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This appendix includes the following correspondence:

Date To From Regarding
3M10/00 Praveen Gupta, Caltrans Themas Tomlington, City of  Comments on Scoping
District 12 San Juan Capistrano Document
3/21/00 Praveen Gupta, Caltrans William Tippets, Department  Comments on Scoping
District 12 of Fish & Game Document
3/28/00 Praveen Gupta, Caltrans William Huber, City of San Comments on Scoping
District 12 Juan Capistrano Document
4/3/00 Praveen Gupta, Caltrans George Britton, County of Comments on Scoping
District 12 Orange Document
4/5/00 Praveen Gupta, Caltrans Jim Bartel, US Fish & Comments on Scoping
District 12 Wildlife Services Document
4/28/00 Praveen Gupta, Caltrans Senator Bill Morrow, Comments on Scoping
District 12 California State Senate Document
5/18/00 Senator Bill Morrow, Praveen Gupta, Caltrans Response o Inquiries
California State Senate District 12 regarding Scoping
Document
8/24/04 Joe Soto, City of San Juan  Todd Spitzer, Assembly Discussion of the Project
Capistrano Member, 71 District
5/04/06 Dave Adams, City of San  Jim Beil, Caltrans District 12 Discussion of
Juan Capistrano Cooperative Agreement
5M12/06 Home/Property Owner Reza Aurasteh, Calirans Soundwalls & Parkways
District 12 Design
5/30/06 Dave Adams, City of San  Molly Bogh, City of San Juan Sound & Retaining
Juan Capistrano Capistrano Walls, and Landscaping |
6/6/06 Ahmed Abou-Abdou, Molly Bogh, City of San Juan Sound & Retaining
Caltrans District 12 Capistrano Whalls, and Landscaping
8/21/06 Ahmed Abou-Abdou, Molly Bogh, City of 3an Juan Sound Walls
Calirans District 12 Capistrano
10/03/06  City Council of San Juan Residents of San Juan Petition
Capistrano Capistrano
10/24/06  All concerned City of San Juan Capistrano  Recap of Public Meeting |
5M2/200  Affected Residentis Caltrans District 12 Soundwall Surveys
)
August SCAG Conformity Working  District 12 PM Conformity Hot Spot
2006 Group Analysis
August Public SCAG PM Hot Spot Project
2006 Determination Web
Page
2/6/2007  Smita Deshpande, Nasser Abbaszadeh, City of  Issue from SJC 1/22/07
Caltrans District 12 San Juan Capistranc Comimunity Meeting
3/7/2007  Smita Deshpande, Harry Persaud, County of County commitment for
Caltrans District 12 Orange Landscaping
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32400 PASEO ADELANTO MEMRERS OF THE TITY TOUNCE.
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANG, CA 82675 SOAN CREBER
(948) 493-1171 WYATT. HART

GLL JCHES

(949) 493-1053 (FAX)

CITY MANMIER
GECAGE SCARBOROUGH

March 19, 2000

Praveen Gupia, Chief
Envirenmental Pianning
Calfrans District 12

3347 Micheison Drive, Suite 100
Irvine, California 92612-0661

Subject: Operational Improvements on SR-74 (EA 08690}
(our file: Inter-jurisdictional Project Review 00-01, Crtega Highway Widening).

Dear Mr, Gupta:

We have received a copy of thef notice of preparation\_of an Environmental Assessment for the
subject project. As you are probably aware, Ortega Highway, within our City, passes directly
by and provides local access to several residential nelghborhoods Consequently, the
proposed project wilt have a direct effect on our residents in those neighberhoods. In order to.
pravide early public involvement in the design process and assure that project impacts: are!
identified &ind appropriately mitigated, we ask that Caltrans conduct a public scoping meeting
on this project.

We would be glad to assist your staff with scheduling either the City Council chambers or
Community Center meeting hall to conduet such a meeting. Prior to doing so; we need fo be
vriefed by your staff on the specific plan alternatives for this project. We are concerned with
the potential impact of the project on the Ortegall-5 interchange leve! of service {LOS). Your
traffic impact analysis will need to evaluate that aspect of the project in detail. The proposed
project may necessitate improvements to that interchange to accommodate increased traffic.

Please have your project manageér contact Bill Ramsey, AICP, Principal Planner at (349) 443~
6334 to arrange a staff briefing and for more detailed information on arranging a public
workshop. We look forward to working with Caltrans on this important transportation system
improvement.

Sincerely,

s 2

Thomas Tomlinson,
Planning Directar

TTWR:hs
CAWINGOWSITEMPAJO00I 1. WPD

cc;  George Scarborough, City Manager
lizm Huber, Engineering & Building Director
Angela Vasconcellos, Assaciate Environmental Planner-

San Juan Capistrano. Preserving the Past to Enhance the Future
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T
STATE OF CALIFORNIA - 171 BESUURCES AGINCY GRAY DAVIS, Gavermir
. BEIPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
South Consl Region
4949 Viewridge Avenue
“SanDisgo, Californind2123
(858Y467-4201
(858)467-4235FAX

March 21, 2000

Praveen Gupta, Chief of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 12

3347 Michelson Dr., Suite 100

Irvine, CA 92012-0601

Attn: Angela Vasconcetlos

Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for Plans
1o Widen State Route 74
Orange Connty
EA086900
)

Dear Ms. Vasconcellos: oo 4

‘The Department of Fish and Game (Department) appreciatés this opportunity to comment
on the above-referenced project, relative to impacts to biological resources. To enable
Department =ta(} to adequately review ard comment on the proposed project, we recommend the
following infuanatic 1 be'inchuled in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR):

1. A cu.y fete assessment of the dlera and fauna within and adjacent to the project area, with
partict-lar emphissis upon identifving endangered, threatened, and locally unique species
and sensitive habitats. :

a. A therough assessment of rare plants and Tare natural communities, following the
Department's May 1984 Guidelines-{revised August 1997) for Assessing Impacts
to Rare Plants and Rare Natural Communities (Attachment 1).

b A complete assessment of sensitive fish, wildlife, reptile, and amphibian species.
Seasonal variations in use of the project area should also be addressed. Focused
species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and time:of day
when iiie sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are required.
Acceptable specius-specific survey procedures should be developed in
consultation with the Department and the 1S, Fish and Wildlife Service.

¢ Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should include all those
which meet the Califernia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) definition (see
CEQA -Guidelines, § 15380).

d. . The Department’s California Natural Diversity Data Base in Sacramerito should be
contacted at {316y 327-5960 to oblain current information on any previously
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Ms. Vasconeéllos
March 21, 2000

reported sensitive species and habitat, including Significant Natural Areas
identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code.

A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulauve irmpacts expected to adversely

affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset such impacts,

Page 2
2.
a.
b.
¢
d,
e

CEQA Guidelines, § 15125(a), direct that knowledge of the regional setting is
eritical to an agsessment of environmental impacts and that special emphasis
should be placed on resources that ate rare or mique to the repion,

Project impacts should be analyzed relative 1o their effects on off-site habitats.
Specifically, this should include nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural
habitats, and riparian ecosystems. Impactsto.and maintenance of wildlife.
corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitat in adjacent
areas; should be fully evaluated and provided.

The zoning of areas for development projects or other uses that are nearby or
adjacent (o natural areas may inadvertently contribute to wildlife-human
inieractions. A dixcussion of possible conflicts and mitigation measures to reduce
ese confiicts should be included in the environmental document.

A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under CEQA
Guidelines, § 15130. General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and

. anticipated future projects, should be analyzed refative to their impacts on similar

plant communities and wildlife habitats.

This document should include an analysis of the effect that the project may have
on completion and implementation of regional and/or subregional conservation
programs. The project site s inside Orange County’s proposed Natural
Comnunities Conservation Planning (NCCP) area. The project should conform to
the NCCP gidelines in regards to effects on habitat connectivity and habitat
movement. Undor § 2800-§ 2840 of the Fish and Game Code, the Department,
tlirough the NCCP program, is coordinating with local jurisdictions, landpwners,
and the Federal Uovernment to preserve local and regional biolegicat diversity.

~ Coastal sage scrub is the first natural community to be planned for under the

NCCP program. The Department recommends that the lead agency ensure that'
the development of this and other proposed projects do not prechude long-term
preserve planning options and that projects conform with other requirements of
the NCCP program. Jurisdictions participating in the NCCP program should
assess specific projects for consistency with the NCCP Conservation Guidelines.
Additionally, the jurisdictions should quantify and qualify: 1) the amoutit of
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Ms. Vasconeellos:
March 21,2000
Pape 3

coastal sage scrub within their boundaries; 2) the acreage of coastal sage scrub
habitat removed by individual projects; and 3) any acreage set aside for
mitigation. This infonnation should be keptin an updated ledger system.

3. A range of &ltl“er’nma_tjycs,_should be analyzed to ensure that alternatives to the proposed
project are fully considered and evaluated, A raige of aliernatives which avoid or
otherwise minimize impacts to sensitive biclogical resourées should be included.
Specific alternative locations should alsc be evaluated in areas with Tower resource
sensitivity whete appropriate,

a, Mitigation measures for project impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats
should emphasize evaluaiion and.selection of alternatives which avoid or
otherwise minimize project impacts. Off-site compensation for unavoidable
impacts through acquisition and protection of high-quality habitat elsewhere
should be addressed.

b. The Departinent considers Rare Natural Communities as threatencd habitats
having both regmnal and focal sigpificance. Thus, these commurnities should be
fully avoided and otherwisé protected from project-related impacts (Attachment

2.

c. The Department generally does not support fhe use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered
species. Department studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in
nature and largely unsuccessful.

4. A California Endanpgered Species Act (CESA) Permit mustbe obtained, if’ the project
ras the potential to result in “take™ of species of plants or animals listed under CESA,
either during constructiod or over the life of the project. CESA Permmits are issued to
conserve, protect, enhance, and restore State-listed threatened or endangered species and
their habitats. Early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification to a project
and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a CESA Permit. Revisions to

the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, may require that the Department issuea

separaie CEQA document for the issuance of a 2081 permit unless the project CEQA
document addresses all project impacts to listed species and specifies a mitigation
monitoring and reporting program that will meet the requirements of a 2081 permat. For
these reasons, the following information is requested:

a, Biological mitigétion monitor.ing and reporting proposals should be of sufficient
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Ms. Vasconcellos
March 21, 2000
Page 4

detail and resolution to satisfy the requiréments for a CESA Permit.

b, A Department-appmved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigation Plan are requlrcd
for plants listed & rare under the Native Plant Protection Act.

5. The Department has responsibility for wetland and riparian habitats and opposes any

alteration of a natural watercourse that would result i ina reduction of wetland acTeaps or ’
wetland habitat values.” Alterations include, but are not limited to: conversion 1o
subsurface drains, placement of fill or building of structures within the wetland and
chennelization or removal of matetials from the streambed, All wetlands and
watercourses, whether intermittent ot perenniat, shiould be retained and provided with
substantial setbacks which preserve the riparian and aquatic values ard maintain their
value to on-site and off-stie wildlife populations. A formal wettand delineation following
U.8. Army Corps of Enginiéers (ACE) protocol may also be necessary prior to any
construction in wetland or riparian habitats. Results should be inctuded in the EIR,
Pleasa-note, however, that wedland and riparian habitats subject td the Department’s
authority may extend beyond the areas identified in the ACE delineation,

4. The Department may require a Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement, pursuant
to Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code, with the applicant prior to the
applicant’s commencement of any activity that will substantially divert or abstruct
the natural flow or substantially change the bed, channel, or bank (which may
include associated riparian resources) of a river, stream or lake, or use material
from a streambed. The Department’s i issuance of  Lake or Streambed Alteration
Agreement for a project that is subject to-CEQA will require CEQA compliance
actions by the Department-as a responsible apency, The Department as a
responsible agency under CEQA, may consider the focal jurisdiction’s (lead
agency) Negative Declaration or EIR for the project. To minimize additional
requirements by the Department pursuant to Section 1600 ef seq. and/or under
CEQA, the docinent should fully identify the potential impacts to the lake,
Stream or riparian resourees and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation,
monitoring and reportinig commitments for issuance of the agreement. A
Streambed Alteration Agreement form may be oblained by writing to The
Departiient of Fish and Game, 4949 Viewridge Ave. San Diego, Califomia
92123 or by calling (858) 636-3160.
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Ms. Vaseoncellos
March 21, 2000
Pape 5

The Department holds regularly scheduled pre-project planning/early consultation
meetings. To make an appointment, please call our office at (858) 636-3160.

"Thank you for this opporturity fo comment, Questions regarding this letter and further
coordination on these issues should be directed to Eringt Wilson at (838) 636-3167.

Sincerely,

faa i < Tpret

Wiltiam &. Tippets
Habitat Conservation Supervisor

¢! TDepartmem of Fish and Game
C.F. Raysbrook
San Diego

USS, Fish and Wildlife Service
Carlsbad

U8, Army Corpsof Engineers
Los Angeles

State Clearinghouse
Sacramernto
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32400 PASES ADELANTO

MEMBERE OF THE CITY COUNCIL
SAH JUAN CAMISTRANO, CA 92675 e
(949) 453-1171 IONES "
(949) 493-1053 (FAX) SAi0 . Sweroun
CITY MARAGER
GEORGE SCARSOACUGH

March 28, 2000

Praveen Gupta, Chief of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 12

3347 Michelson Drive, Suite 100

Irvine, California 92612-0661

Subject: Operational Improvements on SR-74 {EA 08690K); our file; inter- ]unsdictlonal Project
Review D0-D1, Ortega Righway Widening (Caltrans).

Dear Mr. Gupta:

We have received a copy of the notice of preparation of an Environmental Assessment for the
subject project. As you are probably aware, Ortega Highway, within our City, passes directly by
and provides local access to several residential ne|ghborhoods Consequently, the proposed
project will have a direct effect on our residents in those neighborhoods. Also in past meetings with
Caltrans, an emphasis was put on improving the 1-5 and Ortega Highway interchange in-feu of this
project as & higher priority, Both the City and Caltrans staff believed that to widen Ortega Highway
ahead of the interchange improvements would only make if easier for traffic to get fo the
interchange, thus exacerbating an already congested intersection. The City therefore has the
following comments:

1. Extend the response time for 80 days to allow the City time to conduct a traffic analysis on
the impacts of the widening on the I-5 interchange and surrounding City road netwotk.

2. Caltrans conduct a local public scoping meeting on this project, to allow for early public input
into the project, We would be glad to assist your siaff with scheduling either the City Council
chambers or Community Center meeting hall o conduct such a meeting. Please have your
project manager contact myself at (949) 443-8336 or Bill Ramsey, Principa! Planner at (949)
443-6334 for more detailed information,

San Juan Capistrano: Preserving the Past to Enhance the Future
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Caltrang
Page 2
Mareh 28, 2000

Wae look forward to working with Caltrans on this important transportation systerm improvement.

Sincerely,

o M Al

Wiliam M. Huber
Director-of Engineering and Building

WMHIjt
cc:  George Scarborough, City Manager

Tom Tomlinson, Directar of Planning
Bill Ramisey, Principal Planner
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THOMAS B. MATHEWS

DIRECTQR

Coun(v Of orange 300 N, FLOWER, 5T.

y/ Plunning & Development Services Department SANTA AXA, CALIFORNIA
MAILING ADDRESS

0. BOX 404
SANTA ANA, CA 32124045

APR p 5 2 NCI, 00-27

Praveen Gupta, Chief of Environmental Planning Services Division
Atin: Angela Vasconeellos

Caltrans District 12

3347 Michelson Dr., Suite 100

Irvine, CA 92612-0661

SUBJECT: IS/EA for the Operational Improvements on SR-74

Dear Ms. Vasconcellos:

The above referenced item is an Initial Study/Environmental Assessinent (IS/EA) for the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). The proposed project involves the widening
of Route 74 from twe lanes to four lanes from Kilo Post (KP) 2.09 (Post Mile 1.3} where existing
four lanes end, to KP 4.67 (Post Mile 2.9) just past La Pata Avenue. This project also inciudes
the. widening of Lower San Juan Creek Bridge, which was re-constructed in the mid 1990%s.
Upon completion, Route 74 will be a continuous 4-lane highway from Interstate 5 to La Pata
Avenue.

The County of Orange has reviewed the IS/EA and offers the following comments:

FLCOD

The following comments are submitted for your consideration:

1. The NOP indicates that the proposed project will have "no impact™ on water quality.
Since the amiount of impervious area will be increased, it is likely that water.guality will
be affected by the proposed project. Therefore, discussion on impacts to water quality is,
we believe, warranted in consultation with our Environmental Resources Section.

2. The project iricreases impérvicus area, Consequently, increases in the amount of runoff

from the roadway will need to be ascertained and the potential impacts of the increase on
downstream flood control facilities should be discussed in foture analyses.

S

sy W .
\&G 0\ e ",.,:
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3. Impactsto San Juan Creck resulting from the proposed bridge widening should be
determined and appropriately mitigated in consuitation with the Program Development
Division with the Public Facilities and Revenue Department.

Several hydrology reports and project reporis for San Juan Creek are on file and available for
review. Kevin Onuma should be contacted at (714) 834-2425 to review the hydrology réports,
Lance Natsuhara should be contacted at(714) 834-5398 to review project reports; Since the UL
8. Army Corps of Engineers is currently working on the Sani Juan Creek Watershed Management
Study, Caltrans should also contact Elden Gatweod at (213) 452-3800 or James Adams at (213)
452-3803 regarding the Corp's study.

"WATER QUALITY

4. TheInitial Study should address how construction sites shall be maintzined in such a
condition that an antiejpated storm does not carry wastes or pollutants off the site.
Potential pollutants include but are not limited to:

A}  Solid or liquid chemical spills;

B)  Wastes from paints, stains, sedlant, glues, lime, pesticides, herbicides, wood
. preservatives and solveris; ‘

€} Asbestos fibers, paint flakes or stucco fragments; fuels, oils, Jubricants, and

hydraulic, radiator or battery fluids;

D)  Tertilizers, vehicle/equipment wash water and concrete wash water;

E}  Concrete, defergent or floatable wastes;

F)  Wastes from any engie/equipmeat stream cleaning or chemical depreasing;

G)  Superchlorinated portable water line fiushings;

Disposal of snch materials during eonstruction should eccur in specified and controlled
temporary areas that are physically separated from potential storm water run-off. Ultimate
disposal should be in accordance with 2l local, state and federal Tequirements.

OPEN SPACE/RECREATION

Bikeways:

5. The OCTA Commuter Bikeway Strategic Plan identifies the San Juan Creek Bikeway, a
regional Class I {paved off-road) bikeway along San Juan Creek. The bikeway is

proposed o undercross SR-74 at San Juan Creek, and continue to La Pata Avenue.

6.  Thebikeway currently exists between Doheny State Beach and the eastern San Juan
Capistrano City limits. The bikeway is used by both bicyclists and pedestrians.

7. The County's Bikeways Plan for the unincorporated areas depicts the continuation of the
Sen Jusn Creek Bikeway eastward to Caspers Wilderness Park:

8. We would support a project alternative that would provide an undercrossing for the San ‘\
Juan Creek Bikeway, A grade-scparaied undercrossing of SR-74 is essential forthe
continuation of this regional bikeéway.
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9, The items within Comments # 5, 6, 7 & § above should be addressed within the
environmental assessrment for the proposed: project.

Riding and Hiking Trails:

10, The Master Plan of Regional Riding and Hiking Ttails identifies the San Juan Creek Trail
along San Juan Creek. This regional trail currently exists between Trabuco Creek and the
eastern city limits of San Juan Capistrano, and within Caspers Wilderess Park, The trait
is proposed to continue eastward from the city limits to the existing segrient in the park.

1. Aswith the regiorial bikeway, we should support a project altermative that would provide
an undercrossing for the San Juan Creek Trail. A grade-separated underczossiﬁg of SR-
74 is essenitial for the continuation of this regional riding and hiking teail,

. 12,  The items within Comments # 10 & 11 above should be addressed within the
environmental assessment for the proposed widening.

13, LaPata Road is the sole aceess 1o the Prima Deshecha Landfil), an active County solid
waste disposal facility that serves the cities and communities of Orange County. It is
pemmitted to Teceive 4000 tons per day, and approximately 600 vehicles use the Jandfill
every day. '

14, For this reason, construction of the proposed improvements to SR-74 (Ortega Highway)
must not block access to La Pata Road, even temporatily. Any femporary access
provided during construction must be capable of supporting tractor-trailers that weight up
10 40 tons each; ' \

15, The County's Integrated Waste Management Departinerit (WMD) requests that Caltraris
notify the Director of IWMD four weeks prior to the beginning of project construction,
and again at jeast Tour weeks prior to the onset of the constrition phase that will impact.
the-intersection of SR~74 and La Pata Road, so that refuse haufers and the fandfill site
manager can make adjustments to minimize irapacts on the regional impact of refuse and
efficient circulation of Tandfill traffic.

16.  These constitufe the mitigation measures that IWMD believes should be specifically
addressed in the IS/EA for the subject project.

4)  Contimious dccess to the La Pata Road that will accommodate landfill traffic
(including tractor-trailers up to 40 tons}.

BY A six-week advance notice to the Director, IWMD prior to the beginning of
project constrisetion,
{

()  Asix-week advance notice to the Director, IWMD, prior to the beginning of
constructioh of the phase which will impact the'SR-74/La Pata Road intersection.
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Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the IS/EA. If you have any questions, please

contact me or feel free 1o call Charlotte Hatryman directly. Charlotte may be reached at (714)
834-2522.

Very truly yours,

George Bﬁon, Manager

Environmental and Project
Planning Services Division

CH
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Eish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Se
Carts::.acn'r:z.h;mdvshmif 631*9 GEE 3L

2730 Loker Avenue West
Cerisbad, California 92008

Praveen Gupta

Chief, Office of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 12

3347 Michelson Drive Suite 100

Irvine, California 92612-0661

APR 0 5 2000

Atin:  Angela Vasconceilos

Re:  Scoping Document, Caltraris District 12, State Route 74 Operational Improvement Project
(Post Miles 1.3t02.9)

Dear Mr, Gupta:

This letter responds to your reguest for comiments of a scoping document for operational
improvements on State Route 74 (SR 74) dated February 18, 2000, and received by our office on
March 6, 2000. According to your letter, the California Department.of Transportation {Caltrans)
proposes to widen SR 74 from two 1o four lares from Kilo Post (KP) 2.09 (Post Mile 1.3) where the
existing four lanes end to KP 4.67 (Post Mile 2.9} just past La Pata Avenue. Within the proposed
project arca, the highwayis carrently atwo-lane roadway. This proposed project also includes the
widening of the Lower San Juan Creek bridge, which was réconstructed in the mid-1990’s. Upon
completion of the proposed project, SR 74 would be a continuous 4-lane highway from Interstate 5
to La Pata Avenue. Caltrans, in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration, will be the
lead agency and will prepare an initial study]enwmnmental assessment (IS/EA) for the proposed
project,

Since the information describing the full nature of the project is preliminary, we cannot fully address
patential impacts to-fish and’ wildlife resources. Nevertheless; based on our knowledge of sensitive
species and habitats within Orange County, we are concemed that the project as proposzd could
negatively impact wetlands and associated, federally listed species such as the endangered arroyo
toad (Bufo miicroscaphus californicus, “toad”) and least Bell's vireo (Vireo belli pusillus, “vireo™).

Based on the preliminary information provided, the proposed widening of the Lower San Juan
Creek bridge appérently will, at least, partially impact an existing wetland mitigation site. This
approximately 1-acre mitigation and restoration area was requited for impacts associated with the
SR 74 Lower San Juan Creek bridge replacement in 1994. The IS/EA should address potential
impacts to this mitigation area and identify how unavoidable impacts will be mitigated. Typically,
higher mitization rafios are appropriate for impacts to existing mitigation sites due to the temporal
loss of habitat function and value.
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Praveen Gupta ' 2

The IS/EA should disclose what measures are being taken or are proposed to address the unresolved
issue of the U.S. Army Corps ‘of Engineers (Corps) notice of violation {Case No. 97-00223-L.TM)
and restoration order for the unauthorized discharge of dredge material into San Juan Creek, at the
lower San Fuan Creek bridge. According to this nofice of violation issued to Rancho Mission Viejo,
1.1.C. on May 1, 1997, “there was approximately 0.5-acre of direct impaets to-wetlands, mature
riparian habitat, and a Caltrans mitigation site (File Ne. 95-00110-BH).”

In addition to the above information, an.d to further facilitate the evaluation of the proposed project
from the standpoint of fish and wildlife protection, we fecommend that the ISIEA contain the
following specific information.

1. A description of the environment in the vicinity of the project from both a Jocal and regional
perspective. Include any available acrial photos of the projact:sife that are available.

2. A complete discussion of the purpose and need for the project and each ‘of ils alternatives,

3. A complete description of the proposed project, including the limits of the project area. This
project description shoild include all practicable aliernatives that have been considered to
avoid and minimize project impacts, to the maximum extent practicable, to sensitive habitas
(e.g., coastal sage scrub, wetlands) and endangered, threatened, or sensitive species, as well
as measures to mitigate uhavoidable impacts,

4, Quantitative and qualitative assessments of the biological resources and habitat types that
will be impacted by the proposed project and ifs altematives. These assessments should
address direct, indirect, and cumulative project impacts to fish and wildlife associated
habiiats, particularly growth-related effects {e.g., increased population, increased
development, increased traffic) of all facets of the project (e.2,, construction,
implementation, operation, maintehance). Proposed developments in the surround:ng area
should be addressed in the analysis of cumulatwc impacts.

This assessmcnt shou]d include a list of Federal candidate, proposed, and listed.species;
Suate-lisied species; and Yooty sencitive sp:c.és thatars on ornear-the projest rite,
including a detailed discussion of these spedies and information pertaining to their local
status and distribution. Therefore, we recommend comprehensive, carrent biological
suryeys be performed on the project site, inclading directed surveys for all potentially
occurring Federal and State-listed species using standard survey protocols. vestigators
conducting surveys for federally listed species must be qualified biologists who possess
valid section 10(z)(13(2) permits issued by the U, $. Fish and Wildlife Service. We ars
particularly interested in any and all information and data pertaining to potential impacts to
populations of listed species, including the toad, vifeo, and federalty threatenéd coastal
Califomia gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica). The IS/EA should disclose all
potential impacts to these sensitive resources and the proposed measares to avoid and
tninimize such impacts. -
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5. Maps and tables summarizing specific acreages and locations of all habitat types, as well as
the number and distribution of al} Federal candidate, proposed, or listed species; State-listed
species; and locally sensitive species on or near the project site that may be affected by the
proposed project or projoct altemafives.

6. A detailed analysis of impacts of the proposéd project.on the movement of wildlife,
proposed measures to avoid and minimize such impacts, and mitigation for unaveidable
impacts,

7. An assessment of potential impacts to-wetlands and other jurisdictional waters of the United
States. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act prohibifs the unauthorized discharge of dredged
or Till material into such waters, including wetlands, Under this section, the Corps may issue)
permits for discharges of dredged or fill materia) into jurisdictionalwatets, including |
wetlands, Potential areas of Corps jurisdiction shonld be evaluated and wetlinds shouldbe
delineated using the methodology set forth in- the 1987 U.5. Army Corps of Engineers
Wetland Delineation Manual. The 1S/EA should disclose all lmpacts 1o jurisdictional
waters, incliding weflands, proposed measures to gvoid and minimize such impacts, and
nijtigation for unavoidable impacts.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these early comments and look forward to m\}iewing the
IS/EA. Tf you should have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Fish and
Wildlife Biologist Don Morgan of my staff at {760) 4319440,

.Sinccsely,- :

Jim A, Bartel

Assistant Field Supervisor
1-6-00-NFTA-252

ce:  Bill Tnppcts, CDFG, San Diego, CA
Mark Durham, USCOE Los Angeles, CA

C-16




Appendix C Agency Correspondence

SACRAMENTO OFFICE COMMITTEES.
JSaTEcamOL ‘ . . JUDICIARY
SACRAMENTO, CA_95814-4508 - - ) DO WACE CHAIR
191614453731 @ I f b K
DS alttornty iate et HeALTH o o S
IS TRICT OFFICES . INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
S ENATOR : : :
T(Ausm PASEQ ESPADA SENATOR . (54 [ . l:-? TRANSPORTATION
L SUITE 1621 BILL MORROW ~n nay -1 !55” H i i
A Saap - THIRTY-EIGHTH SENATORIAL DISTRICT SELECT COMNITTEES:
o 4%2;;335 - HOBILE oD g':véeé;mcmasn*

{949) dRO-N3B4 FAY
1) 2755 JEFFERSON STREET

CAPITAL, AREA FLODD

AEGEAN HILLE. AUISO VIEIO. BOMSALY., BUENA, CAMP PENTLETON, CATGTRANG BEACH. CARDIFF. CARLSHAD, DANA POKIT. DE LUIZ, QELMAR, FRCTMITAS, ESCONDIOD FALLEWOOK
LAGUNS HILLS, LAGUNS JHGUEL. LEISURE WORED, LEUCADH, MISSION VIEIS MONARCH BAY. COZAMA, GOEANSIDE, SANEHO SHATA FE SAK CLEMENTE. SAM DIEGO SR JUAN SAPISTRANG

. SUITE 101 PROTECTION
CARLSBAD. CA_ 92008 . o
176 4347930 DEFENSE COMVERSION,
17601 2348223 FAX RETEMFON & SPACEFLIGHT
: B INDUSTRIES:
DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES
& MENTAL HEALTH:

April 28, 2000

Mr. Praveen Gupta

Chief of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 12

3347 Michelson Dr., Suite 100
Irvine, California 92612-0661,

Dear Mr. Gupta:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the widening of Route 74. After reviewing this
briefing, T did have a couple of questions.

‘First, is the City of San Juan Capistrano aware of your plans, and can you tell me when this work
will begin. Additionally, will the work be done at night, and will traffic be re-routed? Any
information you can provide will be helpful to me in answering questions my constifuents may
have.

ook forward to hearing from you,

-Sincerely,

BILL MORROW
Senator, 38th District

BM:¢m

REPRESENTING SOUTH ORANGE COUNTY,HORTH SAN DGO COUNTS, INCLUDING.THE FOLLOWING COUMUNITIES

SANLUS REF MEIGHTS. SN MARCOS. S4H CHOFRE. SOLANA HEACH $OUTHLAGUNA, 500TH OCEANSICE. THREE ARGH DAY &NG VISTA.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSTNESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Govemar
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRIGT 12 )

3347 MCHELSCH DRIVE, SUTE-100

IRVINE, CA 926120681

Honorable Bill Morrow May 18, 2000
Califomia State Senate;, 38™ District

27126-A Paseo Espada, Suite 1621

San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675

Daar Senator Morrow,

Thank you for your April 28, 2000, fespanse letier to our scoping mailout for the Orega
Highway widening project.

In response io your inquiry, yes we are and will be working closely with the ¢ity of San Juan
Capistrana during this project. The city is taking an acive role in helping us to coordinate our
public outreach effort during the envirenmental document phiase. Although the project is still in
the early stages of the process, we anticipate continuing to'work with the city throughout the
project's duration.

As part of our project scoping we have developed tentative daies for the various phases of this
project. At the present lime, we have a preliminary construction start date of Oclober 2008. In
addition, you asked specific questions regarding the timing of construction and the rerouting of
traffic. These specific ltems are part of the construction staging of the project and will be
determined pending the final project design. At this time we do not have a final design-and
therefore we have not defailed the specifics of how the construction will be staged. Never the.
less, we wili be working closely with the city to ensure that we efiminaté or minimize any
negative impacts to area residents and the highway users themselves.

We hope the information provided adequately answers your questions. If you or your

constituents have additional questions during this process, please do not hesitate to contact
my office. {can be reached at (949} 724-2143, .

Sincerely;

Praveen Gupia
Envirenmental Planning, Branch Chief

C: Rose Orem, Calirans
Ahmed Abou-Abdou, Calirans
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—— g
it - moL w
22400 rAdea AvELATITG, MWMWW;W-
EAH JIAN CAPISTRANG, CA D265 W
(DA0) 493312F, W-, . m“tmum
(D40) ABIAOKAFAY = EE D PRATEJART .
Wwivsanjuanceplsiron.org . o o)
- T N BT R, SWEROUN
Avgist 24, 2004
‘The Honorable Todd Spitzer .
. Assembly Member, 715t District

1840 Norihy Tustin, Sile.102; ,_ o
Orange, CA 92865 _ et

Stibject: SR-74, Ortege Highway Widering Project .
‘Dedir Asseribly Member Spitzer: ' )

The City'of San Juan Capistrano hias been meeting with ‘Calrang staff represghtatives:
regarding lhe potential widening of State Route 74, Orlega Highway, throogh the easterty
portion of cur City. The'project woutd widen Orlega Highway to four lanes from Antonto.
Parkway westerly {0 about Via Cordava to mateh up with the exisling four-lane section,
west of Via Cordova. The pimpose of this Jetter is to solicit your-support in halting the.
direction of this gro}edt’ag cumently proposed by Calfrans. .

While the City has supported the widening project subject-ta completion of ‘the «
fimgirovernen of the Orlega-5 Interchange, we must object to lhe design as currently” -
proposed, The proposed widening results in removal of ihe existing parkway landscaping
and maturg trees and will be Feplaced. by asphatl, congrefe curb.and“a. sidewalk, - -

| Immediately bohind the sklewalk on the south side wil hen sixioen (16) foot high sound
+ wall along the enfire residential frontags from Calle Entradera to Via Erscarts = distincs of

about 3400 feet (See attached plans), On thenoith sids, there sre no proposed sound
walls, Instead, there will be. about 1,500 feet of retaining walls ranging inheight from:
twelva tofifteen (12-15) fecl. As proposed, theimprovements will destroy ihis scenicrural |
roadway, which we view as a primary entry. into ‘our community. This is truly .an
unacceptahle condition In a community that values its-nalural and scenic beayty. >

'+ OurCity's Generat Plan dosignales Ortaga Highway as  scenic cirridor, Further Catlrars <

has indicated 1o the City that Ortega Highway Is designated by the Stale for eligiblity asa
Scenie Highway. This particular.stretch of Ortega will serve as a gateway entmnce into
the City fromthe proposed Rancho Mission Vigjo Project on our eastérn border, It Y
thal when & project has sligibitity potential, aesthetic impagts should be given serous

; \ San.Juan -C,apistré}_zo:ﬁé:eﬁi;:g the Past to Enhance the Fuiture

an

ATTACHMENT %
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TH Honorable Todd Spitzer

August 24, 2004

conSideration.. i the cument ug

standard design.all'adgitional costs

- long-term Tability and maintenance.

Calfrans is presently marching
project. ‘They plan to hold

raised by the City:

ty staff that if we wigh to do anythihg that exceeds the
would

maginative stark design is implemenifed, the impacts wil
be imeversible and the aesthefics on this boautiul strelch
‘destroyed. Caltrans has jnformed Ci

down the road to prepare a Negative Declaration on the
a public meeting on (ke project some time in lata Oclober or
early November. 'We are informad that they intend 1o proceed avernwith the concems -

We sre requeisting several thirigs. First

manner. Second;

our mutual objectives,

Fet

Supervisar Tor Wilssn |

t!;r_isgmat_iy apprecialed. Pleass wnigdmﬁb’ 1

oo M v, E R » x a"‘:‘. ) ot ¥ *‘: s -
Gindy Quon, Caltrans Direcior of Districh 2. N
Dave Adams, City Manager . - . -
William Huber, Assistant City Manages™  © . :
* [ ) = o

; . wewould like to stophe process to give the City

more time to meet with Caltrans and waork ot the aesihetic lssues In a more satisfactory.

we would request Caltrans give more serious design consideration o .
the potentinl scenic route designation before itis lost forever, J
far from being fully funded at this fime, Caltrane work wilh the Gity, the County and fhe'
Rancha Mission Viejo Gompany to identify additional funding opportunities to acoomiplish

L

5

of road will be permaneitly. *

be borne by the City, including obligations for

.
T k3

PR “,

Third, since constructionis -

i - - B v
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFORTATION

- Districz2
)T MICHELION DRIVE, SUTTE 360
BVINE, CA D2612:5354 -
FAX  (M49) 1119

TIY (M9 76T

Muy4, 2006~

" Mr.Dave Adams, City Matajer
City-of San Juad Capistrane
32400 Pasto Adclanty: < °
San Juan Capistran; Ca92675

EREFIEY B

o

‘Subjects Lower Ortégs Widening Project Desiga Featurés Conerience

Dear Mr. Adums, - . o

>
o

. Thie State of Cabifomia Department of Transportition {Dcpartineni) apprecintes the
apportunity to work in partnership with the Clty of San Jnan Capistrano aid the ‘County .
of Orange 1o implement Ortega Highway improviroenis, which nre safe, functional and: .-

geceptableto the conununity stakcholders,

We have endeavored over the past several weeks to Feach -conseisus on spetific design
features for widening the subject Staje Highomy between Calle Entradero and the-casterly

city limits, The Department and the City have discugsed options for the highway, which, . -

inchude a veduced typical séction, altemative noise abatement walls, and incorporation of .
assthetic featires’ for the retofolsg wall, structures’ proposed o0 the: notth side of the -

roadwsy..

Jhe-proposid highway geometeic: section: Width of 70 feet ‘with 2 printed median gngd
minitna) Jandseaping in.the parkway areas adjacent 10.the rondway section is seceptable ;
pending final review of the engincered plans il supporting specifications. We wall alsol, -,
tieed 10 review and ipprove mandatory design exceprions for the proposed five-doalwide © .
shoulders and for nob-standerd super-tlevation ‘sections proposed aloag the subject
corridor. Department support of the 70-foot highway scetion assumes a gradual transition
begitning within the city, Hmits, “dedigned to mect Department standards; juining the
wider rondway seckion proposed by the County of Orange casterly of the cily boundary,,
8 ! il Clearos

Adreptanies of the propasal by the by and cavir

the
" of ihe

propased project will also be vequired. The geometry will- maintain the exigting southerly:
curh Jine of the highway and will msintain’ the existing equestizn and hiking trail

ndinpent to the Hing Club:Development.

P

¢« TATTACHMENT 2

-

C-21




Appendix C Agency Correspondence

M. Dave Adamg
My 8, 2006

6@;2-@5 - : C ¢ Lo

The Department understands and swpports the City"s desirs 1 maintain the soenic and

historic character of the Ortego Highway corridor. Incressed smbient noise levels have
been identified 35 an ifpact catsed by the proposed widening project. The Departmeatis
proposiig 1 construct noise: abatement walls, along the south.side of Oriega Highviay

' unless we reocive writtenwaivers declining the proposed holsc mitigation from S0% plus
; 1 of the impacted residents, ‘The Department will be providing notice to the impacted
community -membess relative to noise mitigation sltermatives in May 2006." If the < 7
majority. of the impactd community’ is in"Favor of constructing nolse ‘abatemént sound ’

walls then the Departent. will support .dhis proposed glass aud stee) Fame: hojse ¢ o T
abalement ‘wall altemative providing: thal said. structure  meets: ‘#ll Departmént .
requirements for noise atiennation, stability ahd safly; The walls will be located within
. Tight of way under City- jurisdiction, The Department will sived fo look-to the City-to.
. assure that the noise abatement wall will remsin i place-so that: (he Depafimient can

~ fulfill our noise mitigation bligations. S .
# . The pioposcd projictwill réguire constraction of 12 Jo 18 foot high retafiting strthres ot
# minimum of three locations on the north sided of the Ortkga Highway.! The City iig
Tequesting The Depattusent constoyct said walls ‘with zesthetic treatmente-that. inchodé
camouflage Jandscaping, formliners; mnd/os pomite fanx rockscapes. The Depattmeiit can
support some aesthetic treatments inclidig those requested by the ity providing said
. gaiesthedic tréatments do.not impact the stracturat integrity of the wall and/or our ability to
@ysicnl}y ingpect the subject wall, We can generally suppost the Form Bner and glnite
d3ux rockscape appronches that disguise the relsining strocturé -without potintislly
compromising the wall lategrity with yoor and water iatrusion. Based on dur discussions”
to date we believe the retaining smictures can be copstructed to-blend into the existing! ° o
Tandsenpe while providing & wall désigned to” most Department structorat and ggiemic .
standards. However, without bencfit of specific geotechnicnl and engincering design™
inforration, & definitive atceptance of the proposed wall designs ns ‘presented casinot be e
made.” The Depertmeat will work with the City to develop.an acoeptable final wall desigh’ ~ * -
that will, provide 2 safe ‘retaining Structure acceptable’ to the cominunily within ‘the™
concepts thathave been identified fo date, . o, . ¢ . - 1. o

A Cooperative Agreement Setween the Depsrtment and the City willibe prepared t0 "
-address contems Telative o constriction and funding of the noiss shateoment walls and. 7«
setnining walls. Maintenance obligations wilk nted'1o-be spreed upoi and docunented in’

& Maintenance Agreement between, the Depariment and the City, AR

3 ¢

“Calirins pres mabtity acrots Colforma™ E
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Mr:DaWAi T N . ‘.

May 4,_2_0@%
Page3ofs .

Prior to the'excoution of the Coopetative Agreemcnt, e Department. requires the City's
written concurence for the following items: ) v .

L

Avenida Siegn consisting of:, .

Application of the 3@&3}70 foot sondway. section from Calle Esitradero 1o

bl

i Fouri2f0¢;t3ﬁlxcd fiow lanes
i, 12 footpainted medien, © L ‘
"k 5 foot putside shouldecs - S
Application of the geieral 76 Toot yoadway section from Aveaida Siepa m‘Ciiyi
County boundary consistingof, . - .

i. » Four 12 foot mixed fiow lanes ,

il 12 fooi pathted miedian. . o ‘

ifi. B foot outside shonlders {as tansition into the wider County
scctionf, ’ : -

The eastbound right mm pocket at the intersection of via Cordova be replaced
at the soath side of the cxisting focation. The ewrb teium and sidewslk af this
loeation will be reconstracted, .

The interscetions within the City reach (namely, Calle Entradero, Via Cordovd,

Via Crystal, Via Errecarts, and Avenida Siega) will remain non-signalized and
frpe of pedesirian crossing treatmesit. o N ’

The elimination of the ‘north “side sidewalk from Calle Entaders to' Via. -

Cordova and abtain a Letter,of Suppart from the Hunt Chib or the sppropriate
property owmer), if appropriate, for the subject sidewalk elimmination. It is also
understood that the privately owned equestrian trail between Calle ‘Entradero
and Via Cardova Wil reroain in place md Fuay be used as 3 mult-purpose trail.
City responsibility for maintaining or effecting the maintenmée of the
proposed glass noise abatement walls. This:rasy inchude, but not be limited to,
coordination with the . adjacent propérty homeowners or homegwners
association for such maintenance. « . G R

Be fesponsible for the whaintenance and. ipkeep of Tandscape. trentment on.
On?ga Highway within the City tedich, including Jandscaping on refaining
walls, -+ . e )

-

“Clvan improves mobiMy sirasi Cotfornia™

C-23




Appendix C Agency Correspondence

Mr, Dave Adams.
May 4, 2006

@Pm 4ofs

T4 e
Deputy Distriet Director

Capital Outlay Program

District 12

Cet Ahwmed Abou-Abdoy, Caltmos Project b

Mili Lim, Caltrans Design’, -
William Huber, $1C, Assistant

Hary Persand; County of Orange

s ’

City M

»

mager .

nager !

-

C-24



Appendix C Agency Correspondence

A

¢ scheduled ax follaps:

" Environmental Enginé&i};‘g )
fornia Deparimeat of Tra

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION . . . VN
DISTRICT 12 . } . . . ‘
J337 MICHELSON DRIVE -

SITEMS B

IRVINE CA 9XE11-05M s -

FHONE (M7 Fiex yove porwtr]

EAX (940) 7242085 i Bi taerpy efficient? .

FTY (M9 2567855 . .

Dreer HomesProgery Dwiai: i oo May 12,2006

T Culifornis Department of Transportation i in thé design phase to widén Ontega Highway. (Stute Routd 74)
cast of Interstate 3.is soith Orange County. This project woild ense cirreni and projected tralfic congestion in the
projecisren, - - .-

5

Beenuse the improves highway will accommodute additiofal traffic, noise Jevels ors cxpocted 14 increase i O . .
praject wea. Therefore, the Departnent af Tranaporation by detormined that it might be appropriate to cotstnsct, P
three sovnd wails on the south side of Ontegu Highway Between Calle Entradero and Vi B You have
receloed this tester becatite you-Owp 3 proporty thut might be affected by nofe increases nssozinted with ihe.
1aadwey itmprovemest project {see stiachied terial photograph) and onc of the propoded Walls. The Dopartment o
Transpantaion i, thercfors, seeking yéiur spinion at Lo whether & sound woll should be buill-betwoen Calle:
Eniradero and Vin Cordova 10 raduce the tevet of tafYic noise al the propertics on. the. south side of Oridga
Higinway behind sound wall nnmber{l; v

Fleass note inat the sound walls ar¢ planned 1 be arbund 14-feet high. Propertics closer 1o e hiphway would:
experiencs grexier noise reduetions than properties fasther awiy 5E the soand wally wese huilt. Falley sound walls

would also achicve preater noise reductiody, The poteatial noise increase would most directly impact the first and B
seeond Tow of houses mmmediately naxt fo the highway. The fmpact of rallic noksc on houses beyond Ihe seeond < |
‘fovw would be significantly less, Similaly, sound walls would most dircetly benelit the first oad second row ol ;
houtes, Nofse reduttions muilin'gflm'n he 3ound wally weoutld be much Trss for hoises beyond the scond row. £

T a majority of the affctied homeowntrs is'in faver of the sound walls, then sound waltewiil be conrjdeced for- -
construction, If, bowever, Blty percent of mare of The affected Hotneowaers are oppoxed Lo the sound wally, they -
will not be buil Therefors, it 15 very important that-you share your opiion with the Deparment of . .
Transpurtation. Pltase complete and retum the enclosed servey shoetin the provided, addressed enitlope. In <. * ¢ 4
crder to be covnted, the survey sheet must be signed by the property owner(s) and posimarked by no later than

June 15, 2006;

" The City af San Juan Caplatrano will be bylding » fofes sorkshona she Chs Couneil snd Parning Conpitsion
Bncvien sy cunpepls for_salls uny ourkangyy, forthe Oregs Highway Project. Yew arc invitad_to_thiy
Stmbalion g % dexy cmsvetuat nlins ambrsaderiagy of by wisving e and lsm miee ghosy the groied, A
representative from the California Depariment of Transportaties will anend the meeting 1o provide Infunnation .- .
#boul the sound walls and traffic noise. You fnny mall your survey iheet 1o us.without ariending the meriing,.
However, we encourage you 5o attend the meeting prior 16 compliting the survey sheet. The City"y worbishypy B -

. “May36, 2006, 7:00 PM -
‘ o City of Sani Juan Coplatianc, City Council Chambers . N N
32400 Paseo Adelanio, San Jusn Capistrane, CA 92675 E

1fyou have sny quenim please call Mx, Cindy Kreba of BonTens Cmsulli'n;ai {TH4) 4445195, s
. Reza Aurssteh, PRDPE g - ’ ’
Branch Chiel,- . M ) X ~k i Lo

Cali

ATTACHMENT 4:
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‘block wall will b-e considered for Sonstruction. o

'My property Bs Iacated wu‘nm iho am exphm:d abeve. {Plowss cherk mﬂy one ol the three “Yeu®

TY 1prefer thatwall K1 is NOT conirucied at any height of with any material.

Burvey Sheet
Forhumcowncrs between Czﬂe Entradero &via Cordova (Sound Wn]l‘ #!)
Onega Highway ?ro_]m Sound Waill:

Please complete this survey and ma!l ol

BonTerra Consulting

Atin: SR-74 Scundwali Surveyl5] KuEmus Tir,, Sulte E-200

Costn Mesn, CA 92626 -

This survey sheet is for propertics located on the south sind north side of Qrega Hng}away between

Calés Entradero & Via Cordova. Flease fook m the enclased acrial photograph, complete tke following, .

sign and retum ta the address above. . Lo

As an oplios, the Department .of: ‘rrmspommn and the City #e working ‘on the possibility of 2

transparent sound walf in Siew of a concrete block wall, If funding of the Nigher.cost of & transparent’

wail can. be arranped, -construction of % trmvparent wall will be- considered. Otherwise, & conortle .

fines)

L) ¥zs, Tam in favor.of the proposed sound wall # 1 only IFit is a transparent wall

{1 ¥es,1 am in favor of the propased sound wall 4.1 only if it is 4 concrte biock wall

£1 Yes,1am in favorol the proposed gound wall # .1 either as a fmansparcat wall or a concrets wall

f11 wouldd prefera . ft wall {please circls your chistes: 12 foot, 14 foo

[1™No,7 am not in faver of the proposed sound walll. . ¢ ~

"Pléase note that If a 16-R sownd wall is not possible beeouse of safety concerns, & 14t wall will be ’
construeted instéed, The final mn.dway dmgn will extablish this,

The property owaer should sign below:

Frint First, Last Marelay " Figanre
Steee! Address ol the Property- ' ) Dinte
- Gty Zip Cote
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[

" issues o5 requested by Caltrans:

4. Does the Clly concur with ellminating the existing sidewalk along the. north side of

v additienal cost of glass walis over the costof standard C%a}_lrar'ss-approve'd masonry
‘ blogk walls? . N
6. | . Hthe City prefers a glass sound-wali design for thé-sduth side of the highway, wil -

AGENDA(TEM ' - ‘ Hay 30, 2606

TO? Dave Adams, City Manager 9"‘ -

FROM:  Mally Bogh, Planning Director

SUia‘.}'ECT; Cnn;sidelratioa of Conceptual Design Altarngitives with Respect }o”’-si_mmd
walls, Retaining Walls, and Landgeaping for Caltrans’ Proposed Wideriing of
Ortega Highway {SR-74) from Calle Entradero ta the Eastery Gity Limit
RECOMMENGATION

tonduct the public worksﬁqp‘;-aw,._ i

kD

N foma &

B ]
L

By fotion: provide direstion-on.the propgsed bog‘oejituéfdiqésign'aﬁén’iaﬁyéa with respectto
design seclion, sound walls, retaining walls, and landscapirg for Caltrans propos_ed .
widening of Ortega Highivay (State Route-74) and provide responses to the following

1. 'Doesthe City concur with the proposed 70°-0° wide geometric design seclion for_ﬁw,:
Calle Erilradero-Avenida Siega road segment, and & 760" wide geometric design -
section for the Avenida:Siega-City Jimit road segment? N "

2. - Doas the City concur"wiih'reconsiructing the existing ebstbound right-tum lane curb

-+ welurn and sidewalk at Via Cordova? R e
3 Does the City concur with mainlaiming the 5 interSections within the City as. nan-
* . signalized. and free of ‘pedestian crossings, until such tuturé date that -signal’
. warants may Justify the heed for signalization? o y

Ortega Highway. from Caille Enfradero toVia Cordova, and retaining the existing

¢ multkpurpose trail along the Hurt Clib frortage?® .- .
5. 7 What is the City's preferred miatesial for sound walls on the south side. of Hhe
- Blghway? If the Clty prefers glass sound walls, -does the City agree to fund the

P

the Cily agree to accept maintenance responsibiiity. for these glass sound walls on
the south side of Ortega Highway? -~ = 0 o oot
. +Whatis the City's preferred material for retaining ‘walls on the nodh side of ive
8 Whatis the City's preferred landscaping conciopt for this northside of the highway?
* [fthis concept exceeds.nomal Calirans landscaping guidslines, will the City agree
. 1o tund the difference jncosty: -+ ¢ - o L n
9. . Wil the Gty sigree to maintain ail landseaping f6F the' project kocated within ity

™
I

"limits {including landacaping an retaininig ‘waﬁs):? T

B

e

Kl P
S ) P "
. . . 5 -
A S . o
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, Agends Reporl O o ; " Mey20, 2008 o
) . pag.e;z . . . . . — - ;:....,@
A Sl.'t';nmagi and Recommendafioh .
.. Thel California D;:partmen{ of Transboﬂailé;n hag proposed 1o wideén Orega |

Highway {SR-74) to four lanes with construciion of laft-tumn lanes, from Calle.
‘ Entraders o east of Anienio’ Parkway. Ranchd Mission Viejo Company In-
cooperalion with Callrans is preparing preliminary.design plans for the proposed
! widening of Orlega Mighway. While the City does not have any legal jurisciction over
. . = . the proposed project, Caltrans has invited the' City to. participate in the projoet’
design process in order 1o address City concermns regarding agsthetics along the

highway, designated as a scenic route in the City's General Plan.

Staff recemmends that the City Councll and Planning Commission conducta public

» workshop to provide direction tor Caltrans of the proposed concéptual design
" altematives with respect to proposed design concepls, including the rosdway
secﬁon, relaining walls, and landscaping -for Galtrans-proposed
. widening T Ufega Highway. . .

[

6. :  Backgroupd

In 2004 Caltraris provided cohceptual design plans fo the City for input on proposed
retaining walls and sound walls for the widening of Orlega Highway from 2 fanes io o

4 lanes east of Calle Entradere 1o the City fimits. Those design plans proposed 1o . @
construct aboul 1,500 Fnear feet of 120" 1o 15-0° high concrete retaining wafis

along the north side of Ortega Highway and about 3,400 linear feet of 1607 high

masonry sound wall along the south side. Slaff delermined that the proposed

retalning and sound walls had the potential to impact the scenic quality of the,

current roadway. comidor, whish provides views of the valley and ridgelines and a

rural amblance consistent with the General Flan. In an August 24, 2004 letter to

Assemblyman, Todd Spitzer, then-Mayar Joe Soto outlined the City’s-concemns
“8boit the project {see Attachment 1), . . .

Intesponseto the City's concerms Cattiang présented revised wall and landscaping
Ffans, but staff was unable to reach final agreement on the design concepts with
Callrans. At the same time, Rancho Mission Vigjo (RMV) Company moved ahead |
with plans for widening Ortega Highway within Planning Area 1 of The Ranch Pian,
and brdught tha parties fogether in an sffort to plan the highway widenfng in a
coordinated effort. Based on several meetings batween the City, the County; RMV

- @nd Caltrans in 2005, it was agreed that RMV would assist the City and Galtrans in

. Tinalizing the roadway secfion for the potiion of Ortaga Highway within the City fimits
in order to. provide 3 basis for identifying wall locations and helghts. The Clty
agreed.to retain RMV's landscape consultant, Land' Concam, in order to draft
design concepis for walls and landscaping which would. maintaln the City's scenic
characterwhile creating a uniform theme for thé Oriega corridor from 1-5to La Pala.
Callrans agreed to sccept the City's input regarding wall and landscape design for

®
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@ - . gonsideration in their environmeital dogument and final design plans:“The County

agreed o use funds alibsated to the Orlega Widening preject from the Ladera traffic
mitigatien in order to fund some of the up-front design costs . .

ERECE I

To assist §iaff and the: consultant it. exploring design concepts fof walls and
landscaping, -siaff formed an ad hioc advisory group consisting of threa City.
Commission members ingluding. Tony Solo; Transporiation. Commissioner, lise
Bywmes,. Cultural Heritage. Commissioner,. and Robed Cardoza; Planning
Commissioner and Design Review Committes member. Tho working group metfour
limes fo review eoficepts and provide input, T gy e s .

Environmantal Processing: The design.direction provided by tie ity Gounclland’ .
Planning Commission will assist Caltrans in the completing the Envirgrmental

dwpact ReporVEnviconmental. bmpal Study for the proposed project, The ‘City's: -

“desiga-direction-will be hiEtiporated into preparation of the "aesthelics™ section of
; the envirenmental documentation by Caltrans. No additional envirdnmental foview -
- - of the Cily's reccmmendations is necessary: - o N

D.. Pi&|ctﬁhacrigﬁe§n;, P— : o ’ 2 e

" The projact consists of the groposed widening of Orteg Highway fiom tio lahes'to
tour lanes from the existing fourfane road section.near-Calle Enlradens'to east of

» - K

.

Antonio Parkway/La Pata. The Cily is'focusing its yeview on ihat'segment of the-

project siluated within the City, The project proposes the following elemefits:-

@ = Maintalning the existing south edge of Ortega Righway ot the presenticurb
line, maintaining the existing sidewalk and landscaped parkway, and erecling:
sound walls in three locations to "block noise from adjacént sesidential

,  neighborhoods, . Soand walt heights would vary frofn 12 016 feet, ©

*  Widening .the roadway by adding two .additional travel- lanes - and ‘g -
continutiis lefl tuin lane, snd taking additional right-of-way on tha notth side
ofthehighway.. .. " cp o e g s

. Constiucting 126" 1:18%0" retaining walls a8 three different locationgalong® ™’

. L - ol-way to accommodate the proposed road widening.'s. 1o x e woy ]
T *-, . Reconstrucling existing private diiveway entrances alongthe noith side o -
. maintaingmess1q,exisﬁng.hom_és;:_ L A

» Landscaping slong the north side of Ortega Highway., -

the north side of Ortega Highway at ibe edge of the existing/proposed right; )

. In & letler to the City dated May 4, 2005 Caltrans reqiested that the City provide
. direclion or design eoncurtence ori several aspects of the proposed project (sae
Atachment 2}, as summarized below: .

1. The propased 700" wide geometiic dasign section for the Calle Entradero-
Avenida Siega road segment. A . )
. 2. 'The prapesed 76'-0" widé geometdc design section for the Avenida Siega-
. Clty limit road segment, =~

sl
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. The proposed reconstmc!mn of the existing eastbound right turn lane r:urb
return and sidewalk at Via Cordova, -
Maintaining the existing 5 miersedwns within the City as non—sngnal:zed and
free- of pedestrian crossings.
Eliminaling the existing sidewnlk along the nonth side of Ortega Highway
from Calle Enlradero to Via Cordova.
City accaplance of responsibility for maintaining any glass sound walls {or
having the corresponding Homeowners Association maintaln the walls).
City acceplance of responsiility for maintaining all fandscaping including
retaining wall landscaging within the-City.. . -

N oo W

[ Issue: & Slaff Analﬁis PR -
NorthSide [mpmvements § v S

Caltrans pmposed w:demng pro;ec! wih occdr pnmaniy along the’ north side of Oriega .
" Highway. Retaining walls are proposed at three locations along the north side of Ortega
Highway. About 380 Enear feet of 120" to 150 high retaining wall is proposed betweer
- Paim Hil Drive and the private enfrance across from Via Cristal along Ortegn, An additionat
B 150 linear jeet of Telaining wall is propossd alang the nenth edge of Palm Hill Drive. While
. the plans depict-a potential 20 fool wide parkway:fof landscaping, the seclions depict
minimuen 507, About 240 finear.feet of 120" to'150" tigh rataining wall Is proposed
along the slepe across from Via Emecarté: The layaul plans also depicl'a 20 foot wide
parkway but the sections show minimum $™-0°, The mst significant retaining wallls a 600
! ) linear faot 15"0" ta 180" high rétaining wall proposed between Shade Tree Lane and the
ool most sasterly private entrance near the Gity kmit, The.phans depml # 10fool wide parkway

: at this location but the sections agaia showa mmtmum 5‘-0'

While the existing s»dewn!k in the viclity of- Hunt cmb worikd be ehmmaled ‘the emstmg
equestrian (multi-pumpose) trail woukl be retained, Several roads and privete dnves would
be reconstructed as a result of widening and the grades (steepness) would increase,
Callrans plans propose to ngreasa the Palm Hill Drive grade from about 16, 7%.10 23.0%
and the exrslmg easledy prrvate dtive Imm 15 O% to 21 1%.’

Saaﬁ i?ae consunanl and !hc ad hoc comrnrttee mvlewed ‘several desrgn cancepts forthe

. . proposed relaining -waile, inctuding the Caltrans-standard wall design, & decoralive

i masonty tiock, a stepped wali with landscaping, and a reinforced gunite wall designed to
. 100k tike native rock, These concepls are symmarized in the following tabls,

. . K
o

~
P
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Retammg Waﬂ Dasxign Concepl:s Cx g RS B o
"§ Option 1a: Standard |« .7his Caltrans standard refaining wail consists of a ocmcrele  pourad-
Caltrans . Retaliingt  in-place wall system. Theexisling retalriing wali slong the north side
Wall, . . . ~ of Oriega between the 15 norihbolind on-ramp and Rancho Viejo

“fractured-fin” fnish to glvn  the wall 4 textured appearance,
The Callrans standard rela:nms wall is functional but provides no

Qption. 1b; Standard
Celirans Masonry

(with Sack-Finish) -

2, PN

Block Relammg Wall

-

- cowld blend into the Mission theme und becomé less visible than

- the appearante of ayiadobe wall, The paint finish would probably
" eonsistof an ‘earthione eolor. ry,mcarof the Mission buﬂdings which

This Caltrans slandard relaining wal cansists of o concrete block
‘walland providés a mote aes{hahc nppeamnne thanthe poured—m-
place wall systém.. < -

This retaining wall with s pias!erad anid painted finish walld oonvcy

“would' cumpbmun! the iandscape paletts of the cormidor: - .
Thig mm;ept Wwais éed pdjacehito the Rancho Madrina housing |
project on Ranchs Viejo Road. {f properly landscaped, this concept

“some of the other alternstives.

Opfion 2a: Single Wall
System with Rivet-rock
Form Liner,

*

The "River-ock Form linar retamrnn wall concepl, as the nome
impties, involves the use of a *forriiner in the concrate wall forms:
whigh create a 'fiver-roc): 2opeagance.. An examgle of this wall.
system accurs alohythe west side 5 In 8an Diege County northof |
the'Son Diego ciiy limits., -

This design approach reflects lhe rock matenals found in. other
areas of the City. such as Stone Field, However, unless the
trealmenl i dene “corefifly, it may convey. @il unauthentic’
appaarance. The form liner approach resulls'in a high degrea of
uniformily” i3 material, -color, and ‘surface varialion’ which,
distinguishes -it from, a mmnlng wall with 2 fivar-tock fat;ade
(Vlnmar}
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Option 2b: Single Wall *. The gunite-fazed retaining wall systemwouklinvolve the installation |, -
System with Gunfle [ of steel meshwith slope tie-backs to which sartti-loned gunite would |
| Faux Rockseape.. [ bé applied. The gunitp would be harid-troweled to.convey the
ooty ' appearance of a rock outcropping. While the technique is labor
" : “inlensive and éxpensive, it efféctively conveys e natural
- A@ppearance, Two local axamples of the effective use of *gunite faux
. fockscape” inchude (1) the blulfs along the norh sige of Coast
R Highway In San Clemente between Camino Capistrano anid Avenida |, -
A Fico, and (2} the slope slong the noith side of Pacific Coast o
K e Highway (PCH) in Dana Point just south of Crown Valley Parkway. |
IR © |+ The use of "gunite faux rockscape® in these tvo locations refects |
- thie coastal geclogy whare exposed Fock facas occur 43 a resull of
.. waler and wind erosion. However, exposed rock bluffs. is.not o
N . .|-... gecldgi fEntute common in San Juan Caplstranc snd therefore is
L » | . notgenetally appropriate witkin the City, In.addition, thé treatment
” o I8 more éxpensive than other wall designt. . B
Oplion 3! Twodiered [+ The Two licred Wall System would provide # mid-wall break to

E

B Wall System {fiver rock. sccommodale Jatkdscaping so that 312%0" retaining wall coudd ta
B farm fineror gunite taux .~ constructed as fwo €'-0° waills or an18"-0" high retaining waft could

| rockscaps} be constiucied as two 9-07 walld, Inilerms of visuatimpact of the

. retaining wall, the two-liered System could Be superior o 1 single

. wall'systar if right-of-way were no conatraint to design. Howaver,
existing residenial development along the notth side of Orega
.| Highway limis the ability to exgand the orea of right-of-way,
P} " Thia conceptwould eliher require additional pubiic ight-of-way from
adjoining private properties-or wouk! result In & reduced parioway
widlh et the tase of the retairing wall. The ad hoc committee felt |-
h that providing adequate landscaping at the fop and base of he walis
' neceasary, The 2iered wall design may not allow this given right

Sy

. of way constraints. .
Landscaping ~ T« "The ad noc commiliee recemmentiad covering a5 much of the

: - refaining walls 55 possible with vines-and lendscsping. |, | .
*  Inareas without ratalning walls, the commihies recommended use of
Calfomis native plant materal, including breos {per. Caltrans:
slandards) where possible, 1o be epaced in natura) groupings with
shrub massing and ground cover.

Sourth Side Improvements,

[ R . .
While ihe proposed widening project ocears primarily akng the north side of Ortega
. Highway, improvements are also proposed to the south side. The most significant
- Proposed improvernents to the south side of the road include three segments of proposed
> sound wall with & maximum heighl ©f 120" to 16%-0%, Proposed: sound walls, would be
constructed between Calle Enlradero and Via Cordova {about 730 linear foet), betwean Via
Cerdova and Via Cristal {about 710 finear feet), and between Via Cristal and Via Erecatte
(1,170 finear feat), Calirans-does nol propose a sound wall between Via Errecarté and
Avenida Siega, nor east of Avenida Siega. According to Calirans gukiefines, sound walls,
are constricted only In areas whare they will reduce noige levels by atieast 5 decibels. The.
proposed sound walls would be situated along the outside of the parkway.so as to
- -ascommodate the existing sidewalk and 50" wide landscape area.

s
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The existing sidewalk would be mainfained and a new sidewalk wouid be constiucted frori.-
Avenida Siegato the City limit. An eastbound right-turn lane would be constricted at Via
Cordova which wouid atso requiire replacement of the existing sidewalk. Between Avénida
Siega/Shadelree and the City imit, the proposed road widening woukl otcur atmost eqpally
to both the north and south sides of the road, L

Staff, thie consukant and the ad hoc commities reviewed two design concepls for. the
- proposed sound walls including the Callrans standard masonry sound-wall design and

.combination giass and masonry sound wall design. These concepls are summarized in the
following table, '

B
S s

Sound wail Design Concepts NS N : [
Option 1: Masonry & [ Tha, Masanry & glass sound wall would consist oftha instaliotion of |
glass soundwafl ** * 1 | giass wall panele abuvé existing masonry walls. - The glass panels
T Tl “would be ssif-suppering on steef posis embedded in-coricrete
footings. There would. be no additionsl Bearing wejght bn-the.

* edsling property owneHOA walls, ., A
X * Along the ‘ensterdy portions of the wideniny area,. existing wafl{-
S -]’ heighls are vardable! In those sreps, a scolid wall .would b
Yo + *- £onsiucted adjacent Yo the exsting walls and topped with glass |
2. +r panels,r Y - . " L
L e « |+ The use of glass.acund wall'panels would mainlzin'the éxisting
o views of the sottherly his and San Juan Creek Volley from aong
tho Ortega comider, and provide light and transparency for adjacent
: residents, avolding 5 tunnel-ike look, . :
Calrans  standard | “The "Catratis standacd masorry soung wall woid consist of tha
masonry.sound wall | * “insfallafion of a’solid masonry wallof 120" 1o 160" foof high.. ~
P T e Thestandaid masonrg wal wouid bidck all Adgetine-and San Juan v -
2 R o " Cfeek valley vibws to th south of the Orlega corrider, ;«.ras . -], &
Landscaping ™ - ‘§*  Puartkway landscaping on the south side. of the highway already-
. R exisis adjacent to residential subdivisioris. Exfsling landscaping
generally contalns turf, shrubs and ees. There is no proposal by |
[FE TN Laltrang 10 replace this lardscaping. Any new landscaping i this |,
froem facow.of T woowouid be oithe Citys experise. < e, . or fTC
i * Thead hoc committoa recommendsed that this area be repianted ot

[

Deme oL MJ - ~-%0me polnt with & more natural plant paletls ‘simitar to that used:at {
i, 1 . the Rancho Madrine project on RanchoVigjoRoad, - 7% |~

- . T N w we
. s N » P § : ¢

in addition 10, 16 Wall and landstaging concapts outlined above, the Gity' Enginéering
Department has reviewed the design plins. and .has-no comments on the proposed -
roadway 6ross seclions. However, Engineering stafl identified the following fsues which
shouki be addressed in the final design:
.. R R T S LI R L ° oo
1. The desigh should clarlfy whether exisiing utilities will be under:grounded; “Thé
¢ . Fecommands undergrounding of utilifies as part of the widening project.? *

R N T L

pR
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| , 2. The design, bidding and consiruction of the road impioverients should be @

H . coordinaled with the City Water Department toaccommodate instaliation of 8 12-
: . ~ inch water line from Antonlo Parkway to Toyon Drivé, iri-order 10 avekd the siced for
., Subsequent road. closures and Jdrenching after the road widening' preject is |
i « completed. The City will use the same engineer (HOR) for design of the waler fine
project as Callrans is using for roadway design, The City requests that.Caitrans
infegraie the Clty Water Department into the bidding and conslruction process, such
. thallhe plans and specifications for the water line ace part of the same bid package
;3% the road improvements, thal the same contractor is awarded both projects, and
5 thatbid amounts for both components of theproject are considered inthe award of
. tontract, .. ) .
3. The Cify heeds an equesirian crossing of Ortega Highway to connact irail systems
- north and south of the highway. The City Is curmently evaluating the feasiblity of . |
using the La Novia signal to siccommodate.an equestrian crossing. However, ihe . i -
City wants to setain the future cpfion fo establish an equestdan crossing al Erecarte
. orVia Cristal. 2 2 ) - )
4. The preliminaty design proposes toincrease the grade {sleepness) of the Palm Hill-
Drive access road from 16,7% 1o 23.0% arid of the exisling easterly private enfrance
i from 15.0% t0.21.1%. The existing and proposed.grades exceed Crange County
i . Fire Authority {OCFA) standards., The proposed private street and privale driveway
i . grades cannot exce=d the existing grades where the existing grades presently
) exceed OCFA standards for emergency vehicle and fife apparatus accessibility.

FINANCIAL ' - : ' : ;e
The cost of retaining Land Concerin 10 aasist in developing praferred gasign concepts for - . :
the Oftega Widening Project is not to exceed $20,000, The Counly has agreed 1o
reimbuise the City for the cost of this work hrough a cotperation agreement regarding
Ortega Highway Improvements, Therefore, there is no fiscal impact to the City from tha’
process of developing design recommendations. " :

‘HDR Engineering has prepared constiuction cost estimate for thé various types of
. Tetaining walls and sourid walis, The estimales provide & Yough, order-of-magnitude cost
comparison of the various alternalives under consideration (see Attachment 3). Should the )
City recommend design-altematives-which require additional expense above and beyond
the Caltrang standard designs, the City would be expeded to cover the addiipnal cost. .

For non-standard refuining walls, Catirens expects the City to pay-for the additiorial -
construction cost which exceeds the basic Calirans wall design standard, However,
Caltrans would be responsiblé for maintaining the retaining walls. The retaining wall with' -,
sack-finish design for north side retaining walls would increase the canstruction cost, The
City bas-requested HDR Engineering to provide a cost eslimaté, : ' ’

* Fornon-standard sdund walfs (glass and mesonsy), Calirans expects the City to pay the *
. dHference between the cost of such walls and the Caltrans staridard mesonry sound wall,
- and also maintain the sound walls. The financialimpact s bnknidwn at this point, bt could

be significant. HDR estimates that the glass-inasonry sound wall could add 30610 $1.2
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altemative is unknown.

The City presentty has responsibility for maintaining fandscaping along the soth side of
Orega Highway between Via Cardova and Avenida Siega. Stafl will provide estimates of
annual landscape maintenance cost atthe workshop. Calirans has requested that the City
malntaln alf landscaping on the notth and south sides (ingl

The annual cost of this maintenanceiis unknown,

PUBLIC NOTiFICATIQN

Although this workshop is rist a public heairing; the Cily has maied & pubilic néeting notice
by fist-class maitio all owners of real property (as fisted on the latest Orange County Real
Property Tax Assessmint rolls sitiated within five-hundred (500} feet.of the project. The
meeting aganda hos been Posted consistent with State law and City policy, . -

Caltrans alfo mailed a sound wall survey to potentially sffecled properly owners along the
Ontega Highway Corridor to delermine thair praferences with respect lo scund wall heights
and freaiments {5ee Attachrnent 4}, That'sorvey included reference 16 the City's public
wotkshop this avening. Consequently, soms meeting attendees may have received notics

via the Caitrans survey,

P

millicn to the-consinuction-tost, The mainlenance cost for lhe‘_glass'-ﬁiasoniy's'od;id_vgﬁlf‘

uding on the retaining walls),.
VIERE

»
v

&

e
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c_ori:dum_ the public workshap; and,

RECOMMENDATION

-
i’

8y fr;qtion: ihat the Cy Councll ‘ang Planyning' Comtmisafon condind a publicwotkshop and
provide direction on the proposed conceplual design sitemalives with respact to sound walis,
tetaining walls, and fandscaping for Caltrans proposed widening of Ortega Highway (State

Roule-74} and provide responses to the following kssues as requesied by.Calizans:

Eas

o - . L "
. Does the City concur with the proposed 700" wide geomelric design section for the

Calle Entradero-Avenida Siega. road segment, and & 75-0° wide geometric design
seclion Tor the Avenide Slega-City limit read segment? L )
Does the Cily concur with reconstiucting ﬁ;e.exilsﬁn‘g_ eastbound rightfumn ane curh

* et and sidewalk at Vis Cordova? 7

Doss the City concur with tnaintaining the 5 intersections within thie City as non-
signalized and free of pedestrian crossings, until such future dale that signal warrants,
may justify the need for signalization? -+ .

- Does the City concur with eliminaling the existing sidewalk slong the northside of Orlega

Highway from Calle Entraderg o Via Cordeva, and retaining the exiting mulli-purpose
frait along the Hund Chib frontageé? -~ . i '
Whatis the Clty's preferred material for sound walls on {he south side of the highway? If

the City prefers glass sound walls, does the City agree to fund the additional cost of

gioss walls over the cost of stendard Caltrans-approvad masonry block walls?

If the City prefers a glass sbund wakt design for the seuth side of the highway, will the

City agree to accept mainteniance responsibiiity for these glass sound walls on the.south

side of Orlega Highway? ) . N

Whal is the City's preferred materiaifor retaining walls an the north side of the highway?

Yhat is he City's preferred landscaping cencepl for the rorih side of the highway? If

this concepl exceeds normal Caltrans landscaping gukielines, wilt thie Gy agree fo-fund

the difference in cost? .

Will the City agree 1o maintain afl landscaping for the project located within Gity Fmits

{including landscaping on retaining wals)? ) :

Respectfully submitied, ' ' Prépared by,

mgh ’ Willia;; Ramsey, AW

Planning Director’ Principal Planner
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Enqlosurm Ortega Highway Retainin

provided under separale
Aﬂachments* »

g wanliaﬁd,_gdﬁn;i'w;m,mw Simulations {m e
5 g _ .

1
2
3.
4. Calltans Orlega Highway

< August 24, 2004 letter fmm then MayorJae Soto toAsaemblymanTndd Spnzer, N
. May_4 2008 Letter from Jim Ball, Calirans to Dave Adams, City Manager,
Retaining Wall and Sound Wai Conishoction Cost Estrmates by HDR.

.Sound Wa]l Suwey dated May 12, 2008.
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June §, 2006

Ahmed Abou—Abdou P.E. Project Manager
Department of Transporiation

District 12 '

3337 Michelson Drive

ivine, CA 926121699

Subject: Consideration of Conceplual Design Atematives with Respect to Sound
Wells, Retaining Walls, and Landscaplng Related 1o Caltrans' Proposed
Widening of Ortega Highway (SR-74) from Calle Entredero 1o
the Easterly City Limits (§20.20)

Mr. Abou-Abdow:

This letter Is in respense to your corespondence o the City dated May 4, 2006
requesting City input on various design features for the Lower Orlega Widening Project,
Thank you for the opporiunity to provide input in the design of the project. On May 30,
2006, the City Council and Planning Commission of the City of San Juan Capistrana
conducted a joint public workshop to review conceplual design altematives related to
Caltrans’ propused widening of Ortega Highway within the City. The proposed widening
would extend from Calle Entradero eastery to a point about 0.4 miles east of Antoriio
Parkway/La Pata Avenue; however, the Cily has limited its review fo that portion of the
project Jocated within the City's corporate jimits.

In your letter you requested City concurrence on several aspects of the project design.
At the May 30, 2006 joint workshop. the City Coundll and Planning Commission
discussed the following issues and gave direction o staff as described telow:

1. The City Council and-Planning Commission concurred with the Caltrans proposal
- for a 70°-0" wide geometric design section for the Calle Entradero-Avenida Siega
road segment; the proposed 76-0" wide geometric design section for the
Avenida Siega-City imit road segment; and the proposal io reconstruct the
sxisling sastbound, right-furn lans curb return and sidewalk at Via Cordova.

2. Regarding signalized crossings on this portion cf Oriega Hg"away, your lefter
proposed that Calle Entradsro, Vie Cordova, Via Crystal, Via Ermecase, and
Avenida Siega wadld yemain non-signalized ant free of padestran crossings.

'~ The City Council and Planning Commission Indicated that at lees! one signalized

Sar Juan Capistranc: Preserving the Past 1o Enhance the Future
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Ahmed Abou-Abdoy, P.E.

Callrans, Dislrict 12 2 . . . ':June's-, 2008,
intersection and pedestian/equesirian crossing is needed in this ares, notlng @
that the City. would fund any traffic signal that did not meet establtshed s.gnai
warrants.

3. The City Council and Pfannmg Commission concurred With the proposed
removal of the existing sidewalk along the north side of Ortega Highway between
Calle Entradero and Via Cordova, and with no proposed construclion of new
sidewalk on the north side of Ortega Highway, The existing sidewalk on the
south side of the highway would remain and be extended east of Avenida Siega
1o the City limits. Although ihe Planning Commission and City Counicit concurred
with the need for sidewalks on only the south side of the highway in this area,
. they relierated the need for a future signalized pedestrisn crossing.

4. The City Council'and Planning Commission concurred that sound walls on tha
south side of the highway should be designead to be aesthetically compatible with
the scenic highway. designation in the General Plan. Various materials were
discussed, including glass and masonry block with sacked finish. General
consensus was reached that more study of sound wall materials is needed to
address both aesthetics and sound reduction {including sound deflection to
properties on the nerih side of Orlega Highway), and ackrowledging the City's
willingnass to fund the cost of aesthetic sound wall treatmentsimaterals that
exceed Caltrans standards. The environmental document prepared by Caltrans
Tor the project should evaluate and propose mitigation for both the direct traffic @
noise impacts to homes along the south side and indirect noise impacls
{reflected nois€) te homes along the norih side of the highway.

S, The Cily Council indicated general consensus that the City is willing to fund
maintenance of glass sound walls or other sound walls that exceed Caltrans
standards, provided that such materials can reduce socund deflection affecting
residgences on the north side of the highway.

6. The Cily Council and Planning Commission reached gereral consensus that for
retaining walls on north side of Ortega Highway, faux rock is the preferred
material; except that i the walls can be completely covered with iandscape
material such as vines, another material may be acceptable. A batter wall would
be preferable to a vertical wall,

7. The Cily Couneil and Planning Commission direcled that landscaping along the
north side of Ortega Highway shouid consist primarily of drought tolerant, native
or historical California plant materials. The City s open to funding any cost
- differential between thts type of plant material and. Caltrans .standard planting
plans.
8. Tﬁe City Counci[ indicated a general consensus that the City wou]d;agree o
maintain all landscaping for the project locaied within City limits, ‘%
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« Ahmed Abou-Abdou, P.E,
Caltrans. District 12 3 June 6, 2008

: In addition to the’ above design-related issues for Which Caltrans has sought
: concurrence, the City has identified the following issues which should be addressed.

a.  The design should clarify whether existing utilides will be under-grounded. The

" City recommends undergrounding of overhead utilities as part of the Orega
Highway widening project.

b, The design, bidding and construction of the road improvements need to be

coordinated with the City Water Department o accommodate installation of a 12-
inch water line from Antonio Parkway to Toyon Drive, in order to avoid the need
for subsequent road closures and trenching after the road widening project is
completed. The City will use the same engineer (HDR) for deslgn of the water
line project as Callrans is using for roadway design. The City requests that
Caltrans inlegrate the City Wate? Department into ‘ihe bidding and construction
process, such that the plans and spedifications for the water line are part of the
same bid package as the read improvements, that the same contractor is
awarded both projects, and that bid amounts for both components of the project
are considered in the award of contract.

c. The City needs an equestrian crossing of Criega Highway to conpect trail
systems narth and south of the-highway. The City is cumently evaluating the
feasibility of using the La Novia signal to accommodate an equestrian crossing.
However, the City wants to retain the future option to establish an eguestrian
crossing at Errecarte or Via Cristal. ’

d. The preliminary design proposes to Increase the grade (steepness) of the Palm
Hill Drive accass road from 16.7% to 22.0% and of the existing easterly private
entrance from 15.0% to 21.1%. The exisfing and proposed grades exceed the
Orange Counly Fire Authority (OCFA} standard which we understand is a
maximum 15.0% grade. The proposed street and driveway grades cannat
exceed the existing grades where the existing grades already exceed OGFA
standards for emergency vehicle and fire apparatus.

e. The City supports the provision of bicycle faciliies in corformance with the
Qrange County Transportation Authority {QCTA) Commuter Bikeways Strategic
Plan {CBSP).

The City Council and Planning Commissicn greatly appreciaied the opporiunity aforded
by Gaitraps to review the projsci, take public input, consider design alternatives, and
provide recommendations to Calirans for completing the design and environmental work
for the Lower Orlega Widening Project. in particular, Mayor Swerdlin has asked that
thanks be exiended fo District Direclor Cindy Quon and’ all members of the Calrans
staff involved in this project. for creating a process that invited City input on context
sensitive. design within San Juan Capisirano, - - e

@
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Ahmed Abou-Akdou, P.E.
Calirans, District 12 4 June 8, 2006

Please feel flee to call me at (948) 4436323 with any questions sbout this letter or the @
City’s recommendations on the project.

Sincerely,

Molly B g

Planning Director

et Davs Adams, Clty Menager
Wiliiam Huber, Asslstant Gity Manager
Nasser Abbaszadeh, Engineesing & Buiiding Director
Brian Perry, Senior Civil Engineer
Alan Oswald, Senlor Engineer-Traffic
William Ramsey, AICP, Principal Planner
Planning Commissian
lIse Byrnes, Parks, Recraaticn, & Equestrian Commissioner
Tony Sote, Transpertation Commissionar
Reza Aurasleh, PhD, P.E., Caltrans, District §2
Mili Lim, P.E., Caltrans District 12 -
Cesdee Martinez, L.A., Caltrans District 12 @
Jaff Thompson, Rancho Mission Viejo
Lzura Eisenberg, Ranche Mission Viejo
Bill Bennett, HOR, Enginsering
Mike Sweeny, LA, Land Concern
Kathleen Brady, BonTerra Consulting
Cindy Krebs, BoriTerra Consulting
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
3337 MICHELSON DRIVESUITE 380

IRVINE, CAYZE1 28594

FHONE 1999). 7242007 - ; ek
EAX (53037341010 s
TEY S0 THTELS R

Augast 21, 2006

M. Molly Bogh, Fianning Director
City of San Juan Cupistruno

32406 Pasco Addlanto

SunJuas Capistcang, CAR2GES

Suhject: Lower Oritga Highway Widening Project (EA 12-08690D}
Sgund Wall Type

Dear Ms. Bogly:

As you aee awarg, the Bepnriment condueted.a sound wall survey for the Lewer Oitena Highway
widasing project W May 2006, Wi are pleased fo infosmuvou that the resolts of the sound wall surveys
have bess.cotnpiied md analvzed: Over 4% of ihe respondents ure n favorol sound walls, Jo regards
1 the type of sound walls, 13%preferved glass wails, 19% profumed concerte walls, anid 6825 indicated
no preference. Since dver 50% are in favor of Me sound walls. the projetr is régtied to have sound
walls in accorduncevith fhe Department’s noise abarement protacol. Adiitiomally, w comply with the
desire of the residents, the wuils should be matke of concre e noa-transpargat Toaterizl.

i your fetler dued June 6, 2086, Paragraph 4 states that “.anore study of sound wall iatedals is
needed to wddress bot acsthetios and sound reduction Goeluding sound dufloetion ko propestics on the
north-side of Greega Highway) and acknowledging the City'swillingncss 1o find th cost-oluesthetic
sound voall tresmtmentsmatesials thiat exceed Caltrans. standirds..™ Pamgraph 3 further stales that™. . the
Chy iy willing to fond maintenines of glass sound wails or éther sotud walls thut exceed Caltans
standards, provided thatsuch materials con reduee sound defleciton ailfecting residences o the neith
sideol the highway,”

I resposise o your-coneerns in aestholics and sound defleciion, we have ideniified twa sound sbsorbiniy
wall sysiemg for vour tonsidemtion: QUILITES Noiye Darriors, , wnd Souwnd Fighter® LSE Noise
Barrfer Wall System. These products sre zmonyg the Departiment’s curront list of pre-quatitied sound
wall systems. The consiraction delails for the specific preject application nesd, tbe reviewed and
approved by the Depiitment’s Office of Struciare Desiga.

Among the two produels $isted, Sound Fighter® LSE Noise Barrier has the best soundd absorbing
cipatbility; {Aceording to the manufaeturer, iy husa very high ubsorptive valve snd it weighs
approxinnitely 5.0 TbsAsqlny. -QUILITER welghs approximately 6 b./sqft. but s not § transparent wall.
Botl systams require some additional structural support. Additional strocturml-support reguirensents may
resultUin more constriclion impacis to the south side parkway. Among e two types of walls, only
QUILITED nifows nafirs) Huht pencteation and the manufacturer cloims that it reduces reffecred foise
by amore thany 60%. Astached please seesome sample apphications of these sound wall systems. More

AT detailed information on hesewalls can be fouwid on e following wib sits.
5‘%’% s quilite. comhishway bl and wwwsound Hubier.comfwalihtm
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Please nete that refledtive noise reductions indicated here dre,claimed by manufizcurer, Caltrans hoy not
verifted these clsims by actual fickd measurements.

“The Falloting are two other pre-qualified noise baier systems webshes, These are souid bariers.and
net sound absorption type.

Crrsopite Sound Barrter con be found § IutpHwww carsonite com/

Porto-Wall Systens Sound wall can be found @ www,port-o-wall com

Theweb site for Pre-qualifiod Paragles material is hupdwepaepulassoundstopgon
This muterial #s trunsporent but dees not reduce reffected poise,

Fince these sound walls will be lozuted svithinright o way under Cliy jurisdistion, the Department will
absodve wifling W sopport other wali type that City determdnes fiasible provided that it meets al
Dupartment requirements for nefse wlienvotion, and is approved by Caltrans structurel engineers.
However, the height and tength of the walls hive nfréady Deen estoblished 1o be 14 for sound wall

No. §, 16" for the soand widt No, 2, and 16" for soundwall No, 3, according wothe July 20, 2006
memorandun from Caktraus®* Environmental Engineering {copy attached),

T t¢lation to the sound wall maierial, the soead wall survey refiects the desire o the tesponilents,
According to the siryey, more poople prefer o conicrete wall vegsus 2 transporent wadl, As such i the
City prefors ransparent will, we suggest that the City contact thase resrdents, Caltrany will be happy to
provide the sddress of property awners who prefer concrete wall,

A5 you wre mwvare. this. prajeer s progressing on an aceclerated pasis, The following itens need to bir
addressed tn order for (bé praject to proceed os planned:

1y City needs to notify fire Deparnnient in weiting its selecticn of the sound wall type sind zesthetic

ireatment by Seprember 39, 2000,

Thark you for your support o9 s impuriant project. Shouid you have further questions, please foel
free o vontact mat (949) 724-2768.

Siz:cc_t_'cj)’.\__._.‘._u___*_ .

ahsmed Abou-Abdou, PE, PMP
Project Mansper
Calieans, District 12

Cer William Huber, Ciry of SIC
Hemy Pérsaud, Counly of Omnge
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Poge 5
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X ameid  Cin, Kl 2,

Te: \aic-zinbers of the 'City Couneit »
We are menchers of a comeitiee wvclvui in information collectio, discusiion and
calleci.n ¢ aclion regarding sore ‘mportant fssues nﬁfecun,, the Cliy

“Ve are horeby submitting 2 sec of petitions to the Cou:v-:l thal ask for ycur restrain iis
connection \vxtju , . ;

1. The wide ning: of’ ihe Dn%ﬁhphwny where it already consists of four lanes

2. “The crection of soundwalls on the douth side of the Griggm

3. The removet of any mitire trees and the ex;sung sndawalk’ oy thé srorih s:ac af
{he Oriega’

4. The constraction ofa cloveﬂmf smerchangc i the mtcrsccurm of e 0; tege and the )
5 . .

Thus,far, close io 275 rcmdcmsjmvc signed the pcimous :\rd w* ave receiving dmly cally

for copies 7o a(idmonul s;g:mﬁucs are suie o come, .

Bertmd I, I-‘alc Spokespergom
. 30981 Steeplechaye Drive ™. K
San Tean Capistrano, CA 92675
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b e *Petifionfo the City Councll of San Juan Capistrane =~ - TR
E S I___;pno-uf:on to t}mW!denmgof Qrtega and New¥~mf€3rieg -
A ' }'nferch.mg . o

4 s

- a

We, the undersngneci mxdentﬁ of San Juan Capxstrnno, hereby réquest

the members of our City Conueil #o use all available means to stop. .
turning Orlt,ga fhghwny mtu a “d nveway to the I-5 for szu'rou_ndmg T
communiﬁm - " o )

P

Gpeclﬁc.nlly, “e oppore the cu:‘mn{: plnns of Calfmns ‘to widen Ortegm '
Highway and build 3 massive new. 1-5/Ortega Interchange. We call on
the Cify Council o stop spending our tax dollars to acilitate thdse
projects mnd inform Caltraus that i needs to buildA improve ofher acteds’
. points to the L5  before fha City w I cousider suoportmg the mdcnmg of -
f . Ortcg.} and'the new in tcrc}mnge. . s .
The pmposcd Or tega/i-5 tater change i nmprm ements are e*frcmely -
destructive of the chatacter of San Jnan and our histeric downtown, |
and will merely attrmeta great deal more truffic to use our Cityasa .
drivewny to the I-5, further déegrading avteris] strast trafficand cansing
Bigger heads ches foi the citizens and businesses: of our towsi, The
proposed sound walfs will cresfe 5 “tunnoling offeet” on Dxiega, destroy
the rural ehamctcr and-numerons tvees lining Ortega, and badly
< degrade the quaiity of Hfe for Kterally thonsands of our residonts. We'
. showld be insisting that Qrtegs and the snterchange CANNOT e~
acceptably Impréved to. meet the irafffc noeds of 2030 and therefore
Celirans must lnok atotber aliernatives fo handle the regional iraﬁ' ic n
access pomrs for the 1-5 other ﬂmn Ortega. : - ’

Y

The C;fy zeeds to make findi mgs that Orteg:x Hzghway and t}w Orlcgn
inlerchange cannot beay the brunt of the inercased traffic aceessing the

C 15 4.{}30 due to the negative impact ou our Ristovie downtown and -
our vesidents along the Oricga corvidor. Therefore, CALTRANS must
focus on alfernative access points'ta the J-5 (such as Stonehill, Avery,
Blc.). and the City should only support limited changts to Ortega that . .
will fiot add sound walls, destroy trees, nor add “elovericafy™to the’

- inferchange. The rural entryway frony the East necds fo be preserved oy
it {5 the !mf enfrance tu our City that reﬂmcts our mral, small-village
Lharacler. . e s ; .

-

®
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A RECAP OF THE MEETING HELD ON 10/24/06

LOCATION: MEETING WAS HELD AT City offices 2831411 La Matanza

ATTENDEES: Representing the City Of San Juan Capistrano were Mayor David
Swerdlin, Assistant City Manager William Huber, and Engincering and Building
Brivector Nasser Abbaszadeh,

Representing a wide part of the eommunities on both the north and south sides of
the Ortega were 20 individuals including:

Ed Dahlen, Lenuic DeCars, Bernle Hale, Suzanne McCardle, Don Merkle, Gail
Fayad, Rence Ritchie, Mark Reitmann, Susun Turner, Mounigue Rea, Terry
McCurdle, Cheryl Trotsky, Mark Nielsen, Art Cusolito, Dick McEwen, Ciciand
Fred Bacry; & Charles Rea

ISSUES DISCUSSED:

Mayor Swerdlin sturted the meeting off with a brief statement that the city
leadership understands that the Ortepa is an impertant entrance into the city, that
the widening project can have 1 wide variety of impacts..some positive and some
negative, and that he and his staff wan to see it done correctly,

Mr. Huber foliowed with a discassion of the history of the Ortegn Widening Project,
It was begon by Call'rans in the late 1990's. He stated that Caltrans has “superior”
righis over the tity beeause of the nature of Highway 74 and it is u State Highway, ,
Caflrans could force the project through without ¢ity approval, buf bas thus far
shown & willingness to listen to the input of the City leaders as well ns concerned,
citizens and revised the original approach after they prepared & project report and
then held a scoping meeting open o the public at Ambuel Elementary School . The
project report began to emerge in 2004, but it

Was not eonsidered accepinble by the city and a protesi was filed. CalTrans did
ugree {o make a number of medifications to the scope. We now are secing what the
results of alf that effart have produced so far.

The EIR Is due out in drafi farm sround March of 2087. 1t will be made available to
the public and in parficular to any intercsted parties on record with the city, Lt will
include technical information about {be projected traffic Joads, decibiel levels for
sound, and information about the sound walls, projecicd fraffic ianes, and arcas
affected by plant and sidewalk removal . Input from interested citizens will be
sought during forums. Construction is currently expected to begin in kate 2008 to
early 2009.

Mpr. Huber stated that the project not only involves San Juan Capistrane but also
tlie County of Orange. The County has elected fo take the lead In the overall
direction of the project, but the ehgineering must meet CaiTrans guidelines.
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A additional traffic signaf on the Ortega {5 currenily not a part of the project

Alively discussion then followed. Major items discussed included the sound,
concerns that cae reverberate from a sound wall, the tliminution of the sidewalk
and some trees on the north side of the Ortega betsveen the two entrapees to the
Hunt Club, safety concerns related to exiting from such developments as Belford
Terrace and thie Huwnt Clul onto the Ortega on the north side as wel] asfrom the
south side of the street, the desipn of the interchange ot Orfegn and the 1-5.

Two issues that were répeatedly hrought up were the need for s sfop light.
somewhere near or east af the Hunt Club entrance as well as sidewalks for students
te use in going 1o the new high schoel in the fall of 2007,

Mr. Huber snd Mr, Abbaszadel placed a Targe rendering of the proposed project
on the wall of the meeiing room for sl of us to view and ask guestions about ,

Mr, Abbaszadch then presented us with hurd copies of a slide presentation that
discussed the I-5 and Ortega Interchange praject. It included a depietion of the five
alternatives now nnder consideration. Key milestones for ihe future include:
Public review/eomrment on the draft ETR (June/July 2607

Holding public liearings (June/July 2007

Respond to public comments in final EIR

CalTrans approval of finul EIR and Project Repor{ { March 2008}

Mr. Abbaszadeh iher presented n st of the eleven guestions that T hadl presented to
‘iim u e days before the meeting atong with staff developed answers,
Unfertunately some of the answers were in conflict with what the Call'rans Project
Description included, 5o the answers are going {o he updated and supplied to me for
dissemination,

Tn summary, The mayer, Mr. Huber and My, Abbaszndeh were polite and patient
with our many guestions and 1 {liuk they heard onr concerus loud and clear, One
issue haf the mayor called attention 1o was 3 traffic signal on the Ortega. He asked
staff to give it “fast frack™ attention,

We concluded that it would be best if we worked s n team with the city rather {han
as adversaries, and all agreed to that, To that end, wewere invited to create a small
advisery group of around six people which would then meet with the City Staff and
Caltrans in an attempt to.develap some mutually acceptable approaches to try to
address our coneerns. I invite each neighberhood community fo name semecont to be
on that committee. T will subinil the numes to Nasser and ask that a meeting
schedule be developed.

Bernic Hale
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California Department of Transportation

Survey Sheet
For homeowners between Calle Entradero & Via Cordova (Sound Wall #1)
Ortega Highway Project Sound Wail

Please complete this survey and mail to:

BonTerra Consulting |

Atin: SR-74 Soundwall Survey, 151 Kalmos Dr., Suite E-200
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

*
r

This survey sheet is for properties located on the south and rorth side of Ortega Highway
between Calle Entradero & Via Cordova. Please look at the enclosed aenial photograph,
complete the following, sign and return to the address above,

As an option, the Department of Transportation and the City are working on the possibility of a transparent sound
wall in liew of a concrete block wall. If funding of the higher cost of & trapsparent wall can be arranged,
construction of @ transparent wall will be considered. Otherwise, a concrete block wall will be considered for
construction.
My property is located within the area explained above. (Please check only one of the fhree “Yes” lines)
Yes, Iam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 1 only ifitis a transparent wall
Yes, Tam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 1 only ifitis a concrete block wall
Yes, Tam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 1 either as a transparent wall or a concrete wall®
I would prefera ft wall (please circle your choice: 12 foot, 14 foot, 16* fo ot}
No, I am not in favor of the proposed sound wall £1.

I prefer that wall #1 is NOT constracted at any height or with any material.

*Please note that if a 16-ft sound wall is not possible because of safety concemms, a 14-ft wall will be constructed
instead. The final roadway design will establish this,

The property owner should sign below

Print First, Last Narne(s) Signature
Street Address of the Property Date
City, Zip Code




)

(

Appendix C Agency Correspondence

California Department of Transportation

Survey Sheet
For homeowners between Via Cordova and Via Cristal (Sound Wall #2)
Ortega Highway Project Sound Wall

Please complete this survey and mail to:

BonTerra Consulting

Attn: SR-74 Soundwall Survey, 151 Kalmus Dr., Suite E-200
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

i3

This survey sheet is for properties located on the south and north side of Ortega Highway
between Via Cordova and Via Cristal. Please look at the enclosed aerial photograph, complete
the following, sign and return fo the address above.

As an option, the Deparhnent of Transportation and the City are working on the possibility of a transparent sound
wall in lieu of a concrete block wall. If funding of the higher cost of a transparcnt wall can be arranged,
consiruction of & fransparent wall will be considered. Otherwise, a concrete block wall will be considered for
construction,

My property is located within the area explained above. {Please check only onc of the three “Yes™ lincs)
Yes, Iam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 2 only if it is a transparent wall

Yes, Iam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 2 only if it is a concrete block wall

Yes, I am in favor of the proposed sound well # 2 either as a transparent wall or a concrete watl
Twould prefera _____ft wall (please circle your choice: 10 foot, 12 foot, 14 foot, 16* foot)

No, I am not in favor of the proposed sound wall #2.

I prefer that wall #2 {s NOT constructed at any height or with any material,

*Please note that if'a 16-ft sound wall is not possible because of sefety concerns, a 14-it wall will be constructed
instead. The final roadway design will establish this.

The property owner should sign below

Print First, Last Name(s) Signature
Strest Address of the Property Date
City, Zip Code
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California Department of Transportation

A Survey Sheet
For homeowners between Via Cristal and Via Emvecarte (Sound Wall #3)
Ortega Highway Project Sound Wall

Please complete this survey and mail to:

BonTerra Consulting

Attn: SR-74 Soundwall Survey, 151 Kalmus Dr., Suite E-200
Costa Mesa, CA 920626

This survey sheet is for properties located on the south and north side of Ortega Highway
between Via Cristal and Via Errecarte. Please look at the enclosed aerial photograph, complete
the following, sign and return fo the address above.

As zn option, the Department of Transportation and the City are working on the possibility of a transparent sound
wall in lien of a conerete block wall. If funding of the higher cost of a transparent wall can be arranped,
construction of a transparent wazll will be considered, Otherwise, a concrete block wall will be considered for
construction.

My property is located within the area explained above. (Please check anly one of the three “Yes™ lines)
Yes, Iam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 3 only if it is a transparent wall

Yes, I am in favor of the proposed sound wall # 3 only if it is 2 concrete block wall i
Yes, Tam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 3 either as a transparent wall or a concrete wall
Iwouléd prefera__ ft wall {please circle your choice: 12 foot, 14 foot, 16* foot)

No, I'am not in favor of the proposed sound wall #3,

I prefer that wall #3 is NOT constructed at any height or with any material.

*Please note that if 2 16-ft sound wall is not possible becanse of safety concerns, 2 14-ft wall will be constructed
instead, The final roadway design will establish this,

The property owner should sign below

Print First, Last Name(s) Signature
Street Address of the Property Date
City, Zip Code




s

PM Cardormily Hot Spot Anzlysis — Project Summary for interagency Consultalion

Opening Year: If facility is an Interchange(s} or intersection(s), Bulld and No Build cross-sireet AADT, % and # trucks,
truck AADT

NA

RTP Horfzon Year / Design Year: i facility is an Interchange (s) or intersection(s), Build snd No Build cross-strest
AADT, % and # trucks, ruck AADT
NA

¥
I

Describe potential traffic redistribulion effects of congestion relief (impact on other facHities}
Since there are few parallel routes, the redistribution effects will be minimal.

Comments/Explanation/Details (attach additional sheets as nscessary)

The Project is included in the FY 1986/2003 RTIP and the 2006 FTIP. The purpese of the project Is te improve the
traffic flow within the project limits. Currently, the existing traflic demand exceeds traffic capacity, The roadway
operates at the LOS F, the tratiic forecast {or the year 2030 will be LOS F (No Built) and LOS C {Built).

Version 3.0 July 3, 2005

Appendix C Agency Correspondence

C-88




Appendix C Agency Correspondence

' PM Conformity Hot Spat Analysls — Project Summary for Interagency Consultation
Opening Year: If facility Is an interchange(s) or Intersection{s}, Build and No Build cross-sireet AADT, % and # trucks,
truck AADT
NA
RTP Hotizon Year / Design Year: I facility is an inlerchange (s) or intersection{s), Build and No Build cross-streat
AADT, % and # trucks, truck AADT
NA &
Describe potential traffic redistribulion efiects of congestion relief (impact on other faclities)
Since there are few paraflel routes, the redistribution effects will be minimal.
Comments/Explanation/Details {attach additionai shests as necessaryj
The Praoject is included in the FY 1996/2003 RTIP and the 2006 FTIP. The purpose of the project is to Improve the
traffic flow within the project limits. Currently, the existing traffic demand exceeds traffic capacity. The roadway
aperates at the LOS F, the tratfic forecast toy the year 2030 wilt be LOS F (No Built) and LOS C (Built),
~ 3
o
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PM Conformity Hot Spot Analysls — Project Summary for Interagency Consultation

RTIP ID# (reguired} 0RA120535

Project Description (clearly describe project)

In the Gity of San Juan Capistrano and County of Orange from Calle Entradero to San Antonio Parkway. Widen
from 2 Lanes to 4 Lanes.

Type o! Project (use Table 1 on inskuction sheet)
Change to exisling Stale Highway

gouniv Narrative Location/Route & Postmiles 12-Ora-74-KP 1.6/4.7
range

Caltrans Projects — EA# 12-086500

Lead Agency: Caltrans

Contact Person Phoneit Fax# Email
Ahmed Abou-Abdou 949-724-2768 849-440-4465 asbouabd@dot.ca.gov
Hot Spot Pollutant of Concern (Check one or both)  PM25 X PM1O X
Federal Action for whigh Project-Level PM Contormity is Needed {chack appropriato box}
Categorical .
Exeluslon Y, Eg or Dratt FONS! or PS&E or Other
(NEPA) Final EIS Construcnop
Scheduled Date of Federal Actions
Current Programming Dates as appropriate -
PE/Environmantal ENG : ROW CON
Stanl July 1898 March 2006 February 2007 March 2008
End February 2007 February 2008 February 2008 May 2010

Project Purpose and Need (Summaty): (attach additional sheels ag necessary}

The purpose of this project is to improve the traffic flow within the project limits. Currently the existing
traffic demand exceeds traffic capacity. The roadway operales at the level of service (LOS) F. The traffic
forecast for the year 2030 is 41,000 vehicles per day (ADT) and 3,530 vehicles for the peak hour for both
directions. Based on the traffic forecast the roadway will continue to operate at LOS F in the year 2030,

Version 3.0 July 3, 2006
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"Harry Persaud” <Harry.Persaud@rdmd.ocgov.com>

"Jeff Thompson™ <Jthompson@ranchomy.coms,
"Saadatnejadi, Lan" <Lan.Saadatnejadi@hdrinc.comt>,
alison army

Re! SR 74 Projecti)

Thanks Harry.

Smita Deshpande, Branch Chief
Environmental Planning Branch 'A'
Caltrans District 12
(546} 7242245
"Hamy Persaud" <Harry.Persaud @rdmd.ocgov.com>

"Hary Persaud”
"Hafg-PB"saUd@fdmd-OCQW To <smita_deshpande@dot.ca.gov>
.€OMm
te "Saadatnejadi, Lan" <Lan.Saadatnejadi@hdrinc.com>, "“Jeff

03/07/2007 10:18 AM Thompson= .:Jthompson@]’anchom\f.com}
Subject SR 74 Project

Good Morning Smita

Ap a follow up to the BR 74 emvironmental coordination meeting and to
facilitate the release of Caltrans draft environmental document, this email
gerves to advice you that the County ig willing/planning to take the lead for
construction administration for the widening project, including the
landscaping. The landscaping .may be accomplish within the construction
widening contract or as a separate contract immedlately following completion
of the widening project.

If you have any questions or need additional information please contact me.

Thanks-Have a great day

Harry Persaud AICP, PMF

i Manager, Subdivision & Infrastruciure Services

] Resources & Development Management Depariment
Phone: 714-834-5282

Fax: 714-834-5413

e
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California Department of Transportation

Survey Sheet
For homeowners between Calle Entradero & Via Cordova (Sound Wall #1)
Ortega Highway Project Sound Wall

Please complete this survey and mail to:

BonTerra Consulting '

Attn: SR-74 Soundwall Survey, 151 Kalmus Dr., Suite E-200
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

This survey sheet is for properties located on the south and north side of Ortega Highway
between Calle Entradero & Via Cordova. Please look at the enclosed aerial photograph,
complete the following, sign and return to the address above,

As an option, the Department of Transportation and the City are working on the possibility of 2 transparent sound
wall in lieu of a concrete block wall. If funding of the higher cost of a transparent wall cen be arranged,
construction of a transparent wall will be consideted. Ctherwise, a concrete block wall will be considered for
construcrion,

My property is located within the area explained above. (Please check only one of the three “Yes™ lines)
Yes, lam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 1 only if it is a transparent wall
Yes, Tam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 1 only if it is a concrete block wall
Yes, Iam in favor of the proposed sound wall # 1 either as a tzanspe;.rcnt wall or a conerete wall’
I'would prefer a____ft wall {please cirele your choice: 12 foot, 14 foot, 16* foot)
No, I am net in favor of the proposed sound wall #1.

I prefer that wall #1 is NOT constructed at any height or with any material,

*Please note that if 2 16-ft sound wall is not possible because of safety concems, a 14-ft wall will be constructed
instead. The final roadway design will establish this.

The property owner should sign below

Print First, Last Name(s) Signature

Street Address of the Property Date

City, Zip Code
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Transportation Conformity Working Group: Project List Page 1 of 1
h o Calendar
:'}2% ; Contact

Home 8CAG Ragional Atiolias, Ennryinont * Fransprazans Comicimity Warking Group ¢ Pergael List * Aupuest 2(‘.56
Home

Help

Environmental Planning
Regionat Comprehensiv= Plan | Ak Quality Planaing | Water Planning | Energy Placning
Enviconmental Impact Repons | Enviconmental Justice | Soitd and Hezardous Waste | lntergovemmenial Review
Energy Werking Group | ‘Transporiation Contarnity Working Group | Water Policy Task Force

Gal Invalved

Deing Bustness

with SCAG
nimal TCWG Project-Level PM Hot Spot Analysis’Project Lists
Community
Development Review of PM Hot Spot Interagency Review Forms

Crvironmenla

Paning  August 2006 Determination

Global Galeway]

Reglons

LAQCAG. peif Not 2 PCAQC - hot spot analysis not required {needs darifylng
’ informatlon in NEPA decument)
Reglonal
Comprehensive Plan;
ORA120535.puf Not a POAGE - hot spot analysis not requirad
Transportatton
About SCAG LA17850.pdf Not a POAQC - hot spok analysls not required
News &, -
Announcements LA18850.pdf Ret a POAQE - hot spot analysis not required
Resqurces LAODA?7_a.pdf | LADD4TY_b.pdsf Not a POAQC - hot spot apalysis not required
Publications ORAQDLA7, a1, pelf | ORAGD147_b.pof |
e R _b.p
Iohs ORAQDL47, € xIs Not & POAQL - hot spot analysls not required
SCAG Membar's
Login RIVD1QZ03.pdf Not & FOAQC - hot spot analysis-not required
RIVORO1L8.pdf Not a ROAQC - hot spot analysis not required
3%
SBAOHYED _a-pdf | SBAHZG6_b.prlf Not a POAQC - het spot analysis not required
LAOCB057, pdf Exampt from hot spot analysis
LAYISTRY pdf Not 2 POAQC - hot spot analysis not required
LASSS34 8. paf Not a POAQC - hot spot analysis nat required
Trouble with downloads?
if you are having protlems downloading the attachments, please try saving the files onto your hard disk drive or open
thefink In a new window, ,
To download onte your computer:
b Right click on the link
b Choose “Sawve Targe: As..." from the PGD~UpP Meny
b Select Folder and click *Save”®
Need more help?
Sag bur Adobe Acrobal Help page.
Piease contact webmaster@ncag.ca.gov If you tontinue having difficulties downloading files.
Bpme | Colendar | Ske Map | Seacch | Contait ts | Help
€ 1998-2006 Souinern California Associatian of Govern ments I #rivacy Poliry | Disclaimas
The 5CAG Web site &5 findaced In part through grants fram the United States Department ¢f Transportstion znd the Califarnia State
Department ef Transpeseation. Maps lncloded In this Web site are priduced in whobe of In part ltom Thamas Brog. Maps digltat
databzse. These maps are reproduced with penmission granted by Themas Bros Maps. .
By A SOUTHERN CAUFDRNIA '
0= NI ASSOCIATION ol GOYERRMENTS
N\ ”
C-60
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PM Conformity Hot Spot Anzlysis — Project Summary for Interagency Consullation

Opening Year: If facilily Is an interchanges) or intersection(s), Bulld and No Build cross-street AADT, % and # trucks, .
truck AADT

NA

RTP Horizon Year ! Design Year: M facility is an Interchange (8) or intersestion(s), Bulld and Mo Build cross-street
AADT, % and # trucks, fruck AADT

NA

Describe potential traffic redistribution effects of congestion relief fmpact on other facilities)
Since there ara few parallel routes, the redistribution effects will be minimal.

Comments/Explanation/Details (zttach additicrnat shests as necessaryj

The Prajecl is included in the FY 1896/2003 RTIP and the 2005 FTIP. The purpose of the project s to Improve the
traffic flow within the project fimits. Currently, the existing fraffic demand exceeds traffic capacity, The roadway
operates at the LOS F, the traffic forecast for the year 2030 will be LOS F (No Built) and LOS G {Buitt).

e Version 3.0 July 3, 2006
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Pht Conformity Hot Spot Analysis — Project Summary for Interagency Consultation

: RTIF ID# (required) 0RA120535

Project Description (clearly describe project) .
In the Gly of San Juan Gapistrano and County of Orange from Calle Entradero to San Antenio Parkway. Widen
from 2 Lanes to 4 Lanes.

i Type of Project {use Tabfe 1 on instuction sheet)
H Change to existing Stale Highway

v gountv Narrative Location/Route & Postmiles 12-Ora-74-KP 1.6/4.7
range '

i Caltrans Projects — EA# 12-086300
Lead Agency: (Gallrans

Contact Person Phone# Fax# Emait
Ahmed Abou-Abdou 949-724-2768 949-440-4465 aabouabd@dct.ca.0ov
- Hot Spot Pollutant of Concern (check cne orboth)  PM25X . PM10OX
. B Federal Action for which Project-Level PM Conformity js Needed {check anpropriate box)
: Categorical .
i EA or Draft FONSl or PSAE or
b fﬁ;gj :;0" X Elg Final EIS Construstion Other
’,.._ Scheduled Date of Federal Action:
{ - Current Programming Dates as appropriate .
Nl PE/Envirstmental ENG ) ROW CON
B Start July 1899 March 2006 February 2007 March 2008
) End : - February 2007 February 2008 February 2008 May 2010
: Project Purpose and Need (Summary): (altach additional sheels as necessary) .
' The purpase of this project is to improve the traffic flow within the projeet limits. Currently the existing
' traffic demand exceeds traffic capacity. The roadway operates at the level of service (LOS) F. The teaffic
forecast for the year 2030 is 41,000 vehicles per day (ADT) and 3,530 vehicles for the peak hour for both
directions. Based on the traffic forecast the roadway will continue to operate at LOS F in the year 2030,
L Version 3.0 July 3, 2006
N “
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PM Conformity Hot Spot Analysis — Project Summary for Interagency Consultation

Surrounding Land Use/Traffic Generators (especially efiect an diesel traffic)

Areas of the City of San Juan Capistranc and vnincorporated Orange County are located in the
Trabuco RSA. A substantial portion of this large, sparsely populated region occupying eastern Orange
County contain unincorporated, undeveloped land including designated apen spaces such as O'Neil and
Caspers Parks and a farge section of the Cleveland National Forest. Trabuco RSA. is framed by Santiago
and Black Star Canyons on the west, 1-405 on the south, and Riverside County to the east. Although this
RSA contains the Cities of Mission Viejo, Lake Forest, Rancho Santa Margarita, areas of San Clemente
and San Juan Capistrano, and the rural communities of Silverado, Modjeska, and Trabuco Canyons, over
26% of the land area remains developable. This represents the highest percentage of all Orange County’s
RSAs. Approximately three-quarters of the County’s planned communilies with future growth potential
are located here, primarily Ladera Ranch and Rancho Mission Viejeo.

The Ladera Ranch planned community development consists of 8,100 residential units plus commercial
uses and the nearby Talega residential development comprises 4,965 units.

The Rancho Mission Viejo Planned Community development projected land use consists of 22,815 gross
acres and the following types of uses:

Residentiak: Gross acres = 7,277 Maximum Dwelling Units = 14,000

Urban Activity Center:Gross acres = 251 Maximum Square Footage = 3,480,000
Neighborhood Center:Gross acres = 50 Maximum Square Footage = 500,000
Business Park: Gross acres = 80 Maximum Square Footage = 1,220,000

Golf Resort:Gross acres = 25

Open Space Use: Open space acres = 113,122

Opening Year: Build and No Bulld LOS, AADT, % and # trucks, iruck AADT of proposed facility

Build No Bulld
LOS D (AM and PM) LOS F {AM and PM)
AADT = 28,000 AADT = 28,000
% Trucks = 7% % Trucks = 7%
Truck AADT = 1,860 Truck AADT = 1,960
RTP Horizon Year | Design Year: Build and No Build L0, AADT, % and # trucks, truck AADT of proposed facility
Build No Build
LOS C (AM and PM) LOS F (AM and PM)
AADT = 42,0600 AADT = 42,000
% Trucks = 5% % Trucks =5%
Truck AADT = 2,200 Truck AADT = 2,200
Version 3.0 July 3, 2006
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Nasser Abbaszadeh To "Smita Deshpande" <smita_deshpande@dot.ca.gov>

<NAbbaszadeh@SanJuanCa
@ ¢t "Ahmed Abou-Abdou™ <shmed_abou-abdou@dot.ca.govs,

istrano.org>
P o “Saadatnejadi, Lan" <Lan.Seadatnejadi@hdrinc.com>
02/06/2007 05:33 PM bee

Subject Issues from the Community Meeting on January 22, 2007

T 3
o

I' -~History:: - % ‘This message:has:beenforwardsd. SRLTL T e

Hi Smita:

Following is a list of the issues we discussed at the 1/22/07 community meeting {it was a working group
with 12 or 13 people in attendance). | grouped the issues into three main areas.

Issues:

1. No widening

2. Ifthere is a project - main issues:
a. Safe and atiractive project
b. Traffic signal/pedesitlan crossing
. Sound walls

3. Other issues if there Is a project
a. Al pollution
Retaining walls/step them back
Landscapingfioss of trees
Sidewalks on the north side
Right turn lane (decelsrafion lanes) into side streets
Coordination with the Ortega Interchange project
Future of trash trucks on Ortega/ can they go somewhere else?

eame oo

Engineering & Building Department Mission Statement - *To enhance the quality of I_ffe and
preserve the City's heritage and charm through timely response, effective design, environmentaf
sensitivity, quality construction, and neighborhood improvement.®
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