, the big dig
15 tunnel still had shoddy workmanship.  There was all
16 sorts of issues -- glue that was holding up the ceiling
17 panels fell down on some of the cars, and there was a
18 woman killed.  But that's not the only problem that
19 happens with tunnels.  Fires are an extremely big
20 concern.
21          I was just getting started.
22          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
23          Marino Pascal, and then Nancy Wyatt, please.
24          MR. PASCAL:  Hello, my name is Marino Pascal,
25 and I live at a 2525 Crestmoore Place in Glassell Park.
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1 I've lived in the area for 25 years.  I came here on a
2 bicycle.
3          I have been opposed to paving upper South
4 Pasadena for a long time.  And like, since 20 years ago
5 I thought the only sensible solution would be to dig a
6 tunnel, and go under the city center rather than paving
7 it over.  (Unintelligible.)  Normally I don't support
8 more freeways.  It's just that the 710 -- it's a freeway
9 that's 97 percent done, and we need to connect those
10 last four miles -- or whatever it is -- because
11 otherwise all the existing traffic comes through the
12 110, the 5, the 2, and impacts our community.  That's
13 all.
14          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
15          Nancy Wyatt, and then Mark Vallianatos is next.
16 Right here, Nancy, right here.
17          MS. WYATT:  Right there.
18          MS. McCORMICK:  Name and address, please.
19          MS. WYATT:  Nancy Wyatt, 754 North Avenue 50,
20 Highland Park.
21          I would like to thank the powers that be that
22 they finally remembered us.  We are the 17th at the last
23 meeting of 17.  And there are nine different communities
24 that have had up to three and four meetings, and we only
25 got this one at last.  And for the record, I would like
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1 that to be stated, please, so that we don't get
2 forgotten again.
3          I also agree with the statements that have been
4 said already, and I see our community if the second plan
5 were to be adopted, we would suffer greatly from the
6 construction that's going on in our community, and we
7 have nothing to gain from it.  However, I do think there
8 are other ways of ameliorating the -- this
9 transportation problem.

10          So please don't forget Highland Park.  We have
11 a voice, and we want to be heard.  Thank you.
12          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
13          Mark, and then Liz Herron.
14          MR. VALLIANATOS:  My name is Mark Vallianatos,
15 195 South Wilson Avenue, Apartment 29, in Pasadena.
16          And I focus comments on alternatives to the
17 freeway tunnel.  First, I think agencies should spend
18 transit in the area.  It is the best way to ultimately
19 reduce congestion by reducing car use, and I believe
20 they should, first of all, accelerate the extension of
21 the Foothill and the east side, combine the site to the
22 east part of the San Gabriel Valley, do north-south bus
23 routes as they are exploring in the San Fernando Valley,
24 and consider light rail link between Pasadena through
25 Eagle Rock up to Glendale and Burbank and down to North
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1 Hollywood terminus -- the Red Line.
2          Second, they should improve the streets and the
3 major arterial streets in the area to make them safer
4 for walker and bikes.
5          Third, I believe instead of extending the 710,
6 they should remove the final miles of the 710 when it
7 goes past the 10 as other cities are doing to remove
8 freeways and turning them into parks or boulevards so
9 you eliminate part of the problem of the traffic

10 spilling out on surface streets.
11          Finally, I think that you should reduce freight
12 truck traffic as was previously expressed, focus on
13 on-dock rail at the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles
14 and avoid use of trucks which have an EPA recent study
15 found about six times the externalities of train
16 traffic.  So there is a lot more pollutants per volume
17 of freight being moved.
18          And finally, I would encourage that along with
19 an environmental review, a health impacts analysis
20 assessment is done of this project as is currently being
21 done on the south portion of the 710.  Thanks.
22          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
23          Liz Herron, and then after Liz, we'll have
24 Scott Piotrowski.  And after that, I have one more
25 speaker card, so if there's anyone else who would like
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1 to speak, let us know.
2          Thank you.  Go ahead, Liz.
3          MS. HERRON:  Hi, my name is Liz Herron.  I'm
4 935 West Avenue 37, 9, double 0,65.
5          I'd like to really expound more on alternatives
6 because I don't think an Environmental Impact Report
7 will be able to render the impacts of this particular
8 tunnel or surface extension of the 710 freeway without
9 gross significance.  I don't think there is a way to get
10 rid of those environmental impacts or ameliorate them.
11 So what do you do?
12          I know part of the pressure to build this has
13 to do with moving freight traffic up the -- out of the
14 Alameda Corridor.  So I think it's very important to
15 work on those linkages so that we're able to go from the
16 Port of Los Angeles to the Alameda Corridor out to other
17 hubs without loading our freeways with cars.  Because
18 even if we connected this up, it would just load up all
19 of the overburdened freeways.  I mean, how do we move
20 away from fossil fuels?  Rail, other alternatives.
21          And I'd really like to also agree that we need
22 to look at what do we do to improve the transit options,
23 so that we don't really have -- so we have a choice
24 rather than to use our cars.  Thank you.
25          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
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1          Scott, and then after Scott, Nat Read.
2          MR. PIOTROWSKI:  My name is Scott Piotrowski.
3 I live at 2456 Sundown Drive, Glassell Park, 90065.
4          I basically have understood that the comments
5 that are in this meeting tonight are the ones that need
6 to be addressed in an EIR and must be addressed in the
7 EIR.  Therefore, I am basically going to list a bunch of
8 issues that I feel Caltrans and Metro needs to attend to
9 in the EIR process.
10          First of all, we need to address financial
11 issues for health mitigation for the residents that
12 would be affected by any tunneling construction process
13 and long-term health effects of the portals and any
14 ventilation shafts that are built, no matter which zone
15 the tunnel might be built in.  We need to address
16 transportation issues in terms of moving freight from
17 the Port of Long Beach and Los Angeles to the end
18 construction and already constructed warehouse shipping
19 centers that are in Kern County, which means Kern County
20 needs to be addressed in this issue in addition to
21 Los Angeles County.  Therefore, we also need to address
22 high-speed rail and its north-south corridor and how we
23 can address moving freight into that same corridor with
24 high-speed rail.
25          We need to address more mass transit in the
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1 form of not only the Gold Line but also potential
2 north-south extensions of light rail to connect both
3 eastern extensions of the Gold Line as it currently
4 exists.  This should also include all future mass
5 transit projects within all of Metro's design area.
6 Thank you.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
8          Mr. Nat Read, and then Warren Christensen.
9          MR. READ:  Hello.  My name is Nat Read.  I'm

10 with the 710 Freeway Coalition.  That is a paid
11 position.
12          I'm happy to be in Highland Park this evening.
13 For five years I was a cop on the streets, and this
14 brings back such memories of community meetings here in
15 Highland Park.  I was also very involved in the Gold
16 Line construction.  That project was killed by the MTA,
17 and a group of us, a small group, fought to resurrect it
18 and complete it.  I'm proud of my role in that.  I ride
19 with the Gold Line, and I hope that all of you do too.
20          It's loony for to consider the 710 coming
21 through in terms of Highland Park or Glassell Park.
22 There are two stubs, and the logical route is connecting
23 the two stubs.
24          As much as I'm a rail guy and a rail fan, we
25 have to have a multimode transportation system here.
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1 Freeways play an important role that simply can't be
2 assumed by rail.  The people in the 14th District of
3 Los Angeles favor completion of the freeway by a margin
4 of over 2 to 1.  That's a documented survey.  That
5 should be noted.
6          There is a regional need to complete the
7 freeway, not only for our generation but for our
8 children and our grandchildren because population will
9 continue to grow, and we're fixed -- we have a fixed

10 freeway system, and we must leave a legacy for our
11 children and our grandchildren.  Thank you very much.
12          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  We are required to give
13 your address as you go.
14          MS. McCORMICK:  Yes, would you, please?
15          MR. READ:  Oh, I'm sorry.  I'm sorry.
16 Nat Read, 100 East Corson Street in Pasadena.
17          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
18          Warren Christensen, and then Susan Rocha.
19          MR. CHRISTENSEN:  Warren Christensen, 935 West
20 Avenue 37, Los Angeles, California 90065.
21          I was very involved in a lot of the discussions
22 that went around the Alameda Corridor back in the '70s,
23 and that particular program to move freight from the
24 ports into the rest of the country through Los Angeles
25 was designed to alleviate the truck traffic on the 710.



California Deposition Reporters Page: 10

Page 28
1 They did complete that under the Bradley administration,
2 and this all -- this is the way it's been working ever
3 since.  It was designed to do what it's doing, taking
4 the -- the containers and all of the deliveries on rail
5 and distributing it to the rest of the country.
6          Because of this, I believe that it's probably
7 unnecessary to have the completion of the 710 freeway
8 north for the purpose of truck traffic.  It's
9 actually -- I don't know what the statistics are; I
10 haven't researched them lately -- but I do know that the
11 Alameda Corridor was designed as rail to take care of
12 that problem, and it does it very nicely.
13          Therefore, if you're going to do anything about
14 a tunnel or obviously South Pass has done quite nicely
15 with their houses to keep them intact by not allowing
16 the freeway to go overland, perhaps they should start
17 discussing what we have here, going through our
18 community with the 1942 freeway, called the Pasadena
19 Freeway, which does not allow trucks on it at all.  Now
20 we know that that is the case because it is rail
21 freeway, and it wouldn't handle it very well.  It wasn't
22 designed to do so with all of its curves.
23          However, I don't see why they cannot consider
24 keeping truck traffic off of this new -- if they're
25 going to continue with it either as a tunnel or a
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1 freeway or whatever -- no trucks.
2          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.  Thank you.
3          Susan.
4          MS. ROCHA:  My name is Susan Rocha.
5          MS. McCORMICK:  Your address, please.
6          MS. ROCHA:  It's 3314 Idell Street, L.A.,
7 90065.
8          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
9          MS. ROCHA:  I'm totally against the 710 freeway
10 coming through.  I'm also totally against a high-speed
11 rail coming through because those of us that have lived
12 near the rail lines now hear the trains go by all day
13 and all night.  The people that get it the worst are the
14 people living in the Elysian Valley because the train
15 horns are very loud, and like I said, they are all day
16 and all night long.
17          I've asked council members to do something
18 about the train horns, but that falls on deaf ears.
19 There are things that can be done.  There are quiet
20 zones that Pacific -- Union Pacific can put in, but they
21 have to be asked by city council members.  And that has
22 fallen on their deaf ears.
23          So more trains coming in are not a good thing
24 unless we can see how they're going to affect us.  If
25 they're going to run down South Fernando Road which is
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1 feet from our houses, or if they're going to somehow get
2 all the trains so that the horns don't blow all the time
3 and interrupt all of our lives.
4          Now, people on this side of Highland Park don't
5 understand or may not understand the effect of trains
6 coming right next to your home and having the freeway
7 right next to your home, so that's where I'm at.  I'm
8 saying no extension and no high-speed trains and no more
9 rail.  Thank you.

10          MS. McCORMICK:  Thank you.
11          That was our last speaker card, and I'd like to
12 just open it up one more time if anyone else would like
13 to speak?  Okay.  Yes.
14          UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Is it possible to ask
15 questions about this project?
16          MS. McCORMICK:  Actually what we can do is we
17 have all of the different stations open, and there will
18 be Caltrans and Metro staff that can actually help you
19 with some of your questions.
20          We will keep everything open.  I'll keep the
21 whole meeting open for comments for the next 15 minutes.
22 If anybody wants to do that, we will be happy to enjoin
23 them.  So please make yourself available to the stations
24 and have a lovely evening.  Thank you for coming.
25          (Pause in the proceedings.)
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1          MS. McCORMICK:  Ladies and gentlemen, we have
2 one more speaker who would like to speak tonight.  So if
3 I can have your attention, please, we'd like to have
4 someone go ahead and put their comments into the record.
5          Excuse me.  Hello.  Could I have your
6 attention, please?  Thank you.  We have a gentleman
7 here, and the comment period is still open, so we have a
8 gentleman here who would like to talk to us.
9          Carlos Cordon, go ahead.

10          MR. CORDON:  Thank you.  So I was hoping to get
11 some comments in.  First, I want to say thank you --
12          THE REPORTER:  Your name and address.
13          MR. CORDON:  Carlos Cordon, spelled
14 C-a-r-l-o-s; last name is C-o-r-d-o-n, 1829 Scott
15 Avenue, S-c-o-t-t A-v-e-n-u-e.
16          Okay.  So with that, I would like to draw --
17 you know, first I'd like to say thank you for everyone
18 who worked on both the route 710 tunnel technical
19 feasibility assessment report and also the final
20 geotechnical summary report, the SR-710 tunnel technical
21 study.  I was able to read through most of both
22 documents, and I wanted to make sure that in the steps
23 that lie ahead with regard to the Environmental Impact
24 Report and Environmental Impact Study, that will
25 eventually come from everyone's efforts in this project,
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1 we take into account that the route 710 tunnel technical
2 feasibility assessment report actually in Section 6.6
3 under tunnel ventilation system facilities, you know,
4 reads that the ventilation --
5          MS. McCORMICK:  Just a moment, Mr. Cordon.
6          Excuse me.  May I have your attention, please?
7 We have someone who is doing some comments, and we'd
8 like to be able to hear him.  So if I may ask you to be
9 quiet for just about two minutes, I'd appreciate it.
10 Thank you very much.
11          Go ahead and continue, sir.
12          MR. CORDON:  Thank you.  You know, I think that
13 the eventual construction of the tunnel will require
14 ventilation buildings both in the northern and southern
15 portals and one at the midpoint location.  Now, if you
16 construct something -- just take zone three from the --
17 at the 6.3, Chapter 6 from that thing, Route 710
18 Technical Feasibility Assessment Report, you'll find
19 that, you know, in the southern entrance of the tunnel
20 in zone three you know you're over in the El Sereno
21 area.  In the northern entrance you're over in the, you
22 know, Del Mar -- Huntington Hospital.  But right in the
23 middle where, according to the report, you have to put a
24 ventilation shaft, you're putting a ventilation shaft
25 right next to a high school.  If you don't put it next
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1 to the high school, you put it next to a junior high
2 school.  If you don't put it next to a junior high
3 school, you put it next to an elementary school.  And I
4 would hope that there is some consideration given to
5 where the ventilation shafts will be constructed because
6 I think that that is something that we should give
7 serious consideration to.
8          I know that from the final geotechnical summary
9 report, you know, there is a requirement for fire light
10 safety to exist within any highway tunnel that is
11 constructed.  If you look at other, you know, highway
12 tunnels that have been constructed in other parts of the
13 world, like the A86 in Paris, you find that 3,280 feet
14 or so, you will find you have to put some sort of a
15 shaft there, and that I just think these are all things
16 we need to get some serious consideration to, both in
17 the EIR and EIS.
18          If that's possible, you know, we should
19 identify within all five zones where exactly those
20 ventilation shafts will be constructed and if, where
21 they're constructed affects schools and their parks, to
22 give serious consideration to moving them and/or not
23 having them anywhere near, you know, schools or parks.
24          So I would hope that that's taken into account.
25 I think that's a -- there's been a lot of good work
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1 that's done from both studies, and they are lengthy
2 documents, and I thank you for everyone who was involved
3 with that.  I hope that this is something, as we move
4 forward, we take serious consideration to, and we take
5 every step necessary to either mitigate, minimize,
6 and/or, if possible, eliminate.  Thank you.
7          MS. McCORMICK:  Okay.  Thank you very much.
8 Thank you for your attention.
9          Thank you, everyone.  We're officially closing

10 the comment period, but you're welcome to stay for the
11 other scoping and other stations.  But we are officially
12 closing the comment period as of right now.  Thank you.
13
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SR-710 Conversations
Electronic Media and Communications for Scoping Phase

Documentation Report
January 2011 – April 2011

Appendix A. Section 2.
Scoping Comments Received via

Online Open House Presentation Room



Date First Name Last Name Email Company Address City State/Province Zip/Postal Code

3/21/2011 6:23:31 PM karl guder kgguder@gmail.com 1967 Nolden St. Los Angeles California 90041

3/21/2011 6:26:50 PM Peter Orona porona1060@aol.com 5472 Allan St Los Angeles California 90032

3/21/2011 6:26:59 PM Leo Dimante leoness001@gmail.com Retired 1629 Fremont Ave. So. Pasadena California 91030

Presentation Comments for Scoping (8)
Message

I really think the 710 connection
needs to be completed, and I was
in favor of a portion being tunnel.
However, given the recent tragedy
in Japan, is that still a feasible
option?

In regard to the 710 Tunnel, what
would it take to construct the
southern portal between the 60
Frwy (Pomona), and the 10 Frwy
(San Bernardino)? Can Freeway
Interchanges be reconfigured? If
yes, then would it be possible for
the southern portal to begin just
before the 10 Frwy. Can a tunnel
be contructed to go underneath the
San Bernardino Frwy?
Thank you,
Peter Orona

i live in south pasadena and I am
tired of congestion on fremont ave.
I support some kind of solution,
especially a tunnel. because it
won't disturb the beauty of this
community. IF a tunnel is built,
what will this do to the local air
quality and how will you determine
wher to build the ventilation
system?



3/21/2011 6:27:05 PM Tsai Yi Chan tsaiyi.chanbeal@gmail.com 160 Arlington Dr. Pasadena California 91105

3/21/2011 9:36:17 PM Peter Orona porona1060@aol.com

3/21/2011 9:38:44 PM Peter Orona porona1060@aol.com

THANK YOU FOR THIS
OPPORTUNITY TO OFFER A
PUBLIC STATEMENT.MY
HUSBAND AND I OWN A HOME
ON ARLINGTON DRIVE
BETWEEN PASADENA AVE AND
FAIR OAKS. I'M A DESIGN
CONSULTANT AND MY
HUSBAND IS A SOFTWARE
ENGINEER. WE BOUGHT OUR
HOUSE FOR THREE QUARTER
MILLION LESS THAN A YEAR
AGO. MY COMMUNITY IS
BORDERED BY COLUMBIA IN
THE SOUTH, CALIFORNIA IN
THE NORTH AND BETWEEN
ORANGE GROVE AND FAIR
OAKS. EVERY MORNING I
HEAR PARENTS TAKING THEIR
CHILDREN TO A NURSERY
RIGHT ACROSS FROM OUR
HOUSE. ABOUT THREE
BLOCKS NORTH OF US IS
SEQUOIA ELEMENTARY, ONE
BLOCK WEST OF US IS
MAYFIELD SCHOOL. WE HAVE
TWO PARKS. SINGER PARK
AND ARLINGTON GARDEN, A
BEAUTIFUL WATER-WISE
GARDEN MAINTAINED BY
DEDICATED VOLUNTEERS.

CUTTING THROUGH THEIn regards to tunnel scrubber
technology, is there a list of
contaminants that scrubbers will
remove and a list that the
scrubbers will not remove? What
kind of contanimant management
will be used; dispersion
containment, or removal
containment?

What data is there on the
effectivness of ESP/Scrubbers on
ambient outside air?



3/25/2011 9:17:18 AM Michelle Minch imovemtns@aol.com

4/14/2011 12:57:34 PM Peter Cooper drpetecooper@sbcglobal.net self 825 Flintridge Ave La Canada
Flintridge

California 91011

4/14/2011 1:39:47 PM Barbara Lott-Holland barbara@busridersunion.org Bus Riders Union 3780 Wilshire Blvd
Ste 120

Los Angeles California 90010

I don't think building more
freeways is a good alternative to
fix current freeway overcrowding.
Los Angeles needs better public
transportation - trains, subways,
buses, etc. However, if the 710
extension is going to built, it should
be built in a way that has the most
minimal impact on the people
living nearby during the building
process and once it is built. I think
as much as possible should be
built underground (tunnel) in order
to minimize the impact on
surrounding communities.

I would like to go on record
opposing any gap closure to
SR710. Enough already.
The Bus Ruders Union support the
No Build options.

Expanding the higway will only
product more car pollution.
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SR-710 North Gap Closure

Scoping Meeting
Reunión de Alcance



• Previous studies indicate SR-710 gap contributes to 

growing congestion on nearby freeways and arterials 

(1998 Record of Decision [ROD])

• Estudios anteriores indican la brecha del SR-710 

contribuye al crecimiento de congestión en las 

autopistas y arteriales cercanos (1998 Record of 

Decision [ROD])

Why are we here?
¿Por qué estamos aquí?



• ROD was rescinded in 2003 and continued project 

development was prohibited without new 

environmental work

• ROD fue rescindido en 2003 y fue prohibido 

continuar con el desarrollo del proyecto sin el nuevo 

trabajo ambiental

Why are we here?
¿Por qué estamos aquí?



• November 2008: Measure R – 2/3rds of LA County voters  

approved a ballot initiative supporting a half cent sales tax 

increase for 30 years to improve transportation throughout the 

County, including the SR-710 gap

• Noviembre de 2008: Medida R - 2/3’s de los votantes del 

condado de Los Angeles aprueban una iniciativa electoral de un 

impuesto de medio centavo en ventas por 30 años para mejorar el 

transporte por todo el condado, incluyendo la brecha del SR-710

Why are we here?
¿Por qué estamos aquí?



• Metro Board adopts motions to move forward 

with the environmental phase

• La junta directiva de Metro adopta la moción para  

mover hacia adelante con la fase ambiental

Why are we here?
¿Por qué estamos aquí?



• Convene a series of 20 Public Meetings

• Convocan una serie de 20 audiencias públicas

• Provide engaging and instructional dialogue

• Proveer un dialogo educativo e interesante

• Maintain an open and transparent process

• Mantener un proceso abierto y transparente

Scoping for Solutions
Soluciones de alcance



• Solicit broad participation and input

• Solicitar amplia participación y opiniones

• Facilitate and continue SR-710 Conversations

through social electronic media platforms

• Facilitar y continuar las conversaciones sobre el 

SR-710 por medios sociales

Scoping for Solutions
Soluciones de alcance



• Purpose of Scoping: to identify issues to be 

addressed in the environmental documents.

• Propósito de alcance: Identificar temas que serán 

tratados en la documentación ambiental

Scoping Meetings:
March/April 2011

marzo/abril de 2011



• Lead Agencies: 
• CEQA: Caltrans is the state lead agency 

• NEPA: Caltrans is the delegated federal lead agency

• Agencias lideres: 

• CEQA: Caltrans es la agencia líder para el estado

• NEPA: Caltrans es la agencia delegada líder para el 

gobierno federal

Scoping Meetings:
March/April 2011

marzo/abril de 2011



• Written comments:  
• Please submit by April 14, 2011.

• Comentarios escritos: 
• Por favor envié antes del 14 de abril de 2011. 

Scoping Meetings:
March/April 2011

marzo/abril de 2011



When? - Early in the EIR/EIS process.

¿Cuando?- Temprano en el proceso del EIS/EIR

Your Role In Scoping
Su participación en el alcance



Who?  - The public + federal, state 
and local agencies.

¿Quién?- El público + agencias federales, 
estales, y locales

Your Role In Scoping
Su participación en el alcance



What? - Identify potential alternatives, issues and
impacts to be analyzed, and the level of detail in the 
analyses.

¿Qué? - Identificar alternativas potenciales, temas e 
impactos que se analizarán, y el nivel de detalle en 
los análisis.

Your Role In Scoping
Su participación en el alcance



How?   - Provide oral testimony and/or written 
comments, get on mailing list for project updates, 
and stay involved.

¿Cómo?- Dar testimonio verbal y/o por escrito, 
inscríbase en listas de correo para recibir 
información del proyecto y seguir participando. 

Your Role In Scoping
Su participación en el alcance



Project Study Area
Área del estudio del proyecto



• Improve regional mobility and accessibility for the 

movement of people, goods and services.

• Mejorar la movilidad y la accesibilidad regional para 
el movimiento de personas, bienes y servicios

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Reduce circuitous out-of-direction travel on the 

network.

• Reducir viajes indirectos que quedan fuera de la 
dirección del sistema

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Reduce congestion on north-south arterials and 

local streets currently adversely affected by 

diversion of freeway trips.

• Reducir la congestión en las arterias norte-sur y las 

calles locales que actualmente son afectadas por 

las desviaciones de los viajes por el autopista

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Improve regional travel time savings and thereby 

reduce loss of productivity associated with 

congestion.

• Ahorrar tiempo y reducir perdida de productividad 
asociada con la congestión

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Provide additional connectivity in the regional 

network for use by public transit. 

• Proporcionar más connecciones en el sistema 
regional para el uso de transporte público

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Improve regional and local mobile source air quality 

characteristics.

• Mejorar las fuentes móviles y la calidad del aire.

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Reduce greenhouse gas emissions from             

mobile sources.

• Reducir emisiones de gases invernaderos de 
fuentes móviles.

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Provide a project that constrains impacts                    

in local communities to acceptable levels.

• Proveer un proyecto que minimiza impactos a 

niveles aceptables para las comunidades locales

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Develop a financially feasible project, taking into 

consideration cost effectiveness and viable funding 

strategies, including Public-Private Partnerships 

• Desarrollar un proyecto económicamente viable 

tomando en consideración el costo-rendimiento y 

estrategias de fondos viables que incluyen alianzas 

público-privadas

Preliminary Project Purpose & Need
Objetivo y necesidad preliminar 

del proyecto



• Route Neutral Surface and Subsurface 

Highway/Freeway

• Ruta neutral de la superficie y del subsuelo 
hacia el autopista

Project Alternatives
Alternativas del proyecto



• Heavy Passenger and Freight Rail 

Improvements

• Mejorar los ferrocarriles que son mas 

transitados por pasajeros y transporte de bienes

Project Alternatives
Alternativas del proyecto



• Bus and Light Rail System Improvements –

– First and Last Mile

• Mejorar los autobuses y el sistema de tren ligero –

– la primera y última milla

Project Alternatives
Alternativas del proyecto



• Local Street Upgrades: 
• signal synchronization 

• pedestrian and bike access improvements

• Mejorar calles locales: 

• Sincronización de semáforos

• Mejorar el acceso para los peatones y biciclistas

Project Alternatives
Alternativas del proyecto



• Traffic Management Systems
• Administración de sistemas de transporte

• No-Build
• No construir

Project Alternatives
Alternativas del proyecto



• Multi-modal transportation landscape
• Paisaje multimodal para transportación

• Emerging environmental issues and advances 
in technologies

• Desarrolló de temas ambientales y avances 
en la tecnología

New Factors to Consider
Nuevos factores para consideración



• Potential funding and revenue sources
• Financiamientos y fuentes de recursos 

potenciales

• Project delivery and procurement methods
• Ejecución de proyectos y métodos de 

contratación

New Factors to Consider
Nuevos factores para consideración



• Public Outreach
• Actividades y comunicación con el public

• Issue Notice of Intent & Notice of Preparation
• Publicación del aviso de intensión y 

notificación de preparación

• Public Scoping Meetings
• Reuniones públicas de alcance

Project Milestones
Hitos del proyecto



• Complete Draft EIR/EIS
• Completar el plan preliminar del EIR/EIS

• Public Hearings
• Tener audiencias publicas 

Project Milestones
Hitos del proyecto



• Final EIR/EIS
• Terminar el plan final del EIR/EIS

• Record of Decision and Notice of Determination
• Documento de decisión y notificación de 

determinación 

Project Milestones
Hitos del proyecto



• CEQA - Environmental Impact Report
• CEQA – Reporte de impacto ambiental (EIR)

• NEPA - Environmental Impact Statement
• NEPA – Declaración del impacto ambiental (EIS)

Environmental Document Type
Tipo de documento ambiental



Project contact for comments or for inclusion on the mailing list: 
Para comentarios o inscribirse en la lista de correo:

Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7
100 S Main St, MS 16A
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Written comments requested by April 14, 2011.
Comentarios escritos son requeridos antes del 14 de abril de 2011.



Thank you for your interest in this 
important transportation project.

Gracias por su interés en este proyecto 
importante de transportación.



Appendix G – Sample Newspaper Ads 
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