OVERSIGHT BOARD RESOLUTION NO. 15- 07

A RESOLUTION OF THE OVERSIGHT BOARD TO THE
SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SOUTH GATE APPROVING
THE REVISED LONG RANGE PROPERTY MANAGEMENT
PLAN; AUTHORIZING THE TRANSMITTAL OF THE REVISED
LRPMP TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE
PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 34181, 34191.4 AND 34191.5 OF THE
DISSOLUTION LAW

WHEREAS, the Community Development Commussion of the City of South Gate
(“Former Agency”) was a public body, corporate and politic formed, organized, existing and
exercising 1ts powers pursuant to Section 34100, et seq of the California Health and Safety
Code, and exercised the powers, authority, functions, jurisdiction of a community redevelopment
agency formed. organized, existing and exercising its powers pursuant to the California
Community Redevelopment Law, Health and Safety Code, Section 33000, efseq., and
specifically formed by the City Council (“City Council”) of the City of South Gate (“City”); and

WHEREAS, Assembly Bill x1 26 added Parts 1.8 and 1.85 to Division 24 of the
California Health & Safety Code, which caused the dissolution of all redevelopment agencies
and winding down of the affairs of former agencies, including as such laws were amended by
Assembly Bill 1484 and other subsequent legislation including Senate Bill 107 (together, the
“Dissolution Law”), and

WHEREAS, as of February 1, 2012, the Former Agency was dissolved pursuant to the
Dissolution Law, and as a separate public entity, corporate and politic, the Successor Agency to
the Community Development Commission of the City of South Gate (“Successor Agency”)
admunisters the enforceable obligations of the Former Agency and otherwise unwinds the Former
Agency’s affairs, all subject to the review and approval by a seven-member oversight board
(“Oversight Board”), and

WHEREAS, Section 34179 provides that the Oversight Board has fiduciary
responsibilities to holders of enforceable obligations and the taxing entities that benefit from
distributions of property tax and other revenues pursuant to Section 34188 of Part 1.85 of the
Dissolution Law; and

WHEREAS, Section 34181, as amended by Senate Bill 107, provides, 1n part, that the
Oversight Board “shall direct the [S]uccessor [A]gency to do all of the following

(a)(1) Dispose of all assets and properties of the former redevelopment agency,
provided, however, that the oversight board may instead direct the successor agency to
transfer ownership of those assets that were constructed and used for a governmental
purpose, such as roads, school buildings, parks, police and fire stations, libraries,
parking facilities and lots dedicated solely to public parking, and local agency
admunistrative buildings, to the appropriate public jurisdiction pursuant to any existing
agreements relating to the construction or use of such an asset. ...”



WHEREAS, Sections 34181, 34191.4 and 34191.5 provide that the Successor Agency is
authorized to prepare a Long Range Property Management Plan (“LRPMP”) that addresses the
disposition and use of the former redevelopment agency’s real property, which LRPMP is then
submitted to the Oversight Board for review and approval, and then to the DOF for review and
approval; and

WHERAS, the Successor Agency caused to be prepared an original initial version of the
LRPMP (“Original LRPMP”) that was approved by the Oversight Board and then submitted to
the DOF for review in November 2013; and

WHERAS, the DOF rejected the Original LRPMP and requested the Successor Agency
revise and resubmit the LRPMP; and

WHEREAS, the Successor Agency has caused to be prepared the “Revised LRPMP,”
Exhibit 1 hereto and fully incorporated by this reference, that provides an inventory of all of the
former Agency’s properties and, based on the criteria in Section 34191.5(c)(2), the Revised
LRPMP directs how the various properties should be transferred or otherwise disposed,
including the transfer by the Successor Agency to the City of the public parking lots and
facilities for continued governmental use; and

WHEREAS, the Successor Agency approved, and authorized submittal of, the Revised
LRPMP by resolution adopted on December 8, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the options given in Section 34191.5(c)(2) for the future disposition and use
of the properties include transfer to the City or other agency for governmental use, transfer to the
City for future development, sale/liquidation of the property for the benefit of the affected taxing
agencies, or the use of the property to fulfill an enforceable obligation; and

WHEREAS, an LRPMP is a material step of the dissolution process under the
Dissolution Law, and as of dissolution on February 1, 2012, by operation of law the Successor
Agency became the fee owner of 13 properties (comprised of 19 parcels) in the City for which
the owner of record on title is the Former Agency (now vested in the Successor Agency); and

WHEREAS, under this Revised LRPMP eight (8) properties are existing public parking
lots that qualify as governmental use properties, which are proposed to be transferred to the City
to continue their continued governmental use, including:

City Hall parking lot (“Property 2” in Revised LRPMP)

Main and Garfield parking lot (“Property 3” in Revised LRPMP)

5821 Firestone Blvd (“Property 4 in Revised LRPMP)

9926 Mallison (“Property 6” in Revised LRPMP)

San Juan Avenue parking lots/properties (‘“Property 7” in Revised LRPMP)
Alexander and Bryson Road parking lot (“Property 8” in Revised LRPMP)
9836 San Miguel Avenue parking lot (“Property 9” in Revised LRPMP); and
San Antonio Avenue parking lots (“Property 10” in Revised LRPMP); and
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WHEREAS, two (2) additional properties are proposed to be transferred to the City for
governmental use as these parcels have been and remain the subject of planned governmental use
in connection with: 1) the CalTrans’ long range improvement plans for the extension/expansion



of the I-710 Corridor and the I-710 Livability Initiative, and 2) the continued provision of public
programs and human services to the general public

1. 9475 Frontage Road APN 6222-001-916 (“Property 5 in Revised LRPMP); and
2. 9200 State Street APN 6209-001-900 (“Property 1” in Revised LRPMP); and

WHEREAS, two (2) properties that are now used as public parking lots are not
recommended to be transferred to the City for continued public parking use, but are proposed to
be offered for sale and sold to third party(ies) with the proceeds of the sales to be distributed by
the Los Angeles County Auditor-Controller in accordance with the Dissolution Law because
these two parcels have known environmental contamination 1ssues, including

1. 3500 Tweedy Boulevard APN 6223-001-907 parking lot adjacent to South Gate
Senior Villas (“Property 12 in the Revised LRPMP); and

2. APN 6232-003-907 commonly referred to as the "Donut Hole" parcel and located
within the El Paseo Shopping Center (“Property 117 in the Revised LRPMP); and

WHEREAS, one (1) property 1s proposed to be offered for sale and sold by the
Successor Agency at market rate, with the proceeds of the sale to be distributed by the
Los Angeles County Auditor-Controller in accordance with the Dissolution Law:

1. 7916 Long Beach Boulevard APN 6202-010-900 and 901 (“Property 13” in
Revised LRPMP)

WHEREAS, the Successor Agency staff will cause to be posted this Resolution,
including the Revised LRPMP, on the City’s website (section relating to the Successor Agency)
(htt ://www cit ofsouth »ate.or »/247/Successor-A >enc )

WHEREAS, the Successor Agency has submitted the Revised LRPMP to the Oversight
Board for review and approval, and when approved will be submitted to the DOF for its review
and approval; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 34179(h) written notice and information about certain
actions taken by the Oversight Board shall be provided to the DOF by electronic means and in a
manner of DOF’s choosing pursuant thereto; and, an Oversight Board’s action shall become
effective five (5) business days after notice in the manner specified by the DOF unless the DOF
requests a review; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE OVERSIGHT BOARD OF
THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF SOUTH GATE:

1. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this Resolution by this reference, and
constitute a material part of this Resolution.

2. Pursuant to the Dissolution Law, the Oversight Board approves the Revised LRPMP
submitted herewith as Exhibit 1.

3. The Revised LRPMP directs the sale and liquidation of three properties as described 1n
the above recitals and the proceeds from the sales shall be remitted to the Los Angeles County



Auditor-Controller for distribution as property tax to the affected taxing entities pursuant to the
Dissolution Law.

4. The Revised LRPMP directs the transfer of certain parcels to the City for governmental
purposes, such as roads, school buildings, parks, police and fire stations, libraries, parking
facilities and lots dedicated solely to public parking, and local agency administrative buildings,
including the eight (8) public parking lots listed in the recitals above and the 9475 Frontage Road
property planned for public improvements to be constructed for the I-710 Corridor and the I-710
Livability Initiative and the 9200 State Street property planned for continued governmental use
as a public facility.

5. The Oversight Board authorizes and directs transmittal of the Revised LRPMP to the
State Department of Finance.

6. The Director of Administrative Services, or her authorized designee, is directed to post
this Resolution on the City’s website pursuant to the Dissolution Law.

7. Pursuant to Section 34179(h) written notice and information about certain actions taken
by the Oversight Board shall be provided to the DOF by electronic means and in a manner of
DOF’s choosing; and, an Oversight Board’s action shall become effective five (5) business days
after notice in the manner specified by the DOF unless the DOF requests a review.

8. The Secretary of the Oversight Board shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 14" day of December 2015.

Wl p it

W. H. (Bill) De Witt, Chair

Oversight Board of the Successor Agency to the
Community Development Commission of the
City of South Gate

(SEAL)
ATTEST:

Carmen Avalos, Secretary
Oversight Board of the essor Agency
to the Community Development Commission of the City of South Gate
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INTRODUCTION

Assembly Bill 1484 (“AB 1484”) enacted in June of 2012, as amended by Senate Bill 107 (“SB 107”;
effective September 22, 2015) requires all successor agencies for former redevelopment agencies
that owned property as of the time of redevelopment dissolution to prepare a Long Range Property
Management Plan (“LRPMP” or “LRPMP”). The LRPMP governs the disposition and use of
property held by the former redevelopment agency pursuant to legal requirements of the Health and
Safety Code, Division 24, Parts 1.8 and 1.85 (“Dissolution Act’) as detailed in the next section.

The Successor Agency to the South Gate Community Development Commission (*Successor
Agency”) prepared the first iteration of the LRPMP in October 2013. After receiving Oversight Board
approval, the Successor Agency submitted the LRPMP to the California Department of Finance
(“DOF”) for review. DOF rejected the LRPMP because DOF decided that under Section 34191.5
there was insufficient evidence to justify retaining certain properties for governmental use, including
(1) the Vehicle Parking District Facilities and (2) the Frontage Road property (as those properties
are further described in the LRPMP), albeit the Successor Agency disagreed and provided
background and other supporting materials to show these properties have been, and are, intended
for governmental use.

SB 107 makes many changes both procedurally and substantively to the Dissolution Law, including
substantive amendments to the requirements for a successor agency’s LRPMP. SB 107 expressly
authorizes a successor agency to transfer to its host city property(ies) that are currently parking
facilities and lots dedicated solely to public parking and which do not generate revenues in excess
of reasonable maintenance costs of the properties.

The Successor Agency desires to avail the new authority in SB 107 and has revised, amended and
restated the LRPMP by this revised plan; therefore, this document presents an amended and
restated long range property management plan (“Revised Plan® or “LRPMP”).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The former South Gate Community Development Commission (“Former CDC”) is the owner of
record on the title for 13 properties (comprised of 19 parcels) in the City of South Gate (“City”).

e Ten (10) properties are existing governmental use properties that are proposed to be
transferred to the City to continue their exclusive and continued governmental use.

o The remaining three (3) properties are to be sold by the Successor Agency at market rate,
with the proceeds of the sales to be remitted to and distributed by the Los Angeles County
Auditor-Controller in accordance with the Dissolution Act.

STATEMENT OF LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

Pursuant to Section 34191.5 (added by AB 1484), each successor agency that holds property from
a former redevelopment agency is required to prepare and submit an LRPMP to its oversight board
and then to the State Department of Finance (“DOF”) within six months after receiving a “Finding of

1

All statutory references are to the Dissolution Act, unless otherwise stated.
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Completion” from DOF. This did previously occur here, but the DOF rejected the original plan, so
the Successor Agency has prepared this Revised Plan for consideration and action by the
Oversight Board and then review and approval by the DOF, and then subsequent implementation.

In general, this Revised LRPMP addresses the disposition and use of the real properties of the
Former CDC. The Dissolution Act requires that an LRPMP include all of the following components:

1. Inventory of all properties in the Community Redevelopment Property Trust Fund (“Trust Fund”),
established to serve as the repository of the former redevelopment agency’s real properties.
This inventory shall consist of all of the following information:

a. Date of acquisition of the property and the value of the property at that time, and an
estimate of the current value of the property.

b. Purpose for which the property was acquired.

c. Parcel data, including address, lot size, and current zoning in the former redevelopment
agency redevelopment plan or specific, community, or general plan.

d. Estimate of the current value of the parcel including, if available, any appraisal
information.

e. Estimate of any lease, rental, or any other revenues generated by the property, and a
description of the contractual requirements for the disposition of those funds.

f. History of environmental contamination, including designation as a brownfield site,
and related environmental studies, and history of any remediation efforts.

g. Description of the property’s potential for transit-oriented development and the
advancement of the planning objectives of the successor agency

h. Brief history of previous development proposals and activity, including the rental or
lease of property.

2. Address the use or disposition of all the properties in the Trust Fund. Permissible uses include:

Retention for governmental use pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 34181;
Retention for future development;
Sale of the property; or

a0 oo

Use of property to fulfill an enforceable obligation.

3. Separately identify and list properties in the Trust Fund dedicated to governmental use
purposes and properties retained for purposes of fulfiling an enforceable obligation. With
respect to the use or disposition of all other properties, all the following shall apply:

YRSG
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a. If the plan directs the use or liquidation of the property for a project identified in an
approved redevelopment plan, the property shall transfer to the city, county, or city and
county.

b. If the plan directs the liquidation of the property or the use of revenues generated from
the property, such as lease or parking revenues, for any purpose other than to fulfill an
enforceable obligation or other than that specified in subsection 3(a) above, the
proceeds from the sale shall be distributed as property tax to the affected taxing entities.

c. Property shall not be transferred to a successor agency, city, county, or city and county,
unless the LRPMP has been approved by the oversight board and DOF.

PROPERTY VALUATION ESTIMATES AND LIMITATIONS

The Dissolution Act requires that an LRPMP include an estimate of the value of each property, as
well as recent appraisal information, to provide the Oversight Board, DOF and other interested
parties information on the properties involved. DOF has stated officially they do not expect
successor agencies to obtain appraisals on properties if none currently exist, so no such appraisals
have been prepared for this LRPMP.

Instead, an estimate of property value was prepared by the Successor Agency’s independent
consultant, RSG, based on a limited amount of analysis, well short of what would normally be
conducted for a formal appraisal — but at least useful for providing some information on what are
often difficult to assess properties and valuations given the unique deficiencies (size, contamination,
location, etc.) of former redevelopment properties. Coming out of a serious real estate recession, it
still can be difficult to identify comparable properties in the area because sales volumes of small,
infill parcels can be very limited.

The limitations of this methodology aside, the value estimates themselves (or even appraisal
values) are not necessarily representative of what the properties could be worth when offered for
sale on the open market by the Successor Agency. For example, one property to be sold
(APN 6223-001-907 at 3500 Tweedy Boulevard, a parking lot adjacent to the South Gate Senior
Villas development) has a significant history of hazardous materials contamination that may affect
not only value, but the number of potential buyers and reuse potential, the potential high costs of
remediation and monitoring, thus the choice by South Gate to not transfer the parking lot to the City
due to the real potential for liability and responsibility arising from the physical and environmental
condition of the parcel. Even if and after further studies were to be conducted, as has occurred
previously for this parcel, the scope of the contamination could be more serious than what is known
currently and there will be uncertainty related to investment based on unknown cleanup and
ongoing monitoring costs. Not just in South Gate, but elsewhere, many redevelopment agencies
have a number of blighted properties in their inventory that were not yet restored to a marketable
condition at the time of dissolution.
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The Successor Agency will be developing a marketing plan to solicit viable purchase offers on
properties designated for sale following DOF approval of this LRPMP. Once these offers are
provided, these may ultimately be a much more precise determination of value than what is
included in this LRPMP. As such, the reader is encouraged to understand this context when
reviewing the LRPMP estimated values contained herein.

PROPERTY INVENTORY - FORMER CDC PROPERTIES

The Former CDC owned 13 properties (consisting of 19 parcels) at dissolution. The properties are
grouped into property sites with specific property numbers shown in the Property Inventory Data
table attached. The property sites are organized by “Permissible Uses” under the Dissolution Act
and a detailed description of the properties is provided below.

The Property Inventory Data table (Attachment 1) utilizes the DOF-created database that provides a
matrix of all of the information required pursuant to Section 34191.5(c).

It is important to note the following in reviewing the LRPMP:

o Estimates of current values of properties were provided by RSG based on the individual
methodologies described under each property profiled in this LRPMP. As the DOF has
provided to RSG in written communication, the DOF does not require a new appraisal report
to be prepared for the purposes of an LRPMP, even if a recent appraisal does not exist.
The ultimate value of the properties sold will be determined based on what the market bears
and not what an appraisal estimates. For the properties to be retained for governmental
use, the value estimate is based on the value of each property at the current land use and
zoning; which yields a $0 market value because the properties in question are existing,
operating public uses. As such, they hold no value to anyone other than the City for the
continued governmental use. More details for each value estimate are provided in the
individual property profiles.

+ Data contained in the “Value at Time of Purchase” column in the Property Inventory Data
table includes all available information obtained resulting from comprehensive title research
and Successor Agency staff's reasonable efforts to locate the information. In many cases,
this information was not available and is noted accordingly.
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Retention of Properties for Governmental Use

The properties listed below are proposed to be transferred to the City of South Gate pursuant to
Section 34181(a), as amended by SB 107, that allows properties of a former redevelopment agency
to be transferred to a public jurisdiction. A description of the properties, including the legally
required information, aerial map, and photograph of the properties, are presented in this section.

9200 STATE STREET
(PROPERTY 1)

Address: 9200 State Street.

APN: 6209 001 900.

Lot Size: 0.69 Acres.

Acquisition Date: December 23, 1992.

Value at Time of Purchase:
Purchased for $280,000.

Purpose of Acquisition: To develop and
maintain the City of South Gate
Westside Community Resource Center
that provides public programs and human
services. :

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Building.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Public Purpose (governmental use per
Sections 34181(a), 34191.3. 34191.5).

Current Zoning: Main Street.

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use and
governmental use.

Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.
Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remedijation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date and not applicable.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public facilities for persons availing public
programs and resources at the Westside Community Resource Center, including without limitation,
the California State Preschool Program and the Los Angeles Universal Preschool (LAUP) that is a
Proposition 98 Children & Families Commission program.

History of Previous Development Proposals: None.
RSG
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Summary: This property, surrounded by other public uses, was originally purchased by the
Former CDC for the purposes of developing and maintaining a Community Resource Center known
as the Westside Community Resource Center, which currently provides human resource services to
the community, including public programs such as the California State Preschool Program and the
Los Angeles Universal Preschool (LAUP) that is a Proposition 98-funded Los Angeles Children &
Families Commission program. In 2007, it was determined that the Former CDC did not have the
resources to continue operation of this public facility; thus, the Former CDC entered into an
Operating Agreement with the Human Services Association (“‘HSA”), a non-profit organization (see
Attachment 2 for original agreement and extension) that provides human services funded through
federal, state and local programs. HSA agreed to operate the Westside Resource Center by
funding programing and custodial services, and utilities and maintenance costs, while still
maintaining the building’s public purpose and providing resources and services to the community.
In consideration, the Former CDC allowed HSA use of the building with no additional rental costs.
The Operating Agreement is binding until at least March 31, 2016.
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CITY HALL PARKING LOT (PROPERTY 2)

Address: 8681, 8677, and 8673
San Antonio Avenue.

APNs: 6210-017-905, 6210-017-906, and
6210-017-907.

Lot Size: 0.41 acres combined.

Acquisition Dates: Aprii 5, 1990 for |
8681 and 8677 San Antonio Ave. and
September 27, 1991 for 8673 San Antonio
Ave.

Value at Time of Purchase: Purchase for
$98,000 (total purchase price).

Purpose of Acquisition: To provide public
parking for City Hall, in particular permit-only parking for City employees and limited public parkmg,
as to time and number of spaces, solely for members of the public doing or with business at City
Hall.

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Public Purpose, Continued Public Use.
Current Zoning: Civic Center Zone

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.
Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date and not applicable.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide permit-only parking spaces for City employees
and a limited number of short-term public parking spaces for the public only for those doing or with
business at City Hall. There are no other open lots at City Hall for parking by City employees or
available to the public with business at City Hall.

History of Previous Development Proposals: None.

Summary: This site provides permit-only parking to City employees working at City Hall, and a
limited number of short-term parking spaces for the public doing or with business at City Hall.
There are multiple signs posted within the lot “parking by permit-only for staff’ and a few spaces
with signage stating the spaces are only for the public with business at City Hall; this signage is
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enforced by the City pursuant to the Vehicle Code. There are no other open lots for permit-only
parking for City employees working at City Hall or short-term parking for persons conducting
business at City Hall. The surrounding uses are not authorized to park in this parking lot, and the
parking restrictions are enforced by the City. Further, on top of the parking canopy in the lot, the
City has installed photovoltaic panels to capture solar energy and offset the City’s electric costs.
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MAIN AND GARFIELD PARKING
LOT (PROPERTY 3)

Address: No Situs.

APN: 6243 009 901.

Lot Size: 0.15 Acres.

Acquisition Date: September 23, 1977.
Value at Time of Purchase: According to
public record research, the purchase price
was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: Provide public

parking facilities to nearby commercial
uses.

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Public Purpose, Continued Public Use.
Current Zoning: Multiple Residential

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date and not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public parking to nearby commercial uses.

History of Previous Development Proposals: None.

Summary: The subject property is currently used as public parking for surrounding commercial
uses.
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5821 FIRESTONE BLVD (PROPERTY 4)
Address: 5821 Firestone Blvd.

APN: 6232 004 907.

Lot Size: 0.46 Acres.

Acquisition Date: May 18, 1994.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to
public record research, the purchase price was
$0.

Purpose of Acquisition: The subject property

was purchased to provide public parking for
nearby restaurant uses.

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.
Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Public Purpose, Continued Public Use.

Current Zoning: Regional Commercial with residential/mixed use overlay.

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: This site is part of a larger shopping center. It provides
public parking to surrounding businesses.

History of Previous Development Proposals: This site is part of a larger retail development.
There have not been any specific proposals for development of the site.

Summary: As mentioned, this public parking lot is part of a larger retail center. Currently, the lot
provides public parking to surrounding businesses.
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9475 FRONTAGE ROAD (PROPERTY 5)
Address: 9475 Frontage Rd.

APN: 6222 001 916.
Lot Size: 6.9 Acres.
Acquisition Date: March 2, 2009.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to public
record research, the purchase price was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: To develop property for
public or private reuse.

Property Type (DOF Category): Vacant Land.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for use as public street/local connector roadway
in connection with the expansion and extension of the 1-710 Corridor and the 1-710 Livability
Initiative (together, “I-710 Project”) as this parcel is included and planned for local connector road
improvements for the 1-710 Project by the State Department of Transportation (CalTrans), regional
and joint powers planning entities (including Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (“Metro”), the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (“GCCQOG") (of which South Gate is
a member), the Southern California Association of Governments (“SCAG”), the Ports of Los
Angeles (“POLA”) and Long Beach (“POLB”), and the Interstate 5 Joint Powers Authority (“I-5
JPA"); all of these state, regional and local agencies are all working together cooperatively to
improve the I-710 in Los Angeles County between Ocean Blvd. and State Route 60 in the 1-710
Project and planned implementation.

Current Zoning: Light Manufacturing.

Estimated Current Value: $0 — Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.
Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: The site will be utilized as part of the CalTrans, Metro,
other regional agencies, and the Gateway cities relating to the planning and implementation of the
I-710 Project because the City is directly impacted and affected by the I-710 Project. The 1-710
Project will improve circulation and transportation within the entire area of the [-710 Corridor. The
infrastructure improvements that make up 1-710 Project are wide-ranging, and span beyond just the
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actual freeway improvements. The 1-710 Corridor follows the freeway alignment, but is
approximately six (6) miles wide. Public improvements for the I-710 Project include the actual
freeway expansion/extension, along the necessary arterials, connector roads, intersections,
bikeways, complete streets improvements, etc. This parcel is part of the local connector road
improvements required to mitigate the impacts of the freeway expansion and extension on the City,
South Gate, as one of the many “Gateway” cities and public agencies involved in the planning and
implementation of the 1-710 Project.

History of Previous Development Proposals: In the 1980s, the City approved a proposal by
Lewis Homes for a 140 unit condominium project, which proposed project was never developed.
In 2002, the City solicited proposals to redevelop the property with 250 senior apartment homes
and 27 single family residences, which project too was never built. Then in 2002, GWS Nursery &
Supplies, Inc. bought the property as part of a larger site to develop it as a wholesale nursery
business, a recycling facility for green and solid waste, automobile storage, and parking facilities
and landscaping. Due to alleged breach, the property was reconveyed to the Former CDC in 2009
as part of a legal settlement with GWS Nursery and Supplies.

Summary: In the original version of the LRPMP, the Successor Agency proposed transferring the
subject property to the City to serve as the new well and water tank site and to be preserved as
open land. The Successor Agency could not locate adequate supporting documentation (from
DOF’s perspective) to carry out this long-standing plan. The City is not aware if this is the case or
not, but DOF should be made aware that due to seizure of certain records by the federal
government in the early 2000s from the City, there have been other instances when the City could
not locate one or more City records because not all of the documents provided to the federal
government were returned in full to the City. The Successor Agency informs DOF too that there
was a water tank located on the parcel adjacent to this one, but that water facility failed and cannot
be rebuilt, so this adjacent parcel was the right location to construct and operate the necessary new
water facility needed in the community.

During the LRPMP revision process, the Successor Agency consultants through new staff became
aware of plans dedicating this Frontage Road property for the local connector road improvements
that are part of the 1-710 Project. Due to various changes in staffing at the City, while preparing the
original LRPMP, the consultants to the Successor Agency were not informed by prior staff about the
long-time planning and inclusion of this parcel relating directly to the 1-710 Project; in particular, this
parcel is part of an local arterial connector road necessary for this vital State transportation project,
which will link the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles to major Southern California distribution
centers and intermodal rail facilities.

CalTrans, in cooperation with Metro, GCCOG, SCAG, POLA, POLB, and the I-5 JPA have been
working for years, well prior to dissolution of the Former CDC, together to improve the I-710
Corridor in Los Angeles County between Ocean Blvd. and State Route 60. The 1-710 Project
includes, among other improvements, expansion of the I-710 and local infrastructure improvements
spanning up to six-miles on either side of the I-710. The subject property has been dedicated to one
such local infrastructure improvement, to be part of the local connector road for the |-710 Project.

In March 2005 (almost seven years before dissolution), following an extensive technical and
community participation process, Metro completed the I-710 Freeway Major Corridor Study
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(“MCS”). As part of the public outreach component of the MCS, South Gate formed a Tier 1
Community Advisory Committee (“CAC™) along with all of the other communities bordering the
freeway/I-710. The South Gate Tier 1 CAC primarily focused on key issues and areas that affected
the community including heath, environmental and quality of life issues, safety and mobility issues
as well as economic development and land use issues. In addition, South Gate was asked to
appoint one member to a Tier 2 CAC. The roles and origination of the CAC’s are explained in more
detail in the MCS Executive Summary, included as Attachment 3.

After many meetings and public outreach, the South Gate Tier 1 CAC submitted recommendations
to the Tier 2 CAC, who in turn submitted a report to the 1-710 Oversight Policy Committee in 2004
titled, Major Opportunity/Strategy Recommendations and Conditions (“Tier 2 CAC Report’). The
Tier 1 and Tier 2 CAC's also reviewed technical drawings and design proposals based on their
recommendations. The Tier 1 and Tier 2 CAC recommendations ultimately defined the Locally
Preferred Strategy identified in the MCS.

As representative bodies empowered with making recommendations on behalf of various
communities and stakeholders, the Tier 1 and Tier 2 CAC recommendations were expected to be
incorporated into the ultimate design and redevelopment of the I-710 Corridor. It is stated in the
“Conclusion and Next Steps” section of the Tier 2 CAC Report:

The Committee expects that its recommendations will be carried forward by the OPC, the
Gateway Cities COG, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro), the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and the California
State Department of Transportation (Caltrans). Further, we expect our recommendations to
be used as required guidance in the planning and development of future corridor
improvements.

One of the recommendations made to the OPC and other bodies by the Tier 1 CAC, which the Tier

2 CAC endorsed, was to widen and extend Southern Ave over or under the I-710 Freeway. The

concept drawing included in Appendix P of the MCS detailed how this would occur and included, |
and continues to include, use of the Subject Property (please see Attachment 4 for description of

the improvement from Appendix S and the concept drawing from Appendix P).

After a multi-year process, Caltrans and Metro circulated a Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (“’EIR/EIS”) for the 1-710 Corridor Project in June 2012.
Plans to develop the Subject Property as a public roadway were included in this 2012 EIR/EIS.
Excerpts from Chapter 2.0 and Appendix O specifically addressing the Subject Property and
showing its use a new public roadway are included as Attachment 5.

Currently, the 1-710 Corridor Project is still very active, and will be implemented by CalTrans and
Metro. Caltrans and Metro are planning to recirculate the Draft EIR/EIS in Fall 2016. However,
recent Geometric Review Drawings (included as Attachment 6) show the continued commitment to
use the Subject Property for public roadway/local connector road improvements. The Successor
Agency proposes to transfer the Subject Property to the City to fulfill the long-standing plans utilize
the property as a public roadway in connection with the 1-710 Project.
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Vehicle Parking District Properties

In 1965, the City of South Gate adopted Resolution No. 2663 (Attachment 7) pursuant to the
1913 Improvement Act, which authorized the City to acquire parcels, construct parking facilities,
and assess properties within certain boundaries of the City. Then on August 7, 1970, the City
adopted Resolution No. 3049 (Attachment 8) that established various Vehicle Parking Districts
throughout the City pursuant to State law, including the Parking and Business Improvement Area
Law of 1965, California Streets and Highways Code Section 36000, et seq. In order to further
implement the Parking and Business Improvement Area Law of 1965, on November 2, 1970 the
City adopted Ordinance No. 1129 that amended the South Gate Municipal Code (Attachment 9) to
carry out the public parking district laws. Pursuant to the Streets and Highways Code, the formation
of the Vehicle Parking District was initiated in response to a petition submitted by the Tweedy Mile
Downtown Merchants Association per the statutory authority vested in property owners.
The proposed purpose, among others, was to acquire, construct and maintain parking facilities for
the benefit of the “Tweedy Mile” commercial area pursuant to the Streets and Highways Code and
the City’s implementing ordinances and amended parking standards.

Section 11.52 of the South Gate Municipal Code establishes that off-street parking must be
provided to businesses or residences within given Parking Districts; so in order to facilitate this code
requirement, the Former CDC acquired multiple vacant lots throughout the City as they became
available, improved the lots to become part of the Vehicle Parking District public parking lots
available for public parking, and these lots have been maintained and operated as public parking
pursuant to the Streets and Highways Code. Once these public parking lots were established,
nearby commercial businesses were not required to provide their own on-site parking because the
public parking lots satisfied the parking standards. Six of these lots are now held by the Successor
Agency. The City intends and must maintain these properties as parking lots in order to continue to
maintain the Vehicle Parking District public parking facilities pursuant to the Streets and Highways
Code and as required by the City’s zoning code. Maintaining the lots will help the City avoid the
potential liability to businesses and property owners if forced disposition to a private owner of these
parcels would create non-conforming uses or allegations of taking or diminution of value of private
property. With two exceptions relating to contaminated parking lots as explained later (in the
section relating to properties to be sold), the Successor Agency plans under this LRPMP, when
approved, to transfer all of the following public parking lots to the City for continued governmental
use as authorized by SB 107 and the Dissolution Act.

BETTER COMMUNITIES.
BOLDER FUTURES.

RSG h



9926 MALLISON (PROPERTY 6)
Address: 9926 Mallison Avenue.

APN: 6218 016 900.
Lot Size: 0.15 acres.
Acquisition Date: June 30, 1992,

Value at Time of Purchase: According to public record
research, the purchase price was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: Provide public parking
facilities pursuant to the Streets & Highways Code,
South Gate Municipal Code, and Vehicle Parking District
requirements.

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Continued Vehicle Parking District Public
Purpose.

Current Zoning: Multiple Residential.

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public parking pursuant to the Parking and
Business Improvement District Law of 1965 and continue operation of the Vehicle Parking District.

History of Previous Development Proposals: None.

Summary: The property provides public parking to surrounding uses.
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SAN JUAN AVENUE PROPERTIES (PROPERTY 7)
Address: 9830 San Juan Ave and 9824 San Juan Ave.

APNs: 6203 019 915 and 6203 019 916.
Lot Size: 0.22 Acres.

Acquisition Dates: March 23, 2011 and May 20, 1992
respectively.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to public record
research, the purchase price was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: Provide public parking
facilities pursuant to the Streets & Highways Code,
South Gate Municipal Code, and Vehicle Parking
District requirements.

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Continued Vehicle Parking District Public
Purpose.

Current Zoning: Multiple Residential.

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date and not applicable.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public parking pursuant to the Parking and
Business Improvement District Law of 1965 and continue operation of Vehicle Parking District.

History of Previous Development Proposals: None.

Summary: The property provides public parking to surrounding uses.
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ALEXANDER AND BRYSON ROAD
(PROPERTY 8)

Address: 9836 Alexander Ave and
9837 Bryson Ave.

APNs: 6217 016 900 and 6217 016 901.
Lot Size: 0.22 Acres.

Acquisition Date: November 18, 1982 and April 1,
1985 respectively.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to public
record research, the purchase price was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: Provide public parking
facilities pursuant to the Streets & Highways Code,
South Gate Municipal Code, and Vehicle Parking
District requirements.

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Continued Vehicle Parking District Public
Purpose.

Current Zoning: Multiple Residential.

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date and not applicable.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public parking pursuant to the Parking and
Business Improvement District Law of 1965 and continue operation of Vehicle Parking District.

History of Previous Dévelopment Proposals: None.

Summary: The property provides public parking to surrounding uses.
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9836 SAN MIGUEL AVE (PROPERTY 9)
Address: 9836 San Miguel Ave.

APN: 6203 021 900.
Lot Size: 0.12 Acres.
Acquisition Date: February 15, 1991,

Value at Time of Purchase: According to public
record research, the purchase price was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: Provide public parking
facilities pursuant to the Streets & Highways
Code, South Gate Municipal Code, and Vehicle Parking District requirements.

Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Continued Vehicle Parking District Public
Purpose.

Current Zoning: Multiple Residential.

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date and not applicable.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public parking pursuant to the Parking and
Business Improvement District Law of 1965 and continue operation of Vehicle Parking District.

History of Previous Development Proposals: None.

Summary: The property provides public parking to surrounding uses.
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TS (PROPERTY

SAN ANTONIO AVENUE LO
10)

Address: 10009 and 10013 San Antonio Avenue.
APN: 6223 001 904 and 6223 001 909.
Lot Size: 0.2 Acres.

Acquisition Date: June 7, 1990 and February 18,
1999.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to public
record research, the purchase price was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: Provide public parking
facilities pursuant to the Streets & Highways Code,
South Gate Municipal Code, and Vehicle Parking District requirements.
Property Type (DOF Category): Public Parking Lot.

Property Type (City Proposed): Transfer to City for Continued Vehicle Parking District Public
Purpose.

Current Zoning: Multiple Residential.

Estimated Current Value: $0 - Based on market value estimate as an existing public use.
Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: None known at this date and not applicable.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public parking pursuant to the Parking and
Business Improvement District Law of 1965 and continue operation of Vehicle Parking District.

History of Previous Development Proposals: None.

Summary: The property provides public parking to surrounding uses.
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Retention of Properties for Future Development

There are no properties to be retained for future development purposes by the Successor Agency in
this LRPMP.
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Properties to be Sold by Successor Agency

Three properties listed below are proposed to be offered for sale. A description of the properties,
including the legally required information and aerial maps, are presented in this section.

EL PASEO PARKING LOT (PROPERTY 11)

Address: Within the El Paseo Shopping Center Parking Lot.

APNs: 6232 003 907.

Lot Size: 0.7 acres.

Acquisition Date: August 23, 1999.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to public record research, the purchase price was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: To provide an on-site contaminated soil repository for the El Paseo
shopping center.

Property Type (DOF Category): Other.

Property Type (City Proposed): Following the approval of the LRPMP. Sales price to be
determined by market.

Current Zoning: Heavy Manufacturing.

Estimated Current Value: $0 due to contamination.

Date of Estimated Current Value: August 11, 2015

Proposed Sale Date: Following the approval of the LRPMP.

Estimate of Income Revenue: There is no income generated from the property.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: The subject property has been utilized as a contaminated soils repository. It is

being remediated by a contamination cap, but there are open issues about the extent of
contamination that directly impact the value and potential reuse, if any, of the subject parcel.
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Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None.
Advancement of Planning Objectives: None.

Summary: This parcel makes up a portion of the El Paseo Shopping Center Parking Lot. It was
once utilized as a contaminated soils repository for the El Paseo Shopping Center. The hazardous
waste on the site is currently being remediated by a clay cap. This existing remediation devise
restricts the site’s use and renders the site inappropriate for development.

In order to estimate the value of the subject property, a comparable sales analysis is included
below:

Comparable Sales Analysis - Parking Lot

ale Date

_¥pe  Propased Usi at . PriceiAcre. . Discoun Hee o Pricelacrs

Land Commercial 3 8/15/2014 0.18 $ 110,009 $ 611,161 $ (11,001) $ 99,008 § 550,045
Lynwood
13400 Paramount Bivd Land Commercial c-3 1112/2013 0.28 157,000 556,935 - 157,000 556,935
South Gate
3046 E Florence Ave Land Commercial HPCG* 8/15/2013 0.38 124,470 327,036 (12,447) 112,023 294,333
Huntington Park
703 S Santa Fe Ave Land Commercial  COML* 2/11/2013 0.60 174,600 292,512 (17,460) 157,140 263,260
Compton

Average $ 364,854

Subject  El Paseo Lot Land Parking M3 Not Listed 0.70 NotListed $ 364,854 §$ (500,000)
South Gate . :

The four properties included in the analysis all sold recently in areas in relatively close proximity to
South Gate. They are all vacant land zoned for commercial use. Taking the average price per acre
of the three properties, you get a price per acre of $364,854; however, none of the four comparable
properties shown are known to be contaminated like the subject site. Remediation costs vary
widely, but can often run anywhere between $500,000 and $1,000,000 or more. Taking the lowest
estimate and subtracting that from the estimated sales price, the property has no value on the open
real estate market. The Successor Agency will seek to sell the property for a minimal amount of
money or grant it to an interested party willing to remediate the site.

This “Donut Hole” parcel is located in the parking area of the El Paseo Shopping Center, the former
CDC by contract promised to grant to the owner (referred to as “TCP”) certain easements and other
rights of access and use, including rights of ingress and egress and for the installation and
maintenance of utilities and landscaping, so that TCP could use the Donut Hole parcel as an
integral part of the parking lot for the shopping center development. Further, in that contract
between the former CDC and TCP, the former CDC agreed to indemnify, protect and hold harmless
TCP, its successor and assigns, against all liabilities, orders, decrees, actions (including
Environmental Response Actions), losses and damages arising from or connection with any
migration and/or release of Hazardous Materials from the Donut Hole parcel, excluding acts, errors
or omissions of TCP. The contract between the former CDC and TCP does not expressly provide
for a right of first refusal, but these other contractual obligations will run with the land and must be
disclosed to potential third party buyers, which may materially impact the valuation of the parcel.
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3500 TWEEDY (PROPERTY 12)
Address: 3500 Tweedy Boulevard.

APN: 6223 001 907.
Lot Size: 0.15 acres.
Acquisition Date: May 14, 1996.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to
public record research, the purchase price was

$0.

Purpose of Acquisition: Provide public
parking facilities pursuant to the Streets &
Highways Code, South Gate Municipal Code,
and Vehicle Parking District requirements.
Property Type (DOF Category): Parking Lot.
Property Type (City Proposed): Sell on the open real estate market.

Current Zoning: Restricted Commercial.

Estimated Current Value: $0 based on contamination.

Date of Estimated Current Value: August 11, 2015.

Proposed Sale Date: Following the approval of the LRPMP.

Estimate of Income Revenue: Parking is provided free of charge to the public.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None/not applicable.

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation:

This site has a Leaking Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT) of gasoline contaminating aquifers used for
drinking water supply. The Successor Agency is responsible for monitoring three wells and
submitting reports to the Regional Water Quality Control Board on a semi-annual basis.
The environmental remediation case was opened shortly after the Former CDC purchased the
property and remains an open ongoing case.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development: None/not applicable.

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Provide public parking pursuant to the Parking and
Business Improvement District Law of 1965 and continue operation of Vehicle Parking District.
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History of Previous Development Proposals: None.

Summary: A comparable sales analysis based on the subject property’s continued use as a public
parking lot is included below:

Comparable Sales Analysis - Parking Lot

N "

. -

Proposed Use

@ PricelAcr

Property Add vos | | ~SaleDate|| | [Acres || SalsPrice . PricelAcrs | D

3615 Brenton Ave Land Commercial LYR3* 8/15/2014 0.18 $ 110,009 $ 611,161 $ (11,001) $

Lynwood

13400 Paramount Blvd Land Commercial C-3 11/12/2013 0.28 157,000 566,935 - 157,000 556,935

South Gate

3046 E Florence Ave Land Commercial HPCG* 8/15/2013 0.38 124,470 327,036 {12,447) 112,023 294,333

Huntington Park

703 S Santa Fe Ave Land Commercial comL* 2/11/2013 0.60 174,600 292,512 (17,460) 157,140 263,260

Compton

Average $ 364,854

Subject 3500 Tweedy Bivd Land Parking Cc2 Not Listed 0.15 NotListed $ 364,854 $(1,100,000). §

South Gate

As mentioned, the subject property is contaminated. The Successor Agency received an estimate
for the cost to remediate the property of $1,100,000 (included as Attachment 10). This high cost of
remediation renders the property without value. The Successor Agency will seek to sell the
property for a minimal amount of money or grant it to an interested party willing to remediate the
site.

Further, an agreement between the Former CDC and the developer/owner (referred to as “SGSV”)
grants to SGSV and its successors an option to purchase certain Easement Parcels, including this
parking lot, for a price of $100,000 on as "as is" basis which is exercisable by SGSV only after site
remediation by the Agency and clearance from the regulatory agencies. These rights and
contractual obligations, as well as the physical and environmental condition of the subject parcel,
must be disclosed to SGSV and to potential third party buyers, and these obligations most likely
materially impact the fair market value of the parcel. The City does not intend to accept transfer of
this parcel and its associated potential material liabilities and legal obligations.

, 24
I RSG

BETTER COMMUNITIES.
BOLDER FUTURES.




GDS INSTITUTE (PROPERTY 13)
Address: 7916 Long Beach Boulevard.
APN: 6202 010 900 and 6202 010 901.
Lot Size: 0.41 acres (combined).
Acquisition Date: July 31, 1979.

Value at Time of Purchase: According to
public record research, the purchase price
was $0.

Purpose of Acquisition: To develop additional commercial uses to provide jobs.
Property Type (DOF Category): Commercial.

Property Type (City Proposed): Properties for Sale.

Current Zoning: Urban Neighborhood

Proposed Sale/Estimated Current Value: Between $0 and $276,134.

Date of Estimated Current Value: August 11, 2015.

Proposed Sale Date: Following the approval of the LRPMP. Sales price to be determined by
market; parcel will be offered for sale on open market.

Estimate of Income Revenue: Property is being leased for $1,873 per month to the Helping Hand
Center which runs a trade school in the building called the GDS Institute.

Contractual Requirements for Use of Income/Revenue: None

History of Environmental Contamination, Studies, and/or Remediation, and Designation as a
Brownfield Site: This is the site of a former auto body shop (Freedom Ford) and is known to have
a Leaking Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT). Potential contaminants include benzene,
tetrachloroethylene (PCE), toluene, and trichloroethylene (TCE). On July 1, 2015, the Los Angeles
Region of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board (“RWQCB”) issued an annual
estimate to the South Gate Successor Agency for costs associated with site cleanup for fiscal year
2015-16 (see Attachment 11). The RWQCB intends to recover any costs it incurs while overseeing
the investigation and cleanup of the subject property.

Description of Property’s Potential for Transit Oriented Development. None/not applicable

Advancement of Planning Objectives: Commercial development to provide jobs
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History of Previous Development Proposals: None

Summary: The subject property is currently occupied by the GDS institute. The tenant is paying
$1,873 a month to lease the space and pays for maintenance and its insurance of the property. An
appraisal of the property was conducted in 2007 that estimated the fair market value at about
$1,080,000. The appraisal stated the conditions and affirmative presumption that there was
no known contamination on the property or other encumbrances that affect valuation. However, it
was discovered at a later date that the site has a Leaking Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT). This
significantly, materially and negatively affects the value of the property. A rental income analysis
has been included below using the current lease rate of the property.

Rental Income Analysis

Income:

Rent $1,873 per month  $22,476
Vacancy & Collection 5.00% (1,124)
Gross Effective Income 21,352

Operating Expenses:

Management 5.00% (1,124)
Reserves 2.00% (450)
Non-reimbursables 2.00% (450)
Subtotal - Operating Expenses (2,023)
Net Operating Income 19,329
Capitalization Rate 7.00%
Value $276,134

Source: CoStar Group, RSG

Using the current lease rate of $1,873 per month, the value of the property could be estimated at
$276,134. However, this does not take into account the costs of environmental testing/assessment
and remediation, and potential long-term monitoring of the land or the physical and environmental
condition of the on-site improvements. In connection with offering the site for sale, the Successor
Agency under the law must, and intends to disclose and include provisions in the purchase/sale
agreement that affirmatively informs the buyer of the known physical and environmental conditions
at the subject property and for the buyer to assume all responsibility for the physical and
environmental conditions at the subject property, which are known to exist, and still exist. Upon
purchase, the buyer must assume all financial responsibility for the clean-up costs, however, it is
difficult to know what the exact cost of remediation will be. The costs could easily exceed the prior
estimated value of $276,134, rendering the property with a negative value. For the purpose of the
LRPMP, the estimated value of the property is between $0 and $276,134.

RSG “
BETTER COMMUNITIES,
BOLDER FUTURES.




Properties Retained for Purposes of Fulfilling an Enforceable Obligation

There are no properties to be retained for the purpose of fulfilling an Enforceable Obligation, as
defined in the Dissolution Act.
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ATTACHMENTS

1 - Property Inventory Data (DOF Form)

2 - Operating agreement with the Human Services Association
3 — 2005 Major Corridor Study Executive Summary

4 — 2005 Major Corridor Study Appendix S

5 — 2012 EIR/EIS Excerpts from Chapter 2 and Appendix O

6 — 2015 Geometric Review Drawings

7 — Resolution No. 2663

8 — Resolution No. 3049

9 - Ordinance No. 1129

10 — Trust for Public Land Letter of Intent

11 - Letter from Regional Water Quality Control Board dated July 1, 2015
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(“Agmmem”)"‘ss made and entered into as of &pnl 1, 2007, by and betwam the CITY OF smrm
GATE, a California municipal corporation (hereinafter referred to as the “City™), and the HUMAN
SERVICES ASSOCIATION, a California non-profit corporation  (hereinafter referred 1o as the
“Operator™).

RECITALS

Al The City currently owns property commenly known as the Westside Community
Resource Center at 9200 State Street in South Gate, California (“Resource Center”™); and

B. The City does not, at this time, have adequate resources to continue operation of this
Ceuter or for provision of services from the Center; and

C. The City recogumizes the valne of public/private partnerships between local
government and community based non-profit organizations, and in furtherance thereof desires to
create such a partnership to ensure the continued operation of the Resouwrce Center and the services
provided at this community facility; and

D. The Operator represents and warrants that it is a California non-profit corporation
duly organized and operating under the laws of the State of California and that it has the
qualifications, experience, and fiscal resources fo operate the Resource Center and to provide the
services properly and timely as stipulated within this Agreement; and

E. The Operator agrees to operate the Resonrce Center, to make available and provide
the Services to all residents, and to abide by the City’s non-discrimination policies 1nd applicable
laws and regulations as may apply to the performance and provision thereof.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City and the Operator agree as follows:

1 SCOPE OF THE OPERATOR’S SERVICES. The Operator igrees 'o provide
programs, services, referrals and 1o peciorm the tasks necessary for wperation of the Resource Conter
g more tully set Lorth and described (o this Agreemens, in particuiur the Scope of Work, Jection 0
ireferred to as “Services” or “Scope of Work™). The Scope of Work may e amended from ime 10
time by way o1 9 written directive ttom the City.

2. CITY AGENT. The City’s Director of Parks % Recreation, or his/er designee
(“Director™, for "he purposes of this Agreervent, is the agent for the City; whenever approval or
suthortizaton is ~squired, Operator understands that she Direcror 1as the authority to nrovide that
approval or anthytization, The Director retains 7ull (discretion to consuit <vith the City Manager, ity
Attorney, other City perzonne!l and consuitaats, and the City Couneil, 15 necessary, during the wrm of
‘his Agreement telating fo such approvals or authorizations rsiated to City's serformance hersunder,

3 TOMPENSATION FOR SERVICES. Duning “be Term of this Agreement anu at

a0 <ost 0 the City, “he Operator shail prov;de prograrmmng and custodial Jervices aecessary Jor
Jroper and ompiete operation of te Resoures Center 1s further siesersbed in the Scone of Work,
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3.1  Third Party Fuoding, The Operator is allowed and encouraged to seck
grant funding, donations and sponsorships for the purposes of supporting operations and programns.
Such funding may include funding fom the Los Angeles Universal Preschool ("LAUP”) and other
funding provided pursuant to or from sources related to California Children and Families Act of
1998, Health and Safety Code Section 130100, ef seg. implementing the Children and Families First
Initiative passed by the California electorate in November, 1998 and establishing the state California
Children and Families Commission and providing for establishment in each county of Children and
Families Commissions, which facilitate creation and implementation of an integrated,
comprehensive, and collaborative system of information and services to enhance optimal early
childhood development.

3.2  Reasonable Fees to Participants for Services. In connection with provision
of the Services, the Operator may, at its discretion, charge reasonable fees for the programs and to
the participants for Services offered and received.

33  City Participation. In connection with the operation of the Resource Center,
the City will provide certain services as outlined within the Scope of Work at no cost to the Operator.

34 No Additional Compensation or Funding Committed by City. Except as
provided in this Agreement, nothing in this Agreement requires or shall be construed to require city
to pay or provide any other or additional compensation for any other expenses incurred or services or
programs offered at or through the Resource Center, unless first approved by the Director.

4, MONTHLY LICENSE FEE FOR UTILITIES AND MAINTENANCE. The
following {inancial responsibilities shall exist between the parties which are subject to the annual
review and adjustment as further described herein:

4.1 Operator Payment of License Fee for Utilities and Maintenance. The
Operator shall pay to City a monthly license fee of One Thousand Dollars /51000) (“License Fee™),
which License Fee funds will be expended by the City each month during the Term toward provision
of and pavment ‘or utilities and maintepance costs for the Resource Center facility (together,
“%fonthly " ulites/Maintenance Costs™),

4.2  Annual Review of Monthly Uiilities/Maintenance Costs and Adjustment
of License Fee. Annuallv, as part of the required ~eview of this Agreement, the Monthiy
¢ tilities/Maintenance Costs described in Section 4.1 and paid for through the License Fee shall he
reviewed ang a reasonable and justified adjustment maide to the monthly License Fee, as warranted to
ensure that the Monthly [tiliies/Maintenance Costs are covered for payment and/or reimbursement
by Operator’; payment of ‘he License Fee. [n the event thot the City and the Operator agree o
trarsier responsibility for one or more of the Monthly Utilities/Maintenance Costs to the Operator,
then comrnensurately an appropriate, reasonahle, and warranted adjustment to the License Fee shall
he made, 50 as to avoid any double payment for zligible Monthly Uitiliies/Maintenance Costs.

43 Conservation re Montbly Utilities Costs; Reasenable Use, WearsTeoar
from Use of Resourse Center “acility. Soth the Operator and -he City secognize that conservaion
f Monthly Utilities/Maintenance Costs, meiuding water and =fectricify conservation ind reasonadle
ase and wear/tear of the Resource Center, are respopsible behaviors, both socially and Zinanciaily,
and thar appropriate zonservation effors and good operaronal nractices by the Dperator are in he

est interest of both the City and Operxior. The Ceoerator snall vork with the Director to ensure hat

)
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best efforts are mace to conserve utilities, to preserve vital resources, and that Operator will use best
Tanageroent practices to  keep reasopable, with an objective to reduce, the Monthly
Liilities/Maintenance Costs. In this regard, Operator will vse Sest management pra tees related to
the day to day operation of the Resource Center iacility.

5. GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

5.1 Term. This Agreement shall have an initial term of eight (8) years subject to
annual reviews as further described in subsection 5.1, with up to two additional one-year
extensions/renewals each for a one (1) year period, with each renewal also subject to annual review
as farther described in subsection 3.1, for a cumulative term of this Agreement up to ten {10) years
(“Term™).

511 Aunnusl Review. Notwithstanding the initial eight-year term of this
Agreement, the performance and terms of this agreement, in particular the License Fee and Monthly
Utilities/Maintenance Costs shall be reviewed anmually by the parties. Representatives from the City
and Operator shall meet for each annual review within sixty (60) days prior to the end of each year of
operation of the Resource Center during the Term for an annwal review of operations, costs, and all
matters related to this Agreement. Therefore, within sixty (60) days prior to the end of each one-year
peried under the up to ten-year Term, the parties shall meet and confer to evaluate the provision of
Services, the operation of the Resource Center, the financial status of the operations, the success of
performance under this Agreement, and the terms of this Agreement to evaluate operations and to
determine if the financial provisions relating to the amount of the Licehse Fee and the Monthly
Utilities/Maintenance Costs are appropriate, and to determine if other changes, modifications, or
amendments are indicated as a part of the renewsal, or if this Agreement should he mutually
terminated. If no such action is taken, the Agreement shall expire and terminate by the terms of this
Section 5 under this Agreement at the end of the initial cight-year term, During the sixty (60) day
seriod prior to the sxpiration of each year during the Term, the parties acknowledge and agree that
zither party may elect to terminate and not renew this Agreement. During the applicable period of
che Term, the Director and © perator may from time to time, approyve amendments and addendums to
His Agreement to meet changing needs within the overall intent of this Agreement.

6. RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS WITH RESPECT TO LOS ANGELES
UNIVERSAL PRESCHOOL. City acknowledges that Operator is the recipient of a grant from
Los .\ageles Universal Preschool (*LAUP™), which grant has 2een offered to assist Cperator’s
sstablishument of a preschool for children -3 years of age as a part of this Agreement snd within a
Amited sortion of the Resourcp Center facility, specifically in classrooms A and B
VLAUP 2ezschool™. The parties acknowledge that LAUP is an intended third parry beneficiary of
shas ogresment during the Term of this Agreement for which LAUP provides fonding o the Operator
for che Ll P Preschool at the Resource Coprer, City further acknowledges thar LATP has a vested
‘ntersst fo she establishment and continuance of the LAUP Preschool at the Resource Center. Asa
condition o the makivy of the grant by LAUP to the Operator and as conditions sunseguent under
this Agreement reiated ‘o Operator’s operation of the Rescurce Center, the narties agree o the
‘oltowmng refated <o the onguing operation of the LAUP Preschool in part of “he Resource " 2nter:

3l Notiee to LAUP. During the Term of this Agrsement that LAUP is
srovicing inding to the Operator for the LAUT Preschool at the Resource Canter, City and Operator
zach agree ‘hat ‘n the event one party provides a notice of default co the other party under this
Agreement, *he non-defaulting parry shall alse send a zopy of the notice of default to LAUP by

s d
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certified or registered mail, return receipt requested. If the sotice is a notice of default by City to
Operator, it shall be marked: “Notice to LAUP of Tepant Default”, and be transmitted concurrently
with the notice of default by City :0 Operator. The copy of the notice of default shall be addressed
to: LAUP, 750 N. Alameda Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or such other address last
furnished in writing by LAUP to City and Operator. No notice of default by City or Operator to the
other party shall be deemed to have been given unless and until a copy thereof shall have been
transmitted to LAUP pursuant to this Section 6.1.

6.2  No Acceptance of Notice of Abandenment. Subject to Section 6.1 above,
City shall not accept Operator’s abandoument of the Resource Center or operation of the LAUP
Preschool unless and until it gives LAUP thirty (30) days written notice of the same.

63  LAUP’s Assumption Rights of Operator for Operation of LAUP
Preschool at Resource Center. If, for any reason, (a) Operator defanlts under this Agreement and
fails to cure such default within the cure period provided under this Agreement, or (b) this
Agreement is deemed invalid, terminated or unenforceable by operation of law, declaration of rights
or judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction, then, in each instance, LAUP (but not any assignee
of LAUP) shall have the right, but not the obligation, to assume all responsibilities of the Operator
under this Agreement in writing (each instance, “LAUP’s Assumption Right”). LAUFs right to
assume this Agreement is subject to the terms and conditions set forth below in this Section 6.3.
In the event of LAUP’s exercise of its LAUP’s Assumption Right, LAUP shall enter into an
assumption agreement in a form approved by the Director and the City Attorney pursuant to Section
6.3.4 below.

6.3.1 Offer Motice, Within fve (8) business days after the occurrence of
either 6.3 {a) or (b) above, the City shail give written notice to LAUP that ¢xtends an offer to LAUP
to exercise within ten {10) business days of the date of such notice LAUP’s Assumption Right
(“Offer Notice™). During the 10-business day period of the Offer Notice, City agrees it shall not
lease, transfer, encumber, use or otherwise disturb the LAUP Preschool.

63.2 LAUP Fxercise Right, Widin the ten (10) business-day Offer
Notice period, LAUP shall 2iect whether to exercise the LAUP Assurption Right and shall notify
City in writing if LAUP so elects to assume this Agreement / “Acceptance of Offer Notice™). The
Acceptance of Offer Notice shall include an assumption date, which date shall be wo later than
thirty 130) days of the date of che Cffer Notice. The Aceepta:ce of Offer Notice shall be delivered
timely by LAUP to the City, and from and after the assumption date identified in such notice LAUP
shall be deemed to have assumed this Agreement, subject 7o entering into the assumption agreewmient
described in Secrion 6.3-above.

6.3.3 Non-flection. 1f LAUP doss not elect or provide its Acceptance of
C:Ter Nouce within the 10-business day period, then City may exercise any rights and remedies it
may have under this Agreement against he Operator and LAUP’s Assumption Right with respect to
such event that triggered L.uUP's Assumption Right shail terminate (provided that such terminativn
shall not effzes future LAUP Assumption Rights, if any.)

6.3.4 Assumprion and Amendment sgreement(s). [ LAUP oxercizes
LAUP’s Assumption Right and provides 1 timely Acceptance of Offer Notice, then within five (5)
business days after the giving of such potce LALY zod City shail negotiate the terms of and #nter
into 1n assumption dgreement and amendment of his Agreement which may be one contract or two
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contracts) wherein LAUP shall assume Operator’s rights and obligations under this Agreement from
and afler the assumption date with terms and provisions substantiaily the same as this Agreement,
including the following: (a) the Term and the renewal rights thereof shall be at least as long as the
remainting Term under this Agreement (the remaining one-year terms of the Term), (b) the License
Fee and other monies payable by the City to LAUP, as successor Operator, shall not be more than the
compensation under this Agreement, and (¢) all other material terms, including the economic
provisions hereof, under the new agreement shall not be materially different than under this
Agreement,

64  Termination of Operator’s Rights Subject to Right of Cure and
Performance by LAUP. City shall not terminate the rights of Operator under this Agreement or
otherwise ¢nd the operation of the LAUP Preschool without first also giving written notice to LAUP
(“Natice to Terminate™). The Notice to Terminate shall contain a list of all current conditions and
reasons for such termination. LAUP shall have ten (10) business days after receipt of the Notice to
Terminate to remedy any and all defaults that can be remedied with the payment of money and thirty
(30) business days to remedy all other non-monetary defaults {provided that such period shall be
extended hy a reasonable time if it can not be remedied within 30 business days and LAUP
commences and diligently pursues such remedy to completion) listed in the Notice to Terminate.
LAUP is not obligated in any way to remedy any of the defaults not identified in the Notice to
Terminate, however, LAUP can, in its sole discretion, act on behalf of the Operator to maintain this
Agreement by remedying the identified defects. City agrees to allow LAUP the opportunity to
remedy this Agreement within the stated time period and agrees not to withhold its consent
unreasonably.

7. RIGHTS OF TERMINATION; DEFAULT.

7.1 Termination Without Cause. fxcept as limited by and subject to the rights
of LAUP under Section 6 above, both and either the City and the Operator may terminate this
Agreement, without cause, by giving the other party ninety (%0) days written notice of such
termination and ihe cffective date thereof (with copy of the notice of termination also provided to
LAUP).

711 Removal of Operator Improvements and FF&E. In the svent of
termination without cause, the Resource Center facility, including ail improvemenss, furnishings,
fixtures, and cquipment (FF&E), shall be returned o their origingl condition {normal wezr and tear
excenred). Further, all of the Operator’s moveable FF&E and materials shail be removed at the
Dperator’s sole cost and expense within the 90-day termination period, uniess otherwise agreed to by
the City.

7.1.2  Scbheduled Compensation for Approved Improvements. In the
event the City tersuinases this Agreement without cause, the Operator may e entitted ro receive
compensation o1 snprovements made ‘o the Regowrce Center on 2 prorated and depreciated hasis;
provided that srior to Uperator having installing any itmprovernents to the Resonrce Center the
Operator shall have obtained from the City consent to make such improvements. Tn connection with
consideration and approvai of any unprovements to the Resource Canter. “he City and Operator shail
establish an approved cost and pro-ration schedule as a condition orecedent o installution of such
improvements and for such improvements to be eligible for icheduled compensation and
reimbursement. In the event the Operator ‘erminates this Apresment without cause, perator 's not
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engible for amy schedu.:d compensation or reimbursement br improvemests (including any
approvind improvements:

7.2 Termination for Cause; Default. A default under this Agreement exists if
either the C serator or ¢ ¢ City fails to 1ulfill in a timely and proper manner its obligations under this
Agreement, or if the Operator or the City violates any of the covenants, provisions, or stipulations of
this Agreement. In the event of defawt, the non-defaulting party shall provide notice of default to the
defaulting party, which notice shall identify the patore of the default. The non-defaulting party shall
have the night tc mclude in the notice of default notice of its intention to terminate the Agreement.
The defaulting party shall have ten (10) days to cure the default, and if the default is not cured within
the ten-day period, then the non-defaniting party may pursue any and all remedies available at law or
equity for such defauit. If the notice of default also included a notice of termination, then this
Agreement shall be deemed terminated ten {10) days after the cure date, unless otherwise ngreed in
writing by the parties. Either party terminating the Agreement for cause must show reascnable
efforts to resolve said violations or failures prior to submittal of notice of termination.

3. GENERAL PROVISIONS.

3.1 Non-Assignability. The Operator shail not assign or transfer any interest in
this Agreement without the express prior written consent of the City, which consent may be provided
in City's sole, reasonable discretion.

8.2 Non-Discrimination. The Operator shall not discriminate as to race, creed,
gender, color, national origin, or sexual or:entation in the provision of Services or otherwise in its
performance under this Agreement.

8.3 Comnliance with Laws. The Overator s.all comply with uil applicable laws,
ordinances and codes of he Federal, State, County, and City jovernments.

3.4 Iasurance. The Dperator shall submit to the City certificates indicating
cornpliance with the _oilowing minimum insurance requirements along with evidence that the City is
named as an adeldonal insured for each policy and .ype oi :overage. The Cperator shall provide
cer.ificates of insurance and endorsements no less than ome (1) ‘uy prior to ics beginning »f
~rformance under this Agreement:

{a} Wor.zrs Uompensation Insurance as required by law. The Operator
shail requ..2 all contraciors and subcontractors simi.arly to provide such compensation insurance for
their respecuve vorkers.

(b) Compresevrsive general and automobile liability insurance proteciing
he Dperater in amcunis ot less than $1,500,000 for sersona. injury to any one person, 31,000,000
for injuries arising out of one occurrence, and 3500,000 for oropertv lamages or a combined single
limit of $1,000,000.

{c) Ezch such policy of insuranc: shail:
9 Be issued by a financially -esponsible insuronce company or

:ompanies admitted and avthonizel 5 do business in the State »1 California or which is approved in
vriting by City, and name ze C .7 as an additional insured.
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(iiy  Name and list as additional insured the “City of South Gate,
a California municipal corporation, and its elected and appointed ﬁfﬁmais emp aycﬁs, agf:nts, and
sffilintes” .

(iify  Specify its acts as primary insurance,

(iv)  Coniain a clanse substantially in the following words: “Ttis
hereby understood and agreed that this policy shall not be canceled nor materially changed except
upon thirty (30) days prior written notice to the City of such cancellation or material change.”

() Cover the operations of the Operator pursnant to the terms of
this Agreement,

3.5  Indemnification. Operator agrees to defend (with counsel approved by the
City), hold harmless, pay for, and indemnify the City and its elected and appointed officials,
employees, agents, and affiliates, Jor any and all Joss or liability of any nature whatsoever arising out
of or in any way connected with Operator’s performance (including inaction) of this Agreement,
including loss or liability caused by the City’s negligence, except loss or lability caused by the
City's sole willful conduct or active negligence.

8.6 Compliance with Applicahle Law. The Operator and the City shall comply
with all applicable laws, ordinances and codes of the Federal, State, County and City governments.

§.7  Independent Contractor. This Agreement is by and between the City and
the Operator and is not intended, and shall not be construed, to create the relationship of agency,
servant, employee, partnership, joint venture or association, as between the City and the Operator.
Operator warrants that all of Operator’s staff shall be cleared for criminal background checks and
that none of the staff shall have been convicted of any felony, or convicted of any offense involving a
Tonor.

87.1 The Operator shall be an independent contractor, and shall have no
power 0 incur any debt or obligation for or on behalf of the City. Neither the City nor any of its
officials. »ificers, or emoloyees shall have any control over the conduct of the Operator, or any of the
Operator’'s smployees, except as ierein set forth, and the Operator expressly warrants not to, at any
fime or 'n any anner, represexnt that it, or any of its agents, sevrvants or cmployees are in any maviuer
zmployees of the City, it being distinctly understood that the Operator is and shall at all times remain
1o the City a wholly independent contractor and the Operator's obligations to the City are solely such
as are prasenbed by this Agreement.

3.8  Legal Construction.

{a) This Agreement is made and entered into in the State of California
and shail in all respects be interpreted, enforced and governed under the laws of the State of
Californ.

(b This Agreement shall be corstrued without regard to the idandty of

the :ersons wvho drasted 18 vanous provisions. Each and every provision of this Agreement shall He
construed as though each of the parties participated <qually in the drafting of same, and any rule of
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construction ‘nat a document is to be consirued against the drafting arty shall not be applicable to
this Agreement.

1

() The aticle and section, captions and headings h-rein have been
inserted for convenience oniy, and shall not he considered or referred to in resolving questions of
interpretation or construction,

(d) Whenever in this Agreenient the context may so require, the
masculine gender shall be deemed to refer to and include the feminine and neuter, and the singular
shall refer to and include the plural,

8.9 Counterparts, This Agreement may be executed in counterparts and as so
executed shall constitute an Agreement which shall be binding upon all parties hereto.

8.10 Corrections. In addition to the above indemnification obligations, the
Operator hall correct, at its expense, all errors in the work which may be disclosed during the City’s
review of the Operator’s report or plans. Should the Operator fail to make such correction in a
reasonably timely manner, such correction shall be made by the City, and the cost thereof shall be
charged to the Operator,

8.11 Waiver; Remedies Cumulative. Failure by a party to insist upon the
performance of any of the provisions of this Agreement by the other party, irespective of the length
of time for which such failure continues, shall not constitute a waiver of such party's right to demand
compiiance by such other party in the future. No waiver by a party of a default or breach of the other
party sha’l be effective or binding apon such party unless made in wniting by such party and oo such
waiver shall be implied from any omissions by : party to take any action with respect to such default
or brzach. No exprass written waiver ot 1 srecified default or breach shall arfect any other defanlt or
breach, or cover any other period of tune, other than any default or breach and/or neriod of time
specified. All of the remedies permitted or available to 1 party under *his Agreement, or at law :r in
equirs. shall b cumulative and alternauve, and imvocat:on of any suca right or remedy saall not
constitute a waiver or elzcilon of remedies with respect to am - other permitted or available right of
remedy.

8.12 Mitieation of Damages. Ir all such sitvations arising out of this Agreemnent,
the parties gLall attempt to aveid and munimize the Yamages resulting :rom: the conduct of :he ather
narty.

813  Part.al lavalidity. If any provision in this A greement 15 seld bv a court of
comretont urisdiction to be mvalic. void v unenforceavie, the remmaining provisions wil
nevertay. s continue m full force without bein 1 »aired or invalidated in any way.

8.14  Attorneys’ Fees. Tl parties lereto ackmowledge and agree that each will
bear his r i4s ywn costs, expenses ind aunrnevs' fees arising :ut of and/or connected with he
n¢ zotiation. dratting and execution [ the Agreement, or with ail matters arising out of or connected
therzwvith, noluding 1ees spent in conpection vith anmy wctiwn brought by any ~nrty hereto to enfaree
this Agreement.

8.13 Entire Agreement. This Agreement consttutes the whole agreement
between the Jity ard the Operator, ance neither Harty has made any representations to the other except
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as expressly contained herein. Neith it party, in executing or performing this Agreement. is relying
upon any statement or information not contained in this Agreement. Any changes or modifications
to *his Agreeme: t must be made in writing appropriately executed by both the Tity and the Operator.

8.16 Notices. Apy notice required to be given hereunder shall be deemed to have
been given by depesiting said notice in the United States mail, postage prepaid, and addressed as
follows:

TO CITY: Paul L. Adams, Director of Parks & Recreation
City of South Gate
4900 Southern Avenue
South Gate, CA 90280
TEL (323) 563-5478

TO OPERATOR: Susanne Sundberg, Executive Director
Human Services Association
6800 Florence Avenne
Bell Gardens, CA 90201-4958

8.17 Warranty of Authorized Signateries. FEach of the signatories hereto
warranis and represents that he or she is competent and authorized to enter into this Agreement on
behalf of the party for whom he or she purports to sign.

8.18 Binding Nature. This Lease shall be binding on ail the parties’ respective
successors and assigns.

9. CITY RESPONSIBILITIES.

9.1 Resource Center Facility, The City shall provide license and exclusive use
of the R rurce Center to the Operator for the purpose of providing community recreation and youth
ad  amuyv assistance programs and services targeted rimarily for residents >f the Cirv of South
vate.  Vith the exception or certain plaaned improvements already identified for the Resource
Center v the City, the building and all appurtenant facilities are provided under this Agreement in
their ¢urent, “as is” condition and the ity shall not be responsible to construct, pay for, or otherwise
provice any other or acditional mnproements ‘o the Resource Conter whether recaesied or :quired
by the Operator.

9.2 Repairs to Resource Center. The City shall provide -epairs to he existing
structurzs nd Jicilit amenities as ~equired by normal “1se and from causes not resuiting o misuse
by the Operator or their clients. I a repair is considered minor ‘under $200), or, in the event that the
Operator may more cost effectively complete a repair, the City may elect to all ‘w the Operator to
complete such repair.

2.3 Preventative Maintenance. The City will, on its >wn schedule, srovide
such prevemtative maintenance ‘o e Resource Center as required to prevent breakdowns of
equipment ard reduce overall maintenance costs to the City, The City and its designated staff shail
at ail times, have access o the Resource Center facilities for the purpose of inspection, repair, and
naintepatce.
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9.4 Elective Additional Maintenance and Repairs. The City may, at its sole
digcretion, provide ei:ctive maintenance or repairs to correct damage to the facilities caused by the
Operator’s (or its clients’) negligence or misuse. ‘& such -ases, the City may elect to charge the
Operator only the direct cost of such repairs.

9.5 Facilities Alarms. The City shall provide keys and alarm codes to the
Operator to allow the Operator’s employees adequate access to the Resource Center. The City shali
maintain the existing alarm service for both facilities, with such expense cligihle as and a part of the
Monthly Utilities/Maintenance Costs and payable with the License Fee pursuant to Section 4 above,
All City key and security policies will be provided to, and shall be complied with by, the Operator.

9.6 City Access. The City reserves the right to :nter the facilities at any time for
the purpose of inspection or for the purpose of fulfilling its responsibilities under this Agreement.

9.7 No Other City Responsibilities. No other services will be provided by the
City unless otherwise agreed to by the Director.

10. SCOPE OF WORK; OPERATOR SERVICES.

16.1  Operator Responsibilities. The Operator shall be respoasible for all aspects
of maintenance and operation of the Resource Center. The Operator shall provide all Services and
shall operate all programs at the Resource Center, except those responsibilities specifically
designated above in Section 9.

10.2  Programs to oe Offered. The Operator will provide, cither through their
2w resources or through partmerships with other agencies or ~ubcontracts, ‘he foilowing programs at
both Resource Center:

10.2.1 LAUP Preschool Program. The Operator shall provide and operate
the LAUP sreschool from and at the Resource Center in Classrocms A and B.

10.2.2 Otber Preschool Programs. The Operator shaii provide and operate
from and at the R 2source Center preschool programs. This service can b- provided either in the form
of the LAUP Preschool, if funded »y LAUP, or if not funded by LAUP, a licensed preschool
operation or as development classes for preschool aged children with a goal of developmg school
preparation and lizz skilis. The co. of the program should be subsidized to maintain an affordable
fee structure comparable to other similar programs in the community. Financial assistance programs
ire encouraged.

2823 Exclusivity of LAUP Preschool. Consistent with the Operator's
zrani agreemin. ior the LAUP Preschool, Classrooms A & B, designated as the LAUP Preschool,
shall be designed and maintained o meet all .icensing recuirerments as determined by Department of
Social Services (DSS) and be used :xclusively for AU P Preschool activitics luring the hours of
3:00 a.m. 0 5:00 p.m. every Monday through Frigay, with the exception of legal .olidays.

10.2.4 After School Homework Assistance. This service is to be provided
at she 2esource Cencer cvery day that local Z.AUSD schools are in session, The prcurams shall se
coen .o all intereste . children, grades K-8 at no cost to the participan:s. The Operator mayv require
that part :ipents si;m in or register for record keeping purposes. A reasonahle limit may be set for the
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tota; numoer >f participants to be served on a given day. Standards Jor staifing ratos and staff
gualifications shall be approved by the City,

10.2.5 Family Services amd Assistance Programs. The Operator shall
make available a variety of family services and assistance programs through the Resource Centers.
These programs shall be low cost or free and the pature of which shall be determined by the operator
through needs assessment and from recommendation of the Neighborhood Advisory Committee.
These programs should address specific social or educational needs or provide professional services
that address quality of life issues for residents in the surrounding commuuity.

10.2.6 Additional Services. After meeting the Services requirements
stipulated above, the Operator is allowed and encouraged to provide a variery of additional
recreational and community service programs through the Resource Centers. These Services and
programs may be fee based to assist with cperating cost recovery and should reflect the needs and
desires of the surrounding community.

10.3  Conflict of Services. In the event that the City, for reasons of its own
determination, may find a program, service or use to be in conflict with the purposes, policies, rules
or regulations or that a service may be limited by statute or law due to the City’s participation in this
agreement, the City may exercise a final right of refusal on any and all activities and uses of the
facilities by the operator, its partners, sub-leasers or participants.

10.4  Partnerships and Sub-Leases. In order to provide for the most efficient use
of the Resource Center in providing Services to the community, the Operator is allowed and
encouraged o invuoive other agencies, orgamzations and individuals, -hrough a variety of meags, to
participate in oroviding services through the center. In this etfort, the City shall allow the Operator
the ireatest latitude reasonably pracucable in arranging suca agreements. Any such agreement, sub-
lease or contract shall he subject to approval by the Director as to meeting the terms and intent of this
Agreement. At no time, shall the Goerator be allowed to enter into any agreement or partnership that
shall exceed the rights and privileges granted in this Agreement.

10.4.1 Partnerships. Partnership agreements may be established with other
non-profit orzapizations ior the purpose or providing the Services as stipulated in this Agreement,
Such partnerships may include >rovisions ior the partner orgamizarion to provide all or part of the
Services or cash payments ‘o the C verator to ussist with the overall operation and mainienance of the
Rescurce Center .acility based upon actual costs and the Jartner’s use of the Zacility. Any such
partnershp with the City shall be nezotiated as an agreement separate from this A greement.

10.4.2 Zub-Teases. I ib-leases -0 other non-profit or private businesses may
te established with the approval of the Director. Such sub-leases must meet existing zcrning
requirernents and may not exceed or violate the terms of this Agreement. In the event that the
Operator desires to establish a sub-lease that doss not coniribute to the Operator’s specified mission
or 1o the program zoals of the Resource “enter under this Agreement, the Operator must show that
such a 1se will not detract from Ur interferz with the Operator’s primary programs wd provision of
the Ser~ces and that e :stablishr nt of such 1 sub-lease shall provide significant and necessary
contrivutions 10 the Resource Tetior’s overail operation.  Sub-leases for community service
programs within the scope identified in this Agreemen: shall e limited to a reasonable contribution
to the actual ‘perating costs of the portion of the Resource Center being so sub-leased.

Li
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10.5 Resource Center Facility Use Reatals. The Operator may, on a space
availaole basis, offer a part of the Re.ource Center facilities .or rental to other communiry
rganizatios s or individuals, subiect to Classroors A @nd B being operated ‘or the LAUP Preschool,
provided however, prior to offering such rentals, the D.rector must approve the Operator’s rules and
regulations related to each such rental. A schedule of fees shall be established that reflects a
reasonable portion of the operating costs associated with such use and rental. The Operator shall be
fully responsible for any damage done to the facilities through such uses and rentals.

10.6 Neighborhood Advisory Commitiee. In order to assure that the Resource
Center continues to be programmed on a basis of the needs of the surrounding community, the
Operator shall establish a Neighborhood Advisory Committee of not less than five (5) South Gate
residents that participate in the Resource Center and planning for provision of Services and other
programs. This Committee shall be appointed by the Operator’s Board of Directors and shall meet at
least six (6) times annually to evaluate and provide recommendations regarding the Services
provided and programs offered at e Center. If desired, operating by-laws for this Neighborhood
Advisory Committee may be estab.ished by the Operator’s Board of Directors with approval by the
Director. This Committee shall be a function of the Operator and shall not be subject to the Brown
Act requirernents of governmental bodies. Dates and times of regular meetings of the Committee
shall be publicized at the Center and all regular meetings shail he open to the public. The Director or
his representative shall be notified of all Committee meetings and shall he allowed to attend all
meetings as an observer and resource, but will not be considered a member of the committee,

10.7 Reporting Requirements. The Operator shall be responsible for providing
documentation to the City of its Services and all other activities at the Resource Center as follows:

10.7.1 Apnnal Report. The Neighborhood Advisory Committes shall
prepare and prosent an apnual report to the Operator's Board of Directors or stipulated ccmmittee of
the Board and to the City’s Parks & Recreation Comumnission regarding the accomplishments of the
Resource Center over the past year and recommendations for wdditional programs prior to the annual
review meeting and renewai of this Agreement pursuant to Section 4.2,

10.7.2 Adtendance sad Participation. A quarterly -erort 'ndicating total
atter nce and participation in the Services otfered and conducted af th: Resource enter separated
by program shall be orovided to the Director. This report shail ™. veserted to the City’s Parks &
Recreation Comrmissicn o heir nex. ivailable meeting after receiot of each quarterly revort.

10.7.3 Additional R. porting. e Director may request anv si.ch a. ditional
‘aformadion or locurmentation as he feels nececsary to properly :valuate the ver: rmance of the
Operaror under he erms of his \greement or of he pubiic benefits an¢ apprepriateness or
effectiveness of ine Services provided and programs offered.

10.3  Screenming of Workers. All emplovees. subcontractors nd emplovees of
subcc 2tractor”, anu volunteers shall e scrzened by he Orerator prior o start of work or provision of
any ¢’ he services at the Resource Center, incinding Hve scan ringerprin: check tiwough the
Depart.men: of Justice. Live scan services may e srcvided to the Operator through “aricus third
narty nroviders.

10.3  City Us= of Facilities. The City may, subject ¢ availability. atilize _pace in
the Resource Center 1o howt public meetmgs, events wnd activities in the -erformance of itg
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governmental duties at no cost to the City. In this case, the City shall work with the Operator in
scheduling these meetings as to pot interfere with the Operator’s provision of Services. If such
meenryg is held, the City shail provice all starfing and resources required for setup, supervision and
cler. 1 up of the event. If the City so chooses and with the consent of the Operator, the City may elect
to have the Operator provide such sta. ng at the City function for a fee that reflects the true cost
incurred ard staffing provided. In the case of a declared emergency, the City may, without notice or
authorization, assume control of the Resource Center for the purpose of providing disaster service or
emergency operations through or at the Resource Center (inclusive of Classrooms A and B). In the
event of such an emergency, disaster or act of God circumstances, the City shall he responsible for all
emergency services and for refurning the Center to its proper condition in a timely manner after the
end of such situation.

10.10 Palling Location. A portion of the facility, at the request of the City, will be
made available as a polling location for all regularly scheduled and special elections federal, state,
and local elections. This access and use of the Resource Center shall be provided by Operator at no
cost to the City.

CITY OF SOUTH GATE, a California munsicipal

corporation:
%ﬁé

Mana Davila, Mayor

ATTET“:

a.-'-""""— 1
Carmen Avalos, City Clerk
{Seal)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

STRADL <, GCCA CARLSOR & RAUTH

'L_zec/*'m Counsel to the Ci ’

j /

HUMAN SERVICES ASSOCIAT™ON, a California
non-profif corpt r..;on

e
By:  Susanne Sundberg
Title:

Sxesutive Director
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1-710 Major Corridor Study

S.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

S.1 Study Overview

The 1-710 Major Corridor Study was initiated in January 2001 to analyze the traffic congestion,
safety, and mobility problems along the 1-710 travel corridor and to develop transportation
solutions to address these problems as well as some of the quality of life concerns
experienced in the I-710 Corridor.

Study Organization

Daily project management and oversight of the study was provided by the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority in partnership with three other principal agencies:
Caltrans, Gateway Cities COG, and SCAG. In addition, a policy oversight committee was
established for the I-710 Study. The I-710 Oversight Policy Committee is comprised of elected
officials from 14 participating cities and the County of Los Angeles; executive managers or
senior staff from three of the principal partners (MTA, Caltrans, and SCAG); and a
Commissioner from each of the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles.

Study History

During the first 24 months of the study, existing and future conditions in the I1-710 Corridor were
assessed, a Purpose and Need Statement was developed, and several different transportation
alternatives were analyzed. By April of 2003, five alternatives had been evaluated in detail and
information on their benefits, costs, and impacts were made available to the public:

Alternative A: No Build Alternative (also called the “No Project” Alternative)

Alternative B: Transportation Systems Management / Travel Demand Management
Alternative

Alternative C: Medium General Purpose / Medium Truck Alternative

Alternative D: High General Purpose / High HOV Alternative

Alternative E: High Truck Alternative

Three of the five alternatives were build alternatives that would either involve significant
expansion of the |-710 freeway or would require the construction of new travel lanes next to |-
710. The public did not support any of the build alternatives due to concerns about the large
amount of property acquisitions and relocation impacts, environment and health issues,
environmental justice, and perceived shortcomings in the public outreach for the I-710 Study.

Revised Study Direction

In response to the community concerns and opposition to the build alternatives, the MTA
Board passed a motion on May 22, 2003 to revise the direction of the I-710 Study. Through
this motion, the MTA Board directed staff to continue to work with the affected communities
and other stakeholders to develop a Hybrid Strategy that would be acceptable to them, while
meeting the purpose and need for transportation improvements in the 1-710 Study Area. This
Hybrid Strategy would have both operational and policy elements, as well as selected physical
infrastructure improvements. The MTA Board also directed staff to “...form advisory groups in
key areas along the Corridor where current design alternatives require the acquisition of large
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I-710 Major Corridor Study

amounts of private property.” As a result, the scope of the I-710 Study was substantially
reconfigured to drop or reduce several technical tasks in deference to a greatly expanded
public outreach effort to develop consensus for a preferred package of transportation
improvements and strategies for the I-710 Corridor.

At its May 28, 2003 meeting, the I-710 Oversight Policy Committee (OPC), also cognizant of
community concerns regarding the Final Set of Alternatives, adopted a set of Guiding
Principles that further elaborated on the MTA motion and provided guidance to the
development of a Hybrid Strategy for the I-710 Corridor. At this same meeting, the I-710 OPC
created two tiers of Community Advisory Committees to advise them on the development of the
Hybrid Strategy: Tier 1 and Tier 2 Community Advisory Committees.

Tier 1 — Community Level Committee Structure

Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees (CACs) were formed for each of the cities that border
the I-710 Freeway. These CACs primarily focused on key issues that affected their
communities including: health, environment and quality of life issues, safety and mobility
issues, as well as economic development and land use issues.

To assist with the formation and coordination of these Tier 1 CACs, MTA retained a consultant,
Moore, lacofano, Goltsman, Inc. (MIG), to facilitate meetings of these committees. The
Gateway Cities COG also retained an engineer (Jerry Wood, Consultant) to assist the Tier 1
CACs in the development of their recommendations for improvements to the 1-710 Freeway
and the transportation system in the surrounding study area.

Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees were established for the following communities:
Carson, Compton, Lynwood, Bell Gardens, Commerce, East Los Angeles, and South Gate.

Rather than form a Tier 1 CAC, the City of Long Beach formed an |-710 Oversight Committee
comprised of the three city council members whose districts border the |-710 freeway. The City
of Long Beach also retained consultants for facilitation (DSQO) and engineering (MMA) to
support its separate community outreach process, leading to the development and adoption
by the Long Beach City Council of their portion of the Hybrid Strategy.

Tier 2 — Corridor Level Committee Structure

The Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee (CAC) was formed to provide community
representation via a broad based corridor-wide body. The initial membership consisted of:

o The Chair of each Tier 1 CAC

s For each community that does not have a Tier 1 CAC, a member appointed by the City
Council or County Supervisor

+ No more than 15 members appointed by the OPC to provide representation from the
environmental community, business, labor, institutions, and academia

e The Chair of the I-710 Technical Advisory Committee

e The Chair of the Gateway Cities COG Enhancement Committee

In order to empower the Tier 2 CAC to engage additional perspectives or interests that it
deems important, the OPC delegated to the Tier 2 CAC the authority to appoint, by two-thirds
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1-710 Major Corridor Study

vote, up to ten additional members. As a result, the Tier 2 CAC voted to add one additional
member.

Employing Moore, lacofano, Goltsman, Inc. as a resource, the Tier 2 CAC structured its work
based on key issue areas that were identified by the Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees.
These issue areas included:

Health

Jobs and Economic Development
Safety

Noise

Congestion and Mobility
Community Enhancements
Design Concepts

Environmental Justice
Organization and Process

Draft Hybrid Design Concept

The Gateway Cities COG engineer worked with the Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees to
help develop a hybrid design concept. Each of the Tier 1 CACs met humerous times and
developed a list of issues, concerns, and recommendations. After reviewing these lists,
preliminary design concepts for respective segments of I1-710 were developed and presented
to each Tier 1 CAC for review and comment. Through this feedback, adjustments and
refinements to the hybrid design concept were made.

The purpose of the Draft Hybrid Design Concept was to provide infrastructure improvements to
I-710 focused on improving safety; addressing heavy duty truck demand as well as general
purpose traffic; improving reliability of travel times; and separating autos and trucks to the
greatest extent possible while limiting right-of-way impacts. In general terms, the Draft Hybrid
Design Concept is comprised of 10 general-purpose traffic lanes, 4 exclusive truck lanes, and
interchange improvements from Ocean Boulevard in Long Beach to the intermodal railroad
yards in Commerce/Vernon. [Note that the community engagement process to reach
consensus on the Hybrid Design Concept is still underway with Commerce and East Los
Angeles and therefore proposed improvements to I-710 between the Atlantic/Bandini
interchange and SR-60 are yet to be defined.]

Caltrans standards were considered during the development of the Draft Hybrid Design
Concept. However, the standards could not be met at all locations and Caltrans/FHWA
approval of design exceptions will be needed to implement the geometric design as currently
proposed. If the design exceptions are not acceptable to Caltrans/FHWA, then the geometric
designs at certain locations will have to be restudied and the design modified. Any changes
will be reviewed with the local community before being finalized.

Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee Recommendations

The charge of the Tier 2 Committee was to review key local issues and opportunities identified
by the Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees, consider issues of local and regional
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importance from a corridor-wide perspective, and provide recommendations to the Oversight
Policy Committee on a comprehensive transportation solution for the |1-710 Corridor.

Several of the Tier 2 meetings were devoted to the preparation of a report, documenting the
Committee’s findings and recommendations: Major Opportunity/Strategy Recommendations
and Conditions, August 2004. Great care was taken to develop precise wording to convey the
convictions and intent of the overall group.

Three overarching principles defined the priorities of the Tier 2 Committee and reflected
the consensus that emerged during their deliberations:

1. This is a corridor — considerations go beyond the freeway and infrastructure.
2. Health is the overriding consideration.

3. Every action should be viewed as an opportunity for repair and improvement of
the current situation.

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Recommendations

The TAC made no further changes to the Draft Hybrid Design Concept with the understanding
that the segment of the I-710 Corridor between the BNSF/UP railroad yards in
Vernon/Commerce and SR-60 is still under study and that findings from this focused study
effort, including any new freeway-to-freeway ramp connections between 1-710 and [-5, will
need to be integrated with the overall I1-710 Hybrid Design Concept prior to initiating
environmental studies on [-710. The TAC also recommended that all of the proposed
improvements in Alternatives A and B, a truck inspection station, and improvements to key
arterial roadways in the 1-710 Study Area, be incorporated to form a Hybrid Strategy.

1-710 Oversight Policy Committee Actions

The OPC met on November 18, 2004 and adopted the Locally Preferred Strategy for the I-710
Major Corridor Study. The OPC approved the draft hybrid design concept and the related
supporting elements as the Locally Preferred Strategy:

¢ Hybrid Design Concept, which consists of ten {10) mixed flow lanes, specified
interchange improvements, and four (4) truck lanes between the intermodal rail-yards in
Vernon/Commerce and Ocean Boulevard in Long Beach (see Figure S-1).

s Alternative B — Transportation System Management/Transportation Demand
Management Improvements

e Improvement to arterial highways within the I-710 Corridor

» Construction of truck inspection facilities to be integrated with the selected overall
design concept

The OPC, as part of the Locally Preferred Strategy decision, also committed to an additional
“mini” study of the segment of the Corridor between Atlantic/Bandini Boulevard and SR-60 to
determine an acceptable design concept and scope for that segment of the Corridor. In
addition, they adopted four recommendations providing direction and guidance on the future
phases of project development and on companion actions.
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Figure S-1

I-710 Major Corridor Study
Hybrid Design Concept

> 10 General Purpose Lanes
» 4-Lane Truckway

» Interchange Improvements
» Direct Truck Ramps
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S—— {Each Direction)

Add Two Mixed Flow Lanes
{Each Direction)

Exclusive Truck Facility

Interchange improvement

O New Inferchangs
O

Efiminate Interchangs

Truck Ramps

Truck ingress/Egress

Preliminary Concepts, Subject to Change

Source: Jerry Wood, Consultant, in
association with MMA, Ine. and Nolan
Consuiting, Inc., April 2004
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Request the Gateway Cities Council of Governments to return with suggested
steps for initiating the development and implementation of a corridor level Air
Quality Action Plan to include not only technical but also funding, institutional
structure and legislative strategies as well as an approach to holding public
agencies with jurisdiction in the Corridor accountable for progress in meeting air
quality and public health objectives in the Corridor and Region.

Forward the Tier 2 report in its entirety to be accepted as pre-scoping guidance
to the preparation of the EIR/EIS.

Request the Gateway Cities Council of Governments to identify and pursue
appropriate avenues to implement those Tier 2 recommendations that prove to
exceed the scope of any |-710 transportation improvement project and report
back to the community.

Request MTA and COG staff to suggest a process and structure for continuing
community participation throughout the environmental analysis.

Based on the OPC Action of November 18, 2004, the Locally Preferred Strategy was forwarded
to the MTA Board for its consideration and possible action.

MTA Board Action

The MTA Board met on January 27, 2005 to adopt the Draft Final Report of the I-710 Major
Corridor Study. Additionally the Board acted to:

1.

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to proceed with the preparation of a Scope of
Work and Funding Plan that will include funding commitments from multiple partners for
the environmental phase of the project pursuant to the Major Corridor Study’s Locally
Preferred Strategy and use input from the 1-710 Community Advisory Committees in the
environmental scoping process. The Scope of Work should also include assessment of
impacts to the I1-170/SR-60 interchange and evaluation of alternative project delivery
methods.

Direct MTA staff to report back to the Board with the results of the East Los Angeles
Mini-Study and that results be included into the Locally Preferred Strategy prior to
initiating scoping for the EIR/EIS;

Receive the TIER Il report to be accepted and utilized as pre-scoping guidance for the
EIR/EIS;

Direct the MTA CEQ, with the assistance of our state and federal advocates, to work
with the appropriate governmental and non-governmental agencies to form a multi-
jurisdictional entity to coordinate the appropriate aspects of the project, including
identification of a funding plan with funding sources from multiple partners, and upon
formation, the multi-jurisdictional partnership be tasked with identifying strategies for
achieving near-term improvements to the Corridor’s air quality and that the strategies
be identified prior to initiation of the EIR/EIS Request for Proposals.
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Issues for Further Consideration

While consensus for a Locally Preferred Strategy was reached among study decision-makers,
it was with the understanding that a number of issues of concern that were raised during the
study process would be revisited during the environmental review, preliminary engineering,
final design, and construction phases of the proposal. For the most part, these are issues that
were beyond the scope and authority of the I-710 planning study. Some are matters about
which design assumptions had to be made for study purposes and yet about which
considerable controversy remains. Others have to do with phasing of the overall project and
ensuring that it supports the overall health and quality of life issues in the 1-710 Study Area.
These issues represent critical concerns of several of the local representatives, the community
advisory group members, and the public, and will become part of future discussions as the
various aspects of the project move into the next phases.

Air Quality Action Plan

Public Involvement Plan for EIS/EIR Phase
Mini-Corridor Study

Freeway Design Issues

Definition of Arterial Street Improvements
Determination of Truck Inspection Facility(ies)
Phasing of Improvements

Technology, Construction and Noise Impacts
Project Funding

S.2 Study Background

The I-710 Major Corridor Study was conducted according to Southern California Association of
Governments’ Regionally Significant Transportation Investment Study (RSTIS) guidelines. A
RSTIS is a tool for making better decisions about improving transportation in metropolitan
areas. The RSTIS is necessary for major projects seeking federal funding. As such, the RSTIS
is part of the federal planning process, yet decision-making takes place at the local and
regional levels.

Under the Final Metropolitan Planning Rules (23 CFR Part 450.318) that guide the RSTIS, the I-
710 Major Corridor Study is an integral element of a metropolitan area’s long range planning
process that is designed to provide decision-makers with better and more complete
information on the options available for addressing identified transportation problems. The I-
710 Study provides a focused analysis and evaluation of the mobility needs and related
problems of a transportation corridor within a region. Specific criteria are developed to
measure the benefits, costs, and impacts of various options. The RSTIS evaluation leads to a
decision on a design concept and scope for transportation investments in the corridor — a
Locally Preferred Strategy — that is then incorporated into a metropolitan area’s transportation
plan. The RSTIS is a cooperative and collaborative process that includes public agencies,
local governments, and the general public.

Once the purpose and need, design concept, scope, and other elements have been adopted
into the Southern California Association of Governments’ Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
and the Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), the Locally Preferred Strategy
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can then be advanced into environmental review and preliminary engineering. Consideration
of more detailed design issues and completion of National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements occur in this next phase.

The I-710 Major Corridor Study was sponsored by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA) in partnership with the Gateway Cities Council of Governments
(Gateway Cities COQG), the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG).

The 1-710 Study was governed by a policy oversight committee comprised of elected officials
from 14 participating cities and the County of Los Angeles; executive managers or senior staff
from three principal partners (MTA, Caltrans, and SCAG); and a Commissioner from each of
the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles. The I-710 Oversight Policy Committee (OPC) was
advised by a set of committees made up of concerned citizens, stakeholder groups, and
technical and engineering staff from participating municipalities and public agencies: (a) the
Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee; (b) the Tier 1 Community Advisory Commitiees; and (c)
the Technical Advisory Committee. During the I-710 Study, public input was sought and
technical analysis was performed to support decisions that lead to the identification of a
Locally Preferred Strategy for the |I-710 Corridor. An important aspect of this process was
adherence to a set of Guiding Principles (Figure S-2) established for the I-710 Corridor by the
I-710 Oversight Policy Committee in May 2003.

Figure S-2
1-710 Corridor Guiding Principles

1. Minimize right-of-way acquisitions with the objective being to preserve
existing houses, businesses, and open space.

2. ldentify and minimize both immediate and cumulative exposure to air toxics
and pollution with aggressive advocacy and implementation of diesel
emissions reduction programs and use of alternative fuels as well as in
project planning and design.

3. Improve safety by considering enhanced truck safety inspection facilities
and reduced truck/car conflicts and improved roadway design.

4. Relieve congestion and reduce intrusion of traffic into communities and
neighborhoods by employing a comprehensive regional systems approach
that includes adding needed capacity as well as deploying Transportation
Systems Management and Transportation Demand Management
technologies and strategies (TSM/TDM) to make full use of freeway,
roadway, rail, and transit systems.

5. Improve public participation in the development and consideration of
alternatives and provide technical assistance to facilitate effective public
participation.

Source: Oversight Policy Committee Meeting Minutes, May 28, 2003
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The Corridor Analysis Alternatives Evaluation Report summarizes the |-710 Study process and
the decisions reached throughout the course of the study. This report describes the study
approach, problems and needs in the I-710 Corridor, alternatives considered, and their
respective benefits, costs, and impacts. It also documents the major steps that led to the
development of a Hybrid Strategy and ultimately the selection of the Locally Preferred Strategy
for the 1-710 Corridor, including public input and recommendations at key study milestones.
Additionally, the Corridor Analysis Alternatives Evaluation Report memorializes issues raised by
project decision-makers, participating agencies, and concerned citizens during the I-710
Study that will require further consideration as the project enters into subsequent phases of
analysis and project development.

$.3 [1-710 Corridor Study Area

The I-710 Study Area encompasses the sphere of influence of the I-710 travel corridor. The
project study area is about twenty miles long and a little over six miles wide. A map of the |-
710 Study Area is shown in Figure S-3. The Study Area boundaries are generally defined as
follows:

State Route 60 (northern boundary)

Lakewood Boulevard / Rosemead Avenue (eastern boundary)
Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles (southern boundary)
Wilmington Avenue / Alameda Street (western boundary)

S.4 Purpose and Need

The I-710 Corridor is the principal transportation connection between East Los Angeles and the
Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles. It plays an important role in the regional, statewide,
and national transportation system, serving both person trips and goods movement needs.
Based on the examination of existing and future travel conditions, the |-710 Corridor is already
experiencing serious performance problems due to a number of interrelated reasons.

With the exception of the I-105 interchange, no major work has been done on |-710 since it was
built approximately 50 years ago. This means that traffic volumes have overwhelmed the
existing design capacity of the interstate, particularly at the interchanges. This, in turn, has led
to congestion and safety problems along the full length of the facility.

A complicating factor is the large numbers of trucks that use I-710 to travel between the Ports
and rail freight yards located near Interstate 5 (I-5), and to warehousing and distribution points
scattered throughout the Southern California urban area. Near Long Beach, trucks make up
nearly twenty percent of the traffic stream during the day, compared with an average daily
truck percentage of 6 to 13 percent on similar freeways in Los Angeles County. It is not
uncommon to see a line of trucks, nose to tail, in the two right-hand lanes of the freeway, which
greatly restricts movement across lanes as other vehicles attempt to enter and exit the freeway.
In terms of utilization of highway capacity, one truck is the equivalent of two passenger cars or
more depending upon prevailing roadway conditions. Moreover, trucks move at different
speeds compared to general-purpose traffic and often have difficulty negotiating the tight
turns, short weave distances, and steep grades at most of the 1-710’s interchanges.
Additionally, trucks are a major source of diesel particulate emissions, which contribute to
carcinogenic risk in the South Coast Air Basin.
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Figure S-3
1-710 Corridor Study Area

o

Source: Parsons Brinckerhoff, June 2001.
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High traffic volumes, design deficiencies, freeway congestion, and the interaction between
cars and trucks in the traffic stream, create potentially unsafe conditions. Field officers of the
California Highway Patrol consider 1-710 to be one of the worst freeways in the Los Angeles
County area with regard to safety. According to state records, I-710 experiences an accident
rate that is well above the statewide average for freeways of this type. About five accidents
per day occur on 1-710 between Ocean Boulevard and SR-60. Accidents, particularly truck-
related accidents, form bottlenecks as emergency workers close travel lanes to clear the
scene. As aresult, these incidents lead to additional congestion, delay, and occasionally
secondary accidents on |-710 as approaching vehicles unexpectedly run into the back of a
queue. When I-710 shuts down, freeway traffic spills over onto local roadways and arterials
searching for an alternative route, creating additional congestion on those facilities as well.

I-710is, and is expected to remain, a primary route for trucks carrying containers to and from
the Ports. 1-710 also serves as the gateway to the City of Long Beach, including several
cultural, business, and tourist attractions of great economic importance to this area of Los
Angeles County. The amount of congestion and traffic delay currently experienced on I-710 is
not only disruptive to Port operations that must accommodate “just-in-time” goods delivery and
inventory processes, but also hurts trucking, manufacturing, and other commercial interests
within the region as shipments are delayed and as trucks sit in traffic. Idling trucks produce
diesel particulates affecting air quality and thus exacerbating public health concerns of nearby
residents. In addition, the I-710 freeway is visually unattractive, which degrades the motorist's
experience and detracts from the impressions formed of the communities surrounding it.

The planning horizon for the 1-710 Study is 2025. Both population and employment within the
Study Area are expected to grow by about 20 percent between now and 2025. According to
demand projections produced by the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles, container traffic
will more than double during that same time period. These figures indicate that the existing
transportation problems on |-710 and other study area roadways will get much worse and will
affect the competitive position of the Los Angeles region, as well as other U.S. businesses and
industries, unless corrective action is taken.

Finally, there is a significant percentage of mobility-constrained and minority populations within
the I-710 Study Area. Improvements to transit services are needed to better serve those
without access to autos for their travel needs and to attract drivers from their cars to help
reduce traffic congestion. Future transportation improvements also need to be sensitive to the
distribution of their benefits and impacts, so as not to disproportionately affect any one ethnic
group or community.

Analysis of these current and projected conditions in the 1-710 Study Area, as well as public
input, has led to the identification of several key problem areas for the I-710 Corridor, which
was approved in December 2001 by the [-710 Oversight Policy Committee. Many of these
problems and needs are interrelated. Figure S-4 on the following pages lists and describes
these problem issue areas in no particular order of importance:
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Figure S-4

1-710 Corridor Problem Statements

Problem/Need

Problem Statement

Recurrent Traffic Congestion

Traffic demand is overwhelming the existing design capacity of |-
710 and related interchanges in the peak periods. Under current
conditions, high volumes of both trucks and cars have led to
peak spreading and traffic congestion throughout most of the
day (6 a.m. to 7 p.m.) on the mainlines of 1-710 as well as
approaching arterials. This pattern is projected to worsen over
the next twenty years.

Non-Recurrent Traffic Congestion

The frequent occurrence of traffic incidents and constraints
associated with quickly clearing those incidents causes bouts of
traffic congestion on 1-710 that cannot be predicted or avoided.
Serious incidents can shut down the freeway for an hour or more,
with its attendant spillover effects on the local arterial system.
These unexpected delays and resulting economic
consequences to freight carriers, employers, manufacturing, and
business interests in the region are severe. The unexpected
nature of traffic congestion on I-710 is also inconvenient and
highly disruptive to commuters and residents that depend upon
it for their daily travel.

Safety

The number and severity of accidents on |-710 are high when
compared to other similar freeways in the Los Angeles region.
Accidents on I-710 are largely due to design deficiencies, high
traffic volumes, and the current vehicle mix of autos and heavy-
duty trucks. These accidents cause property damage, injuries,
and fatalities as well as vehicle delays, as traffic slows or comes
to a stop on the freeway mainline until the incidents are cleared.
In some cases, secondary accidents are triggered as vehicles
upstream of the incident run into the back of an unexpected
traffic queue.

Goods Movement

To remain economically competitive in the global marketplace,
the Southern California region must support and manage
increasing demand for goods movement in the 1-710 Corridor.
With the recent completion of the Alameda Corridor and its
corresponding expansion in freight rail capacity, the regional
focus has turned to trucks because of the essential role that this
travel mode plays in the logistics chain for goods movement. By
2025, the number of heavy duty trucks on -710 is expected to
more than double. Of particular concern in the I-710 Study Area
is how to best realize the economic benefits of the movement of
goods (freight) and yet lessen the disruptive effects of truck
traffic on the freeway and roadway system, and on neighboring
communities.

Source: Purpose and Need Statement, Parsons Brinckerhoff, Adopted by the OPC in December 2001.
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Figure S-4 Continued
I-710 Corridor Problem Statements

Problem/Need

Problem Statement

Design Deficiencies

Non-standard design features such as inadequate weave
distances, acceleration lanes that are too short, poor turning
radii, narrow lane widths, left-side egress locations, lack of
shoulders, and missing freeway connectors and access points
are a major contributor to safety problems and operational
inefficiencies along the full length of I-710 corridor. These non-
standard features also constrain the operational capacity of
travel lanes and ramps on I-710. This situation contributes to
poor levels of service currently experienced by motorists on |-
710.

Land Use Constraints

The envelope of state-owned land that contains the 1-710 facility
is limited along much of the length of 1-710, including the
interchanges. This means that the buffer of land between the
edge of travel way and the state right-of-way line is very narrow
in most locations and, in some cases, it is non-existent. In
addition, sensitive populations and natural resources such as the
Los Angeles River Channel, residential neighborhoods,
businesses, cemeteries, schools, and parks are located adjacent
to the right-of-way line. If major changes are made to the current
geometric configuration of freeway, then the potential for right-of-
way impacts is high.

Air Quality/Public Health

As shown by recent Air Quality Management District (AQMD)
studies, populations within the 1-710 Study Area are regularly
exposed to toxic air contaminants that increase carcinogenic
risk. A major source of these air toxins is diesel particulates,
which is considered to be a local source air pollutant. About half
of the diesel particulate matter in the South Coast Air Basin as
reported by AQMD (1998) is caused by emissions from vehicles
using the freeway and roadway system. Heavy-duty diesel
trucks are the leading contributor to on-road sources of diesel
particulates.

Environmental Justice/Equity

The 1-710 Study Area contains a high number of minority and
low-income populations that require special consideration under
federal environmental justice guidelines. Proposed
transportation improvements should be equitable and should
distribute benefits and burdens fairly.

Aesthetics/Noise

The 1-710 freeway is unattractive, which affects the perception
that visitors, residents, and potential customers have of the
Gateway Cities area. In addition, residents and other sensitive
receptors located close to I-710 experience high levels of traffic
noise, particularly in locations where noise barriers do not
presently exist.

Source: Purpose and Need Statement, Parsons Brinckerhotf, Adopted by the OPC in December 2001.
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Figure S-4 Continued
1-710 Corridor Problem Statements

Cost-Effectiveness There are limited financial resources and high competition for
transportation dollars within Los Angeles County over the next 25
years. Transportation improvements identified in the 1-710
Corridor must compete for these available funds with other
worthy projects within the county. To be successful, proposed
improvements must be cost-effective, generating the maximum
transportation benefits for the dollars invested. In addition,
proposed transportation improvements should be realistic and
achievable, based on known physical, operational, social, and
institutional parameters.

Transit There is a need to better serve the populations in the 1-710 Study
Area with transit. Existing transit services warrant solutions to
improve the mobility of those who currently use public transit, as
well as to make these services more competitive with the
automobile so as to attract new riders to help reduce traffic
congestion.

Source: Purpose and Need Statement, Parsons Brinckerhoff, Adopted by the OPC in December 2001.
S$.5 Alternatives Considered

As part of the |-710 Major Corridor Study, a number of alternative transportation mode solutions
to the mobility, safety, and air quality problems were assessed. This approach was intended to
provide decision-makers with a broad spectrum of transportation options to address the
purpose and need within the I-710 Study Area. The conceptual alternatives developed for the
I-710 study were multimodal, included both capital improvements and operational strategies,
and were structured to provide a range of options so that their respective trade-offs in terms of
costs, transportation benefits, and other impacts could be understood. In developing these
transportation alternatives for the I1-710 Corridor Study Area, input from several sources was
considered. Technical information on travel patterns, accident statistics, future growth, and
transportation system performance was analyzed. Substantial emphasis was given to
discussions with residents, business interests, community leaders, local officials, city
representatives, and with agencies such as the California Highway Patrol, about the most
critical problems in the I-710 Corridor and what should be done about them.

The purpose of developing various alternatives is to identify a fairly large list of possible
transportation options so that these different alternatives can be studied and compared to
each other to come up with the best solution for the |I-710 Corridor. The alternatives also
emphasized different modes of travel or answered specific transportation needs that were
identified in the 1-710 Study Area. These different travel modes included: general purpose
traffic (all types of vehicles); high occupancy vehicles (HOV or carpools); trucks; goods
movement (both trucks and freight rail); and passenger rail. The initial set of twelve
alternatives developed for the 1-710 Study incorporated operational improvements to existing
transportation programs and services as well as major construction projects involving a
substantial financial investment and expansion of the transportation system, particularly 1-710.
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The following initial alternatives were approved by the I-710 Oversight Policy Committee in
February 2002 for analysis in the 1-710 Study:

Alternative 1 — No Build Alternative

Alternative 2 — Transportation Systems Management/Transportation Demand
Management (TSM/TDM) Alternative

Alternative 3 - Low General Purpose Alternative

Alternative 4 — Low Truck Alternative

Alternative 5 - Medium HOV Alternative

Alternative 6 — Medium General Purpose Alternative

Alternative 7 — Medium Truck Alternative

Alternative 8 — High General Purpose Alternative

Alternative 9 — High Truck Alternative

Alternative 10 — High Goods Movement Alternative

Alternative 11 — High HOV Alternative

Alternative 12 — High Rail Alternative

A screening analysis was performed on the initial set of twelve alternatives. Screening criteria
addressing mobility benefits, cost, right-of-way impact, and environmental concerns was
developed to gauge the performance of the alternatives in light of the purpose and need for
improvements listed in Figure S-4. The purpose of alternatives screening was to identify those
alternatives that were most competitive and should, therefore, be carried forward for further
study and evaluation in the |I-710 Study. Public outreach during alternatives screening took
place during the months of February, March, April, and May of 2002 and consisted of elected
official briefings, agency briefings, community presentations, and roundtable discussions. No
one alternative as it was presented was favored by the majority of the participants. Rather,
certain elements of the different alternatives were noted as being favorable or unfavorable.
Truckers, auto drivers, and community members all agreed that trucks and cars must be
separated. Several participants stated that the alternative chosen at the end of the study must
meet this criterion in order to truly address the problems of the |-710 freeway. In addition,
many participants felt that the ports are directly responsible for the volume of trucks on the
freeway and that they should work with the local agencies to identify ways to change the way
they operate, especially if they plan on expanding. Community members were particularly
negative towards the ports, believing that industry is being accommodated at the expense of
the local communities. They stated that the amount of traffic, pollution and other negative
health impacts in the I-710 Corridor is increasing.

As a result of the screening analysis, including public commentary, and after extensive review
and scrutiny by the I-710 TAC, five alternatives were approved by the OPC for detailed
evaluation in the 1-710 Major Corridor Study. Alternatives that were determined to have little or
no chance of becoming the Locally Preferred Strategy were eliminated during the screening
process. Atthe same time, the most competitive elements of the initial alternatives were
carried forward, and in some cases re-combined, to form the final set of five alternatives.

For clarity and to avoid confusion with the initial alternatives, the five remaining alternatives
were relabeled “A” through “E” as follows:

Alternative A No Build Alternative

Final Report S$-15 March 2005



1-710 Major Corridor Study

Alternative B Transportation Systems Management / Transportation Demand
Management (TSM/TDM) Alternative
Alternative C Medium General Purpose / Medium Truck Alternative

Alternative D High General Purpose / High HOV Alternative
Alternative E High Truck Alternative

The following discussion provides a summary description of the five alternatives that were
selected to undergo detailed study in the 1-710 Major Corridor Study.

Alternative A - No Build Alternative

Also called the “No Project” Alternative, the No Build Alternative examines what travel
conditions will be like by 2025, the future planning horizon year for the 1-710 Study. It is also
the baseline against which other transportation alternatives proposed for the |-710 Study are
assessed. The No Build Alternative encompasses future improvements to the existing
transportation system that are expected to be in place by 2025. Major transportation projects
that are already under construction or that are already planned to occur are folded into the No
Build. Examples of these projects include the construction of the Alameda Corridor,
replacement of all of the pavement on I-710 by Caltrans, added bus service throughout the -
710 Study Area, and improvements to truck-impacted intersections, as well as other future
transportation projects that are already funded and committed.

Alternative B - TSM/TDM Alternative

The Transportation Systems Management/Transportation Demand Management (TSM/TDM)
Alternative is made up of a list of operational improvements needed to make the best use of
the transportation system in the I-710 Study Area and that stops just short of a major financial
investment in new transportation facilities. The TSM/TDM Alternative incorporates several
transportation strategies and programs to better manage how the existing freeways, roadways,
and the transit systems operate in the 1-710 Study Area.

Alternative B includes transportation improvements such as added bus service for local
communities, the completion of the ramp metering system on |-710, and the use of advanced
technologies to manage traffic and to inform motorists about alternate routes to avoid traffic
congestion. Other proposed TSM/TDM improvements include: emissions reduction programs,
incentives to consolidate truck trips, and measures to shift of truck traffic into the late evening
or early morning hours.

Mainlines on I-710
e additional ramp metering
e aesthetics (landscaping and hardscape treatments along 1-710)
e continuous high-mast illumination
e improved signage on I-710

Interchanges/Arterials
¢ |-710 ramp terminus/arterial improvements
» for example, curb and gutter, including aesthetics improvements
» mostly in state right-of-way
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o implement parking restrictions on major parallel arterials during peak periods

Goods Movement
s empty container management through policies and incentives
e expanded drayage truck emission reduction program
e extended gate hours at the ports
» move toward 24 hour / 7 days a week operations
» incentives / disincentives (emphasize policy recommendations, not mandate)
» include all entities in the supply chain

Transit
e additional Blue/Green Line feeder bus shuttles
¢ enhanced community service (local circulators)

Intelligent Transportation Systems (/TS)
e expand ITS Corridors
» expand “depth” of ITS coverage on two identified ITS corridors (I-710/Atlantic; |-
105 Corridor)
» emphasize system connectivity

Alternative C - Medium General Purpose / Medium Truck Alternative

Alternative C would entail a major capital investment to the |-710 Corridor and is focused on
improving safety and eliminating operational bottlenecks on I-710 for all vehicle types as well
as selected improvements to manage the flow of heavy-duty trucks within the corridor.
Alternative C also emphasizes capacity improvements to the most deficient arterials serving as
feeders or alternate routes to 1-710. By definition, Alternative C incorporates all of the
operational and policy improvements proposed in the TSM/TDM Alternative. In addition,
Alternative C includes the following physical elements:

1-710 Mainlines
¢ add one mixed flow lane in each direction for selected I-710 segments
» Shoemaker Bridge Complex to 1-405 (I-710 becomes 4 lanes in each direction)
» Imperial Hwy. to Atlantic Blvd. (I-710 becomes 5 lanes in each direction)
¢ improve mainlines to design standards
» 12 travel lanes
> 12’ right shoulder
* add a continuous collector-distributor system between Atlantic Blvd. and |-5
add a truck inspection facility adjacent to NB I-710 between Del Amo Blvd. and Long
Beach Blvd.
e add truck bypass facilities at three freeway-to-freeway interchanges: 1-405/1-710; SR-
91/1-710; 1-105/1-710
e add truck ramps to selected interchanges with high truck volumes: WB Pacific Coast
Highway and WB Washington Blvd.

I-710 Interchanges
¢ add aright-side freeway connector ramp at the 1-5/I-710% interchange to be used
primarily by trucks and retain the left-side connector to be used primarily by autos (NB
[-710 to NB I-5)
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e eliminate design deficiencies at the 1-405/I-710 freeway-to-freeway interchange
e eliminate design deficiencies at eight local interchanges®
¢ add one new interchange (Slauson)

Terminal [sland Freeway (SR-47/SR-103)
e extend the Terminal Island Freeway (SR-103) to 1-405, by adding an elevated, four-
lane facility (two lanes in each direction) that would be used primarily by trucks

Arterials
e arterial capacity enhancements to 10 major arterials® by adding one lane in each
direction
» consists of either spot widenings to eliminate chokepoints/bottlenecks,
restriping, and removal of on-street parking; or roadway widening
» provision of off-street parking, as needed, to replace loss of on-street parking
due to restriping
» includes access management improvements (raised medians,
elimination/consolidation of driveways and smaller streets)
Notes for Alternative C
a.  Would requires coordination with -5 Corridor Improvements
b.  Anaheim; Pacific Coast Highway; Willow; Del Amo; Imperial; Florence; Atlantic/Bandini; Washington

c. Atlantic Bivd.; Cherry Ave /Garfield Ave.; Eastern Ave.; Long Beach Bivd.; Paramount Blvd.; Pacific Coast
Highway; Willow St.; Del Amo Blvd.; Firestone Blvd.; Fiorence Ave.

Alternative D - High General Purpose / High HOV Alternative

Alternative D would represent a high level of capital investment in the I-710 Study Area and
focuses on improving safety and increasing roadway capacity to address the high traffic
volumes along the full length of the 1-710 Corridor for all vehicle types as well as improving the
travel time and attractiveness of carpools to increase the person-carrying capacity of the
regional transportation system. Alternative D includes all of the proposed TSM/TDM
improvements listed in Alternative B. The transportation elements that comprise Alternative D
are listed as follows:

[-710 Mainlines
¢ add 2 mixed flow lanes in each direction to |-710 from:
» Shoemaker Bridge Complex to I-405 (I-710 becomes approximately 5 lanes in
each direction)
» Imperial Hwy, to Atlantic Blvd. (I-710 becomes approximately 6 lanes in each
direction)
¢ add 1 mixed flow lane in each direction to the remaining 1-710 segments
e add an exclusive HOV facility® for carpools and buses
» 4 lanes (2 HOV lanes in each direction) from the Shoemaker Bridge Complex to
SR-60
» generally elevated, however, profile would be adjusted as needed depending
upon best fit in I-710 right-of-way
> alignment generally located in the median of |-710
» dedicated ingress/egress points to facility for high occupancy vehicles at
selected locations (approx. every 3-4 miles)
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» HOV lanes would operate 24 hours/7 days per week and assume a 2+
occupancy requirement
¢ improve I-710 mainlines to design standards
» 12’ travel lanes
» 12’ right shoulder

1-710 Interchanges
¢ eliminate design deficiencies at three freeway-to-freeway interchanges: 1-405/1-710,
SR-91/1-710; 1-5/-710°
e eliminate design deficiencies at ten local interchanges®
include direct HOV connectors at the 1-405/1-710 interchange (NB 1-405 to NB |-710;
SB 1-710 to SB 1-405)

Terminal Island Freeway (SR-47/SR-103)
e add four-lane viaduct connector, between SR-47 and Alameda Street

Transit
e add express bus service on the proposed HOV lanes

Arterials
e arterial capacity enhancements to four major arterials® by adding one lane in each
direction to those parallel arterials close to |-710

» consists of either spot widenings to eliminate chokepoints/bottlenecks,
restriping, and removal of on-street parking; or roadway widening

» provision of off-street parking, as needed, to replace loss of on-street parking
due to restriping

» includes access management improvements (raised medians,
elimination/consolidation of driveways and smaller streets)

Notes for Alternative D

a. The exclusive 4-lane HOV facility would be designed and constructed so as to not preclude its future
development as a high speed rail line between Long Beach and downtown Los Angeles.

b.  Would require coordination with I-5 Corridor Improvements

c. Anaheim; Pacific Coast Highway; Willow; Del Amo; Long Beach Blvd; Rosecrans; Imperial; Florence;
Atlantic/Bandini; Washington

d. Atlantic Blvd., Cherry Ave./Garfield Ave., Eastern Ave., Long Beach Blvd.

Alternative E - High Truck Alternative

Alternative E would entail a high level of capital investment in the |-710 Corridor focused on:
improving safety; increasing capacity for growing heavy duty truck demand; improving
reliability of travel times; and reducing points of conflict between autos and trucks to the
greatest extent possible. As with the other build alternatives, Alternative E includes the
TSM/TDM strategies recommended in Alternative B. Specific transportation improvements
associated with Alternative E are listed as follows:

Mainline Facility
¢ construct an exclusive truck facility
» 4 lanes (2in each direction) between SR-91 and SR-60
> 6 lanes (3 in each direction) between Ocean and SR-91
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e proposed truck facility would be generally elevated, however, the profile would
ultimately be determined based on need to minimize grades and best fit to minimize
need for additional right-of-way

e provide dedicated ingress/egress points for trucks at selected locations
(approximately every 3-4 miles)

e horizontal alignment of truckway could be in the median or adjacent to I-710 in state,
LA River, or power line right-of-way depending upon best fit

s consider atolling option for users of the truck facility
provide extensive auxiliary lane improvements along existing 1-710 travel lanes

e improve existing I-710 travel lanes to design standards

» 12’ travel lanes
> 12 right shoulder

I-710 Interchanges
e eliminate design deficiencies at I-5/1-710%; SR-91/I-710; and 1-405/1-710
¢ add one new interchange (Slauson)

Arterials
e arterial capacity enhancements to arterials that lead to 1-710 and that carry very high
truck volumes by adding one lane in each direction: Ocean Blvd.; Pacific Coast
Highway; Florence Ave.; Bandini Blvd.; Washington Blvd.
» consists of either spot widenings to eliminate chokepoints/bottlenecks,
restriping, and removal of on-street parking; or roadway widening
> provision of off-street parking, as needed, to replace loss of on-street parking
due to restriping
» includes access management improvements (raised medians,
elimination/consolidation of driveways and smaller streets)

Notes for Alternative E
a.  Would requires coordination with 1-5 Corridor Improvements

S$.6 Alternatives Evaluation

During Alternatives Evaluation, several technical studies were performed on Alternatives A, B,
C, D, and E. The purpose of these studies was to elicit evaluative information on the
alternatives as well as provide a higher level of definition of their respective operational and
physical characteristics. These technical studies included: conceptual engineering; travel
demand forecasting; right-of-way impact analysis; environmental analysis; and estimation of
capital costs. Once the technical studies were completed, this information was used to assess
the travel benefits, costs, and impacts of the proposed alternatives. Key trade-offs among the
alternatives were also evaluated and discussed, and public input was sought.

Following adoption by the OPC in June 2002, the specifics of the design concepts of each of
the build alternatives (Alternatives C, D, and E) evolved. This evolution was a result of the
conceptual engineering work undertaken to refine the alternatives for further evaluation and
analysis. While the basic design concept and scope of each of the build alternatives did not
change from those concepts approved by the OPC, the objective of the conceptual design
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process was to further define the specifics of the alternatives within the framework of three
background assumptions: '

e Meet the Intent of the OPC-Approved Alternative Definition
¢ Maintain Federal and State Design Standards
¢ Minimize Right-of-Way/Land Use Impacts

In order to understand the major differences among the five alternatives, Table S-1 on the
following page illustrates the I-710 mainline configuration of the “through” lanes included in
each of the alternatives, not counting lane drops and adds at various locations up and down
the freeway associated with the interchanges or with auxiliary lanes.

Travel demand forecasting models were used to predict future traffic volumes on |-710 based
on forecasts of future population, housing units, jobs, and cargo. In this case, a subarea travel
forecasting model was developed for the overall I-710 Study Area. It is important to look at
future travel demand so that proposed transportation improvements are not rendered obsolete
by failing to take into account anticipated future growth in traffic. The planning horizon year for
the I-710 Study is 2025.

The travel demand forecasts predict how many travelers are likely to use any new
transportation facilities tested using the model. Table S-2 shows future traffic volumes on I-710
under all five alternatives, including all vehicle types (autos, trucks, buses, etc.) Since trucks
take up more space on the freeway than cars, heavy duty trucks were converted to passenger-
car-equivalent units consistent with Highway Capacity Manual procedures. In general, a single
heavy duty truck is the equivalent of 2.5 autos. Table S-2 indicates that Alternative B would
result in a slight decrease in traffic volumes on 1-710, most likely due to the strategies designed
to discourage and reduce vehicle trips. On the other hand, the build alternatives (Alternatives
C, D, and E) would result in increased traffic volumes on |-710 because the added capacity
and operational improvements would result in a better level of service to motorists. Most of
these vehicles are switching to |1-710 from parallel arterials within the I-710 Study Area closest
to I-710 and also from parallel freeways such as |-110 and 1-605 as traffic redistributes itself to
take advantage of improved travel times on 1-710.

Table S-3 shows the changes in estimated truck volumes only. In this case, passenger-car-
equivalent units do not apply — a single heavy duty truck is the equivalent of one vehicle in this
table. Table S-3 shows a pattern similar to Table S-2, which is not surprising since a good
portion of the vehicle stream on I-710 are trucks. Table S-3 also shows that one of the
elements proposed in Alternative C (extension of the Terminal Island Freeway) would reduce
truck traffic on 1-710 south of the 1-405 since many trucks would elect to use the Terminal
Island Freeway for this one stretch. However, overall truck traffic would increase somewhat on
I-710 north of the 1-405 compared to the no build condition (Alternative A) as these trucks from
the Terminal Island freeway rejoin 1-710.
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1-710 Major Corridor Study

The travel demand forecasts served as inputs to the traffic operations analysis and
transportation performance assessments conducted for the I-710 Study. Several measures
were employed to assess the mobility benefits of the various alternatives. These measures
included: volume/capacity ratio analysis, average travel speeds, travel time savings, and
estimated accident reductions, among others. Figure S-5 shows the traffic volume weighted
average speeds for the entire length of the I-710 mainlines for each of the five alternatives in
the p.m. peak period for 2025.

Figure S-5
1-710 Average Travel Speeds - PM Peak Period
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In Figure S-5, a distinction is made between the general purpose travel lanes and the lanes
that would be used either exclusively by carpools or by trucks depending upon the alternative.
Alternatives B, C, D and E are all forecast to improve travel speeds on the |-710 as compared
to the future no build condition, Alternative A. Mainline general purpose lanes average p.m.
peak period speeds are forecast to be the highest with Alternative D, followed by E and C
respectively. The proposed HOV and truck lanes in the build alternatives are forecast to all
have average speeds above 55 mph, providing time savings to their users. The overall
forecast improvement in p.m. peak period average speeds will save time for users of I-710 and
contribute to reduced pollutant emissions and fuel consumption compared to the future no
build alternative.

Figure S-6 shows how better speeds on |-710 translates to delay reductions for all travelers
throughout the I-710 Study Area, including motorists on major street arterials as well as those
vehicles using I-710. Vehicle hours of travel measures the total travel time spent by all vehicles
on the roadway system during a given time period, such as an average weekday. Person
hours of travel measures the total travel time spent by the people riding in each of the vehicles
on the roadway system during a given time period. For example, if a car carrying two people
(driver and passenger) spent one hour traveling from home to work in the Study Area, it would
compute as one vehicle hour of travel and two person hours of travel,
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Figure S-6
Delay Reductions (Vehicle Hours, Person Hours Saved)
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In 2025, Alternatives D and E are forecast to produce the greatest reductions in overall
average weekday travel time (measured both in terms of vehicle hours traveled and person
hours traveled) in the Study Area as compared to the No Build alternative. This is because
these two alternatives add the most capacity to the transportation system in the 1-710 Study
Area. Both Alternative D and Alternative E are forecast to save travelers over 35,000 hours of
travel time per day in the year 2025 as compared to the No Build, Alternative A.

Figure S-7 presents information on the safety benefits of the alternatives compared to
Alternative A in terms of estimated accident reductions. In general terms, the greater the
amount of predicted congestion (volume/capacity ratio), the worse the accident rate gets. In
addition, accidents vary by facility type. The more that traffic uses the arterials compared to
freeways, the higher the accident rate. Using travel demand forecasts for each of the
alternatives, FHWA'’s ITS Deployment Analysis System (IDAS) model was used to predict the
number of accidents that would occur over a one year period, assuming the Year 2025, Figure
S-7 shows the number of accidents that would be reduced by Alternatives B, C, D, and E,
respectively, compared to the no build condition.

Interpretation of the accident data shown in Figure S-7 indicates that the incident management
strategies related to the intelligent transportation improvements in Alternative B are forecasted
to provide significant accident reduction benefits. By definition, these incident management
strategies are also included in Alternatives C, D and E. On top of that, the build alternatives
are forecast to reduce accidents, in part, by shifting traffic from the arterials to the freeways,
where accident rates are lower. It is important to note here that FHWA's IDAS model does not
account for certain types of safety benefits — specifically the predicted benefits of separating
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cars from trucks - since insufficient accident data on exclusive truckways exists that would
provide the basis to quantify these estimates.

Figure S-7
Annual Accident Reductions
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Thus, the potential for accident reductions attributable to Alternative E is likely under-reported
in Figure S-7. However, it is logical to assume that separating trucks and autos would provide
significant safety benefits for traveling motorists that is not necessarily reflected in Figure S-7.

Construction of the build alternatives (Alternatives C, D, and E) all involve physical
transportation elements that would result in expansion of the I-710 freeway and, in some cases,
new transportation facilities (Terminal Island Freeway Extension, truck bypass lanes, etc.). As
part of the I-710 Study, a right-of-way impact assessment was conducted for the build
alternatives to provide comparative information on the alternatives so that the general public,
the advisory committees, and the Oversight Policy Committee could learn about the right-of-
way acquisition implications of each of the alternatives. The right-of-way analysis also
presented information on expected impacts associated with specific transportation elements
within the alternatives to better inform decision-making on what transportation improvements
might be most desirable to recommend for further study.

Right-of-way impacts are included for those improvements that would entail acquisitions
beyond what is already planned and committed for the 1-710 Corridor. Since Alternative A, the
No Build Alternative, represents the “no action” option, this alternative would not result in any
acquisitions beyond what is already planned for implementation by 2025. Alternative B does
not include any elements on |-710 that require right-of-way acquisition, so this alternative is not
included in the following analysis. Therefore, estimates for the build alternatives in Figure S-8
reflect the right-of-way acquisitions of these three alternatives over and above the No Build
Alternative.
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Figure S-8
Right-of-Way Impact Analysis
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As indicated in Figure S-8, Alternatives C and D include improvements associated with the
Terminal Island Freeway, which is why these two alternatives show right-of-way impacts
attributable to this component. Alternative D would result in more right-of-way impacts in the
vicinity of the interchanges along 1-710 due to the amount of mainline freeway width that would
affect the existing configuration of these interchanges and also due the types of geometric
changes proposed at the SR-91/I-710 freeway-to-freeway interchange for Alternative D.
Alternative E appears to require the most right-of-way in total as this alternative involves the
construction of a new truck facility along the entire length of the I-710 Corridor. However, a
good portion of Alternative E would utilize Southern California Edison and Los Angeles
Department of Water & Power property adjacent to -710.

Similar to the right-of-way impact analysis, costs were also assessed to establish the relative
differences among the alternatives in terms of absolute cost and the cost of various parts of the
alternatives to support decision making for the I-710 Study. The cost estimates assume that all
the transportation improvements associated with each alternative have been constructed.
Costs are shown in 2003 dollars.

Figure S-9 presents the capital cost estimates for Alternatives B, C, D, and E. For Alternative
B, the TSM/TDM Alternative, the component categories included |-710 Mainline Improvements,
Interchanges and Arterials, Goods Movement, Transit, and Intelligent Transportation Systems
(ITS). For Alternatives C, D and E, the component categories included I-710 Mainline
Improvements, Interchanges, the Terminal Island Freeway, TSM/TDM/Transit, and Arterials.
Right-of-way costs for the build alternatives were also estimated and included in the totals.
Total costs for Alternative B were estimated at approximately $355 million, $3.2 billion for
Alternative C, $3.6 billion for Alternative D, and $3.5 billion for Alternative E.
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Figure S-9
Capital Cost Estimates (Year 2003 dollars)
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The Alternatives Evaluation phase of the public involvement process for the 1-710 Study
involved conducting outreach to stakeholders and gathering feedback regarding the final set
of five alternatives. In the outreach process, briefings were held with elected officials at all
levels of government along the corridor and presentations were given to numerous community,
business, and environmental groups regarding the estimated benefits, costs, and impacts of
the five alternatives. Once the potential impacts of the alternatives, including potential right of
way (ROW) acquisition requirements became known, the previously approved outreach
strategy was revised to go beyond what is typically undertaken for a Major Corridor Study
process to ensure that all stakeholders would have an opportunity to review project
information, including potential ROW impacts in their area, as well as additional opportunities
for communities to provide feedback on the various transportation components included in the
five alternatives.

The key issues and themes identified throughout this phase of the public involvement process
were: concerns about the large amount of proposed property acquisitions and relocation
related to the proposed build alternatives, environmental and health concerns, environmental
justice, and perceived shortcomings in the public outreach for the [-710 Study.

Property Acquisition/Relocation—The majority of residents, business leaders, and
elected officials along the Corridor expressed strong dissatisfaction with the amount of
residential and commercial property that would need to be acquired for the
implementation of several of the alternatives. Some of the property that would be lost
would include homes, businesses, parks, schools, and churches. There was also a
pervasive feeling among the public that property owners would not receive adequate
compensation for their properties in an acquisition process. There were also significant
concerns regarding the impacits to their communities of the magnitude of the proposed
property acquisitions.

Environmental/Health Concerns—Nearly all community residents were concerned that
construction of any of the alternatives and the additional truck traffic that is expected on
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I-710 between now and the future will lead to increases in dust, smog, noise, and diesel
emissions in the communities adjacent to the freeway. Increased cancer risks from
diesel toxins and increased incidence of respiratory diseases were also a major
concern of stakeholders throughout the I-710 Study Area.

Environmental Justice—Most of the residents living along the |-710 freeway are
minorities, and as such, feel that their communities will be unfairly impacted by any of
the build alternatives (Alternatives C, D, and E). They would prefer to see further
studies conducted to ensure that all potential negative impacts to their communities
can either be avoided or sufficiently mitigated.

Public Outreach—Some of the stakeholders did not like the open house format used to
disseminate information to the public regarding the final set of five alternatives, and
would have preferred that formal meetings be held instead. The open house format
was intended to provide members of the public with the opportunity to view project
maps and displays and to speak with project team members one-on-cne. In response
to these concerns, formal meetings were later held in each of the potentially impacted
cities, at which point, stakeholders were able to receive a presentation regarding the I-
710 Study, as well as formally interact with study staff in a group setting.

As a consequence of the high level of public and community concern voiced about the Final
Set of Alternatives, the MTA Board and the I-710 Oversight Policy Committee (OPC) directed
agency staff to undertake a revised community participation process. The goal of this revised
process was to develop a community consensus for a Hybrid Strategy for the |-710 Major
Corridor Study.

S$.7 Development of a Hybrid Strategy

In response to the community concerns and opposition to the build alternatives (C, D, and E) of
the final set of alternatives, the MTA Board passed a motion on May 22, 2003 to revise the
direction of the I-710 Study. Through this motion, the MTA Board directed staff to continue to
work with the affected communities and other stakeholders to develop a Hybrid Strategy that
would be acceptable to them, while meeting the purpose and need for transportation
improvements in the 1-710 Study Area. This Hybrid Strategy would have both operational and
policy elements, as well as selected physical infrastructure improvements. The MTA Board
also directed staff to “...form advisory groups in key areas along the Corridor where current
design alternatives require the acquisition of large amounts of private property.”

At its May 28, 2003 meeting, the Oversight Policy Committee, also cognizant of community
concerns regarding the Final Set of Alternatives, adopted a set of Guiding Principles [see
Section S.1] that further elaborated on the MTA motion and provided guidance to the
development of a Hybrid Strategy for the I-710 Corridor. At this same meeting, the OPC
created two tiers of Community Advisory Committees (CACs) to advise the OPC on the
development of the Hybrid Strategy.

Tier 1 — Community Level Committees

Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees (CACs) were formed for each of the cities that border
the |-710 Freeway. These communities would have potential right-of-way impacts created by
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the build alternatives (C, D, and E) of the Final Set of Alternatives. In total, eight communities
were involved at the Tier 1 level:

Long Beach
Carson

Compton

South Gate
Lynwood

Bell Gardens
Commerce

East Los Angeles

These CACs primarily focused on key issues that affected their communities including: health,
environment and quality of life issues, safety and mobility issues, as well as economic
development and land use issues.

To assist with the formation and coordination of these Tier 1 CACs, MTA and the Gateway
Cities COG retained a consultant, Moore, lacofano, Goltsman, Inc. (MIG), to facilitate meetings
of these committees. The Gateway Cities COG also retained an engineer (Jerry Wood,
Consultant) to assist the Tier 1 CACs in the development of their recommendations for
improvements to the I-710 freeway and the transportation system in the surrounding study
area. MIG facilitated the formation and meetings of the Tier 1 CACs representing the cities of
Carson, Compton, Lynwood, Bell Gardens, and Commerce, as well as the community of East
Los Angeles. .

The Gateway Cities COG engineer worked with these Tier 1 CACs as well as the South Gate
Tier | CAC to help develop a Hybrid Strategy. Each of the Tier 1 CACs met numerous times
and developed a list of issues, concerns, and recommendations. After reviewing these lists,
preliminary design concepts for respective segments of |-710 were developed and presented
to each Tier 1 CAC for review and comment. Through this feedback, adjustments and
refinements to the hybrid design concept were made.

Rather than form a Tier 1 CAC, the City of Long Beach formed an [-710 Oversight Committee
comprised of the three city council members whose districts border the |-710 freeway. The City
of Long Beach also retained consultants for facilitation (DSO) and engineering (MMA) to
support its separate community outreach process, leading to the development and adoption
by the Long Beach City Council of their portion of the Hybrid Strategy.

Tier 2 — Corridor Level Cormmittee

The Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee (CAC) was formed to provide community
representation via a broad based corridor-wide body consistent with the OPC action, which
stated, “The communities are the 14 corridor cities and two unincorporated areas, with the
understanding that the City of Long Beach may identify no more than four impacted
communities based on the length (8 miles) of the freeway frontage within that City.” As a
result, the initial membership consisted of:
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e The Chair of each Tier 1 CAC

» For each community that does not have a Tier 1 CAC, a member appointed by the City
Council or County Supervisor

* Four members representing the City of Long Beach

+ 15 members appointed by the OPC to provide representation from the environmental
community, business, labor, institutions, and academia

s The Chair of the I-710 Technical Advisory Committee

In order to empower the Tier 2 CAC to engage additional perspectives or interests that it
deems important, the OPC delegated to the Tier 2 CAC the authority to appoint, by two-thirds
vote, up to ten additional members. The Tier 2 CAC voted to add one additional member
representing environmental justice.

Employing Moore, lacofano, Goltsman, Inc. as a resource, the Tier 2 CAC structured its work
based on key issue areas that were identified by the Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees.
These issue areas included:

e Health
e Jobs and Economic Development
o Safety
e Noise

o Congestion and Mobility

e Community Enhancements
e Design Concepts

e Environmental Justice

e Organization and Process

The Tier 1 Community Level Committees provided direct input to the Tier 2 Corridor Level
Committee, which in turn was charged with providing input directly to the OPC. The Corridor
Level Tier 2 Committee was also charged with providing feedback to the Community Level Tier
1 Committees '

Draft Hybrid Design Concept

The community participation phase of the development of the Hybrid Strategy generated a
significant number of comments on a number of physical features that were viewed as
providing future improvement on |-710. These physical features were combined and
coordinated to develop the overall I-710 Draft Hybrid Design Concept.

The purpose of the |-710 Draft Hybrid Design Concept is to provide infrastructure
improvements to I-710 focused on improving safety; increasing capacity for growing heavy
duty truck demand; increasing capacity for high general-purpose traffic demand; improving
reliability of travel times; and separating autos and trucks to the greatest extent possible while
limiting direct and indirect right-of-way impacts.

In general terms, the Draft Hybrid Design Concept is comprised of 10 general-purpose traffic
lanes, 4 exclusive truck lanes, and interchange improvements from Ocean Boulevard in Long
Beach to the intermodal railroad yards in Commerce/NVernon. It is important to note that
proposed improvements to the segment of I-710 between Washington Boulevard and SR-60
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are still under study, due to the design complexities and potential right-of-way impacts in the
vicinity of the |-710/1-5 interchange.

The 1-710 Draft Hybrid Design Concept is made up of the following components:

Exclusive Truck Facility on I-710

e 4 lanes (2 in each direction) mostly at-grade between Ocean Boulevard and the intermodal
rail-yards in Vernon/Commerce, with the truck lanes being elevated at the following
locations: near the SR-91 interchange; north of I-105 near Imperial Highway; and north of
Slauson Avenue.

o dedicated ingress/egress points for trucks at selected locations: north of Ocean Boulevard
(ingress northbound, egress southbound); north of 1-405 (ingress northbound, egress
southbound); SR-91 interchange (NB |-710 to EB SR-91, WB SR-91 to SB I-710, EB SR-91
to NB I-710, and SB 1-710 to WB SR-91); south of Firestone Boulevard (ingress southbound,
egress northbound); and north of Atlantic/Bandini Boulevard (ingress southbound, egress
northbound)

¢ horizontal alignment is as follows:

- split on both sides of I-710 from Ocean Boulevard to north of Pacific Coast Highway

- onthe east side of I-710 from north of Pacific Coast Highway to Imperial Highway,
largely (though not entirely) within the existing State right-of-way or the Southern
California Edison right-of-way

- on the west side of I-710 from Imperial Highway to Gage Avenue

- onthe east side of I-710 from Gage Avenue to Bandini Boulevard

- split on both sides of I-710 from Bandini Boulevard to south of Washington Boulevard

General Purpose Traffic Improvements on [-710

» one additional general purpose lane in each direction from Ocean Boulevard to the
Shoemaker Bridge
two additional general purpose lanes in each direction from Shoemaker Bridge to 1-405
one additional general purpose lane in each direction from |-405 to Atlantic Boulevard
shifting the freeway centerline at various locations between Shoemaker Bridge and Atlantic
Boulevard to attempt to minimize right-of-way impacts

Interchange Improvements — Truck-Related

¢ add atruck interchange on the exclusive truck facility providing a northbound exit ramp
and a southbound entrance ramp viaduct for trucks only along Sheila Street south of
Washington Boulevard providing direct access to/from the UP and BNSF rail yards; also
provide a southbound exit ramp and a northbound entrance ramp using the viaduct from
the rail yards

Interchange Improvements — General Purpose Traffic

eliminate some of the design deficiencies at -405/I-710 and SR-91/I-710 interchanges

e reconfigure approximately 13 local access interchanges between and including Ocean
Boulevard at Shoreline Drive in Long Beach and Atlantic Boulevard/Bandini Boulevard in
Vernon/Bell
add one new interchange (Slauson Avenue)

¢ eliminate freeway access at 9 locations:
- entrance from 7" Street to SB Shoreline Drive (1 ramp)
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- connection from Shoemaker Bridge to Pico Avenue (1 ramp)

- connection from Pico Avenue to Shoemaker Bridge (1 ramp)

- SB exit to and NB entrance from Wardlow Road at |-710 (2 ramps)

- NB and SB I-710 to Santa Fe Avenue (1 ramp)

- exit from WB SR-91 to Alondra Boulevard (1 ramp)

- exit from EB SR-91 to Cherry Avenue (1 ramp)

- WB exit to and EB entrance from Atlantic Boulevard at SR-91 (2 ramps)
- all ramps at Washington Boulevard (4 ramps)

Caltrans standards were considered during the development of the Draft Hybrid Design
Concept. However, the standards could not be met at all locations and Caltrans/FHWA
approval of design exceptions will be needed to implement the geometric design as currently
proposed. If the design exceptions are not acceptable to Caltrans/FHWA, then the geometric
designs at certain locations will have to be restudied and the design modified. Any changes
will be reviewed with the local community before being finalized.

Note that the community engagement process to reach consensus on the I-710 Draft Hybrid
Design Concept north of Atlantic/Bandini is still underway with Commerce and East Los
Angeles and therefore proposed improvements to this segment are yet to be defined.

Right-of-Way Impact Analysis

As right-of-way impacts are of great concern to the public, MTA Board, and OPC, right-of-way
impacts were assessed for the I-710 Draft Hybrid Design Concept. The precision of this right-
of-way impact analysis is governed by the general level of engineering design of the Draft
Hybrid Design Concept, which is highly conceptual at this stage of project planning.

Based on aerial photography and topographic information, the approximate number of
structures that would be impacted was assessed, as well as the total acreage that would be
impacted by the Draft Hybrid Design Concept. Each potentially impacted structure was
assigned to a specific land use category to provide an understanding of what kind of
structures were being impacted. The land use categories are residential,
commercialfindustrial, railroad, power/utility, sensitive, or undeveloped land uses. Sensitive
land use refers to particularly sensitive natural and community resources, such as parks, green
space, schools, hospitals, and cemeteries. The estimated number of impacted structures in
each affected city is shown in Table S-4.

Right-of-way impacts were also assessed on an acreage basis, again utilizing aerial
photographs, topographic mapping, and GIS database mapping. Table S-5 displays the
impacted acreage stratified by city and by land use type. The same land use categories were
used as in the structure impact analysis. The City of Long Beach, by virtue of the fact that the
City stretches from the southerly project limit at Ocean Boulevard northward to near the SR-
91/1-710 interchange, would have the greatest acreage impact of any jurisdiction, 91.2 acres
out of a total of 241.4 acres. However, almost half of the impacted acreage in Long Beach is in
the Power/Utility land use category. This is an intentional by-product of the design concept,
which attempts to maximize use of existing utility owned land adjacent to the 1-710 for
improvements and hence minimize impacts to residential and commercial properties.
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Figure S-10 displays the potential right-of-way impacts of Alternatives C, D, and E along with
the same data for the Draft Hybrid Design Concept. Only the right-of-way impacts of the 1-710
mainline concepts are shown. Impacts of proposed improvements north of Washington
Boulevard are included in Alternatives C, D, and E, while the Draft Hybrid Design Concept
improvements are currently defined only as far north as the 1-710/Washington Boulevard
interchange. The right-of-way impacts for the proposed truck inspection station have been
extracted from Alternative C to normalize its comparison with the Draft Hybrid Design Concept.
The right-of-way impacts for the Draft Hybrid Design Concept do not include those from a truck
inspection station, nor do they account for impacts for any improvements north of Washington
Boulevard, as these are yet to be defined.

Figure $-10
Acreage Impacts by Land Use Type

400 B Undeveloped
350
300 % Sensitive Resource
250
W Railroad
% Residential

# Power [ Utility

E Draft
Hybrid

# Commercial / Industrial
1-710 Alternatives

Source: Parsons Brinckerhoff (March 2003) for Alternatives C, D, and E; Jerry Wood, consultant, in association with
MMA, Inc. and Nolan Consulting, Inc. (April 2004) for the Draft Hybrid Design Concept.

Notes: Alternative C impacts exclude proposed truck inspection facility. Draft Hybrid Design Concept impacts
exclude truck inspection facility and improvements north of 1-710/Washington Boulevard.

Cost Analysis

The cost of the Draft Hybrid Design Concept was estimated using the same methodology that
was used to estimate the costs of the Final Set of Alternatives. In the year since the previous
cost estimates were prepared, there has been a dramatic change in certain elements of the
local economy. Land values have risen significantly, as have the unit costs of certain
construction materials, specifically concrete and steel. As such, the estimate for the Draft
Hybrid Design Concept is in 2004 dollars as compared to the estimates for Alternatives C, D
and E, which were developed in 2003 dollars and were presented in Section S.5. To provide a
clearer comparison among the alternatives, the estimates for Alternatives C, D and E have
been escalated to 2004 dollars within this section only. Previous references to the Alternatives
C, D, and E costs were relative to their estimates in 2003 dollars.
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The estimated cost for the Draft Hybrid Design Concept is $4.5 billion for mainline and
interchange improvements with $3.9 billion of the total for infrastructure construction and $0.6
billion for right-of-way acquisition. This design concept does not currently include any
improvements north of Washington Boulevard in the City of Commerce, nor does it currently
include:

e atruck inspection station,
e any arterial improvements, or
e any TSM/TDM/Transit elements.,

The cost estimates for Alternatives C, D, and E have been escalated to 2004 dollars and
modified to exclude elements that are not included in the Draft Hybrid Design Concept for
purposes of comparison. Table S-6 displays the cost estimates for the various alternatives.

Table S-6
Comparison of Capital Cost Estimates
(2004 dollars in millions)

Alternative C | Alternative D | Alternative E Draft Hybrid
Design Concept
Construction $1,787.5 $2,709.3 $2,992.3 $3,902.8
Right-of-Way $627 .1 $692.9 $900.7 $584.8
Total $2,414.6 $3,402.2 $3,893.0 $4.,487.6

The Draft Hybrid Design Concept has the highest estimated construction cost, but the lowest
right-of-way cost. One of the goals of the Draft Hybrid Design Concept was to reduce
residential right-of-way impacts, which would commensurately reduce right-of-way acquisition
costs. The measures taken to reduce right-of-way impacts included constructing more of the
alignment on structure or building other features that resulted in higher construction costs - the
Draft Hybrid Design Concept has a capital cost that is about 595 million dollars higher than
Alternative E, the alternative with the next highest construction cost.

$.8 Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee Recommendations

The Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee first convened on February 3, 2004 and met a
dozen times over a period of seven months between February 2004 and August 2004 in order
to develop their recommendations for the I-710 Studly.

The charge of the Tier 2 Committee was to review key local issues and opportunities identified
by the Tier 1 Community Advisory Committees, consider issues of local and regional
importance from a corridor-wide perspective, and provide recommendations to the Oversight
Policy Committee on a comprehensive transportation solution for the |-710 Corridor.

The Tier 2 Committee covered a number of issue areas, including: health, jobs and economic
development, safety, noise, congestion and mobility, community enhancements, design
concepts, environmental justice, and organization and process. Consequently, the Tier 2
Committee recommendations are wide ranging in scope and encompass not only
transportation improvements, but also policy proposals, strategies to improve the current
environment, specific items for further study, and conditions for future implementation. The
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Tier 2 Committee work effort also incorporates the suggestions, ideas, and input from the Tier 1
Committees that represent the most directly impacted communities along I1-710.

Several of the Tier 2 meetings were devoted to the preparation of a report, documenting the
Committee’s findings and recommendations. Great care was taken to develop precise
wording to convey the convictions and intent of the overall group.

Three overarching principles defined the priorities of the Tier 2 Committee and reflected
the consensus that emerged during their deliberations:

1. Thisis a corridor — considerations go beyond the freeway and infrastructure.
2. Health is the overriding consideration.

3. Every action should be viewed as an opportunity for repair and improvement of
the current situation. :

Table S-7 lists the summary recommendations from the Tier 2 Committee, which are excerpted
directly from the executive summary of the Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee’s full report
entitled Major Opportunity/Strategy Recommendations and Conditions, prepared with the
assistance of Moore, lacofano, Goltsman, Inc. (MIG), on August 2004. The full report from the
Tier 2 Committee, including their conditions, is provided in the Appendices of the /-710 Major
Corridor Study Final Reportin its entirety.

Table S-7
Tier 2 CAC Summary Recommendations

Topic Area Tier 2 CAC Recommended Strategies

Health 1. Develop an action plan to improve air quality in the corridor.
2. Implement a corridor level action plan to improve community air quality.

Implement local alternative fuels/electrification and/or hydrogen policies and
programs to reduce diesel emissions.

Pursue opportunities for incremental improvements.

Implement port-specific air quality improvement strategies.

Jobs and 1. Position the I-710 corridor and Gateway communities for a post-oil economy.
Economic

2. Create a community environment that attracts and retains businesses and
Development

residents who can support a new gateway cities economy.

3. Enable the |-710 corridor and Gateway communities to become more
proactive in today’s economy.

4. |Institute corridor-wide programs and partnerships to equip area residents with
the skills needed to move into higher-paying jobs in the new economy.

5. While promoting the importance of all business, specifically recognize small
business as an economic driver and foster its growth within the communities.

6. Consistent with current law, advocate policies at the national, state, regional
and local levels to require businesses that benefit from any potential I-710
improvements to pay living wages.
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Table S-7 Continued
Tier 2 CAC Summary Recommendations

Topic Area Tier 2 CAC Recommended Strategies

Safety Continue support and implementation of safety programs.
Increase enforcement of traffic and vehicle safety laws and regulations.
Increase public and truck education on safety and neighborhood issues.

Implement infrastructure improvements.

o > 0o

Separate trucks and cars.

Noise 1. Provide appropriate and effective sound walls to reduce noise impacts to
neighborhoods and schools adjacent to the freeway.

Implement noise mitigation programs.

Conduct a study to assess how truck traffic from extended gate hours for
trucks and 24/7 port operations will impact communities, and assess what
mitigations may be appropriate.

Congestion and 1. Maximize use of existing infrastructure.

Mobility Implement expanded public transit solutions.

Provide a comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian network with
connectivity throughout the area.

4. Develop a consistently implemented plan with cities and residents to
mitigate construction impacts and maintain access.

5. Support cooperative planning among all ports along the West Coast.

Design Concepts 1. Endorse the specific Tier 1 CAC recommendations included in the Appendix
of this Tier 2 Report.

2. Support capacity enhancement improvements for the 1-710 Freeway upon
meeting the conditions recommended in this Tier 2 Report, including those
recommended by both Tier 1 and Tier 2 CACs.

3. If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the freeway is
necessary, develop new transportation infrastructure for I-710 that separates
cars from trucks.

4. If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the freeway is
necessary, locate the new truck lanes in such a way as to minimize
community impacts.

Redesign unsafe and congested interchanges on 1-710.

Consider future needs and requirements in implementing any new 1-710
design.

7. If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the freeway is
necessary, upgrade of the existing freeway must satisfy criteria detailed in
this Tier 2 Report.

Final Report $-40 March 2005



1-710 Major Corridor Study

Table $-7 Continued
Tier 2 CAC Summary Recommendations

Topic Area Tier 2 CAC Recommended Strategies
Community 1. Preserve existing parks, open space, and natural areas.
Enhancements 2. Develop and implement community enhancement projects.
3. Provide programs to minimize construction impacts.
4. Develop and implement a plan for arterial streetscapes.
5. Mitigate light and glare in surrounding communities.
Environmental 1. Include the corridor communities in the planning process, in a meaningful
Justice way, including provision of appropriate language translation.

2. Ensure that impacts do not disproportionately fall on low-income people or
people of color.

3. Ensure that the benefits from the projects flow to the corridor communities.

Organization and 1. This Tier 2 Report will be formally “agendized” and presented to the OPC
Process when it convenes in September 2004 for consideration and decision. All Tier 2
members will be invited to the OPC meeting, and the presentation of the Tier
2 report will be delivered by a representative group of Tier 2 spokespersons.

2. Following the OPC's meeting, there will be a follow-up meeting(s) of the Tier 2
Committee to discuss actions taken by the OPC.

3. Prior to the beginning of any formal EIR for the 1-710 Major Corridor Study,
Metro (MTA) and the Gateway Cities COG will work with the communities,
appropriate agencies, organizations and community groups in developing a
collaborative process for community participation in the environmental review
process. This process will continue to work collaboratively throughout the EIR
process.

S$.9 Technical Advisory Committee Recommendations

The role of the Technical Advisory Committee was to provide technical oversight of study
methods, assumptions, and findings throughout the course of the |-710 Major Corridor Study
and to make recommendations to the Oversight Policy Committee prior to key decision points.
Between March and May, 2003, the TAC met several times to hear and review technical
reports from the study team on the evaluation results of the Final Set of Alternatives —
Alternatives A, B, C, D, and E. The TAC members also attended numerous public and
community meetings that were held within their respective jurisdictions to hear public concerns
on the five alternatives. Through this process, the TAC immersed itself in the details of the
elements that made up the various alternatives.

On May 28, 2003, the Oversight Policy Committee directed the TAC to start with Alternative B
and create a “hybrid” alternative recommendation that combines appropriate elements from all
five alternatives. The OPC further directed that these elements must be acceptable to each
affected city with the purpose of minimizing right-of-way acquisitions and the objective of
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preserving existing housing stock, yet work together as an integrated strategy consistent with
adopted guiding principles. The following month, June 2003, the TAC formally adopted the
OPC'’s guiding principles to guide the next phase of their effort in developing a technical
recommendation for a Hybrid Strategy. [The Guiding Principles are listed in Section S.1 of this
report.]

For a period of several months, individual TAC members met with their communities and with
the Gateway Cities COG's engineer to develop a community-based design that incorporated
the most appropriate elements for a Hybrid Design Concept for I-710. This community-based
design process looked at exceptions to federal and state highway design standards as well as
other opportunities to avoid residential property takes. TAC members from potentially
impacted cities actively participated in their respective Tier 1 community advisory committees
to help identify and resolve technical issues for each of their cities. The TAC Chair served as
an active member of the Corridor-wide (Tier 2) Community Advisory Committee. In addition,
several TAC members routinely attended the Tier 2 CAC meetings either to observe or to serve
as a technical resource, which helped provide both continuity and interface among these
advisory bodies to the I-710 Study.

The TAC reconvened, as a whole, beginning in February 2004 to hear status reports on the
development of a community-based design concept for the Hybrid Strategy and to receive
updates on the activities of the Tier 1 and Tier 2 Community Advisory Committees. During
March and April of 2004, the TAC reviewed conceptual plans of the Hybrid Design Concept,
representing the work of the Gateway Cities COG engineering team and the Tier 1 community
advisory committees.

In early September 2004, the TAC met again to receive design review comments from
Caltrans/FHWA and to receive the Tier 2 CAC Report, Major Opportunity/Strategy
Recommendations and Conditions. At this meeting, the TAC also formulated their
recommendations for a Hybrid Strategy for the I-710 Study Area for consideration by the
Oversight Policy Committee. Through their recommendation, the TAC sought to bring the
greatest transportation benefit to the overall I-710 Corridor in terms of public health, safety and
mobility, while adhering to the Guiding Principles.

The TAC made no further changes to the draft Hybrid Design Concept (presented in Section
S.6 of this report) with the understanding that the segment of the |-710 Corridor between the
BNSF/UP railroad yards in Vernon/Commerce and SR-60 is still under study and that findings
from this focused study effort, including any new freeway-to-freeway ramp connections
between |-710 and I-5, will need to be integrated with the overall I-710 Hybrid Design Concept
prior to initiating environmental studies on I-710. The TAC further recognizes that additional
design options will be explored and refinements will necessarily occur to the Hybrid Design
Concept as it moves forward into project development (e.g., environmental studies and
preliminary engineering) Examples of these design issues include items such as the specific
location of truck lane ingress/egress ramps; evaluation of traffic impacts of proposed ramp
closures; proposed local interchange configurations; and weave distances between ramps that
connect to I-710. Some of these design issues were identified during the course of the 1-710
Study and are called out in Section S.10 of this report (Issues for Further Consideration). Yet
others will be identified through the more detailed environmental and engineering studies that
typically occur in future phases of project development.
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Table S-8 summarizes the recommendations for a Hybrid Strategy that were developed by the
TAC on September 9, 2004.

Table S-8
Summary TAC Recommendations - Hybrid Strategy
Component Descriptive Elements
Hybrid Design Concept' » 10 general purpose traffic lanes on I-710
(Ocean Blvd. to the Intermodal » 4 exclusive truck lanes along 1-710, between Ocean
Railroad Yards?) Boulevard and the intermodal railroad yards in Vernon /

Commerce, including dedicated ingress/egress points for
trucks at selected locations

» exclusive truck ramps from the truck lanes to the intermodal
railroad yards in Vernon / Commerce

» new local interchange at Slauson on 1-710

» interchange maodifications at 15 local interchanges and 2
freeway-to-freeway interchanges on I-710

Alternative A — No Build » Future improvements to the existing transportation system
Improvements that are already planned and committed and are, therefore,
expected to be in place by 2025. Examples of these
projects include: replacement of all of the pavement and
construction of a new concrete, median divider on 1-710
between Ocean Boulevard and 1-10; added bus service
throughout the 1-710 Study Area; and improvements to truck-
impacted intersections, among other future transportation

projects.
Alternative B - TSM/TDM » Transportation strategies to better manage how the existing
Improvements freeways, roadways, and the transit systems operate in the I-

710 Study Area. Examples include: added bus service for
local communities; the completion of the ramp metering
system on |-710, advanced technologies to manage traffic
and to inform motorists about alternate routes to avoid traffic
congestion; and programs to reduce truck diesel emissions
and encourage a shift of truck traffic into the late evening or
early morning hours. (See Section S.4 of this report,
Alternative B, for a complete list.)

Truck Inspection Facility » Precise configuration and location of the truck inspection
facility within the 1-710 Study Area to be determined through
further study.

Arterial Roadway Improvements /| » Operational and/or capacity improvements to selected

arterial roadways within the 1-710 Study Area. The scope
and extent of the proposed improvements as well as those
arterials to be included in this component of the Hybrid
Strategy to be determined through further study.

Notes: 'Detailed information on the Hybrid Design Concept is provided in |-710 Major Corridor Study “Hybrid”
Afternative (Locally Preferred Strategy) Technical Report, Gateway Cities COG, April 2004.

2The portion of the 1-710 Corridor between the BNSF /UP intermodal railroad yards in Vernon / Commerce
and SR-60 is currently under study. Results from this focused study effort will be integrated with the Hybrid
Design Concept prior to initiating follow on environmental studies.
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S$.10 1-710 Oversight Policy Committee Actions

The 1-710 Oversight Policy Committee met on September 30, 2004 to receive the reports from
the Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee and the Technical Advisory Committee, as well as
public comment related to both reports. After added consideration of these two reports, the
OPC then met on November 18, 2004 and adopted the Locally Preferred Strategy (LPS) for the
I-710 Major Corridor Study. In addition they adopted four recommendations providing
direction and guidance on the future phases of project development and on companion
actions.

The Locally Preferred Strategy

The OPC approved the Hybrid Design Concept and the related supporting elements as the
Locally Preferred Strategy:

o Hybrid Design Concept, which consists of ten (10) mixed flow lanes, specified
interchange improvements, and four (4) truck lanes between the intermodal rail-yards in
Vernon/Commerce and Ocean Boulevard in Long Beach (see Figure S-11)

s Alternative B — Transportation System Management/Transportation Demand
Management Improvements
Improvement to arterial highways within the 1-710 Corridor

» Construction of truck inspection facilities to be integrated with the selected overall
design concept

The LPS adds general purpose capacity to |-710, as well as separating trucks from autos to the
extent feasible by adding truck-only lanes. The LPS includes all of the transportation projects
of the No Build Alternative as these comprise the future condition in the I-710 Corridor. As
described above, the LPS also includes all of the programs, policies, and strategies from
Alternative B. Based on the OPC Action of November 18, 2004, the Locally Preferred Strategy
was forwarded to the MTA Board for its consideration and action.

The OPC, as part of the LPS decision, also committed to an additional “mini” study of the
segment of the Corridor between Atlantic/Bandini and SR-60 to determine an acceptable
design concept and scope for that segment of the Corridor. The results of this mini-study will
be reviewed by the impacted Tier 1 CACs, the Tier 2 CAC, and the TAC. These advisory
committee recommendations will be considered by the OPC prior to its adoption of the design
concept and scope for this segment of the Corridor, which will then be referred to the MTA for
inclusion in the I-710 Corridor LPS. It is anticipated that these efforts will be concluded by
Summer 2005.

Additional OPC Actions

The OPC adopted four additional actions to support the LPS decision and in response to
community issues regarding the 1-710 Corridor, as expressed in the Tier 2 CAC’s report.
These actions are:

e Request the Gateway Cities Council of Governments to return with suggested steps for
initiating the development and implementation of a corridor level Air Quality Action Plan
to include not only technical but also funding, institutional structure and legislative
strategies as well as an approach to holding public agencies with jurisdiction in the
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Corridor accountable for progress in meeting air quality and public health objectives in
the Corridor and Region.

e Forward the Tier 2 report in its entirety to be accepted as pre-scoping guidance to the
preparation of the EIR/EIS.

» Request the Gateway Cities Council of Governments to identify and pursue appropriate
avenues to implement those Tier 2 recommendations that prove to exceed the scope of
any I-710 transportation improvement project and report back to the community.

*» Request MTA and COG staff to suggest a process and structure for continuing
community participation throughout the environmental analysis.

S.11 MTA Board Action

The MTA Board met on January 27, 2005 to adopt the Draft Final Report of the |1-710 Major
Corridor Study. Additionally the Board acted to:

1. Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to proceed with the preparation of a Scope of
Work and Funding Plan that will include funding commitments from multiple partners for
the environmental phase of the project pursuant to the Major Corridor Study’s Locally
Preferred Strategy and use input from the I-710 Community Advisory Committees in the
environmental scoping process. The Scope of Work should also include assessment of
impacts to the I-170/SR-60 interchange and evaluation of alternative project delivery
methods.

2. Direct MTA staff to report back to the Board with the results of the East Los Angeles
Mini-Study and that results be included into the Locally Preferred Strategy prior to
initiating scoping for the EIR/EIS;

3. Receive the TIER Il report to be accepted and utilized as pre-scoping guidance for the
EIR/EIS;

4. Direct the MTA CEO, with the assistance of our state and federal advocates, to work
with the appropriate governmental and non-governmental agencies to form a multi-
jurisdictional entity to coordinate the appropriate aspects of the project, including
identification of a funding plan with funding sources from multiple partners, and upon
formation, the multi-jurisdictional partnership be tasked with identifying strategies for
achieving near-term improvements to the Corridor’s air quality and that the strategies
be identified prior to initiation of the EIR/EIS Request for Proposals.

S.12 Issues for Further Consideration

While consensus for a Locally Preferred Strategy was reached among study decision-makers,
it was with the understanding that a number of issues of concern that were raised during the
study process would be revisited during the environmental review, preliminary engineering,
final design, and construction phases of the proposal.
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For the most part, these are issues that were beyond the scope and authority of the I-710
planning study. Some are matters about which design assumptions had to be made for study
purposes and yet about which considerable controversy remains. Others have to do with
phasing of the overall project and ensuring that it supports the overall health and quality of life
issues in the |-710 Study Area. These issues represent critical concerns of several of the local
representatives, the community advisory group members, and the public, and will become part
of future discussions as the various aspects of the project move into the next phases.

Air Quality Action Plan — The Tier 2 Community Advisory Committee (CAC) determined
that air quality is the number one public health issue in the I-710 Corridor. The OPC
agrees and has approved a resolution requesting the GCCOG develop and implement
a corridor level Air Quality Action Plan, independent of the future environmental studies
of proposed improvements to I-710. This study will need to be developed and a
framework for continued participation with the affected communities implemented. In
addition, this Action Plan will need to inform the future environmental studies of the
proposed |-710 improvements.

Public Involvement Plan for EIS/EIR Phase — Concurrent with their LPS decision, the
OPC has also approved a request to MTA and GCCOG staff to suggest a process and
structure for continuing community participation throughout the upcoming
environmental analysis of the proposed |-710 infrastructure improvements. The OPC
has committed to the public to continue the high level of community participation
achieved with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 CACs through the environmental analysis phase of
proposed |-710 improvements. The agency staff will need to work with the affected
communities to determine if the current CAC process best serves the community
engagement process in the EIS/EIR phase or whether a different process is preferred.

Mini-Corridor Study — As part of their LPS decision, the OPC acknowledged that
additional study and community consensus building is required to determine the LPS
design concept and scope for the northern segment of the Corridor between
Atlantic/Bandini and SR-60. The OPC has committed to undertake this “mini” corridor
study and incorporate its results into the LPS. The OPC further commits to consider
recommendations from the impacted Tier 1 CACs, Tier 2 CAC and TAC prior to its
decision on the LPS for this segment of the Corridor. It remains to be determined if
transportation infrastructure improvements that are acceptable to the local communities
can be developed for this segment of the Corridor.

Freeway Design Issues — The Hybrid Design Concept adopted as the LPS contains
several design exceptions to achieve the objective of increasing corridor roadway
capacity while minimizing right-of-way impacts. Caltrans and FHWA have performed a
preliminary review of the conceptual design of the LPS and have expressed concern
regarding several design features. These concerns will be addressed in subsequent
engineering development phases of the project. While the objective is to minimize
right-of-way impacts, addressing design issues/concerns may require revising
acquisition needs. These impacts will be reviewed with the affected communities to
ascertain whether a consensus can be maintained on the design concept that is
acceptable to Caltrans, FHWA, and other agencies whose facilities and operations are
impacted by the design.
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Definition of Arterial Street Improvements — As part of the LPS, the OPC approved an
element of “improvement of arterial highways within the I-710 Corridor”. The scope and
extent of these arterial improvements will need to be defined in future project
development phases. The TAC had differences of opinion as to the scope of arterial
improvements within each of the respective local jurisdictions, which range from lane
additions, to intersection improvements to signal system upgrades or spot
improvements. These improvements will also need to achieve consistency, such as
lane continuity, among jurisdictions. At a minimum, pavement on arterials to withstand
the anticipated detour traffic in advance of I-710 construction that can handle the
weight of heavy duty trucks would need to be examined.

Determination of Truck Inspection Facility(ies) — Construction of truck inspection
facilities integrated with the overall design concept is a component of the LPS. During
the MCS, a candidate site was identified for an inspection facility adjacent to
northbound I-710 between Long Beach Blvd. and Del Amo Blvd. However, specific
sites have not been subjected to more detailed scrutiny. Siting issues which will need
to be addressed include proximity to the Ports, adequate space to queue trucks
awaiting inspections, noise and air emissions impacts to surrounding communities and
traffic safety. These decisions will also be influenced by emerging inspection facility
technologies.

Phasing of Improvements — All of the elements in the Locally Preferred Strategy (LPS),
including the Hybrid Design Concept, have a price tag in excess of $5 billion and their
implementation will need to be phased over several years. Decisions will need to be
made regarding the order of phasing of implementation of the LPS components,
including items such as the truckway, added travel lanes for |-710, and interchange
improvements. Considerations in these decisions will include constructability,
maintenance of traffic, funding availability, and political consensus. A phasing plan will
need to be agreed upon by the funding and implementing agencies as part of the
EIS/EIR phase of the project development process.

Technology, Construction and Noise Impacts

The OPC at its November 2004 meeting adopted guiding principles stating that the
analysis during the EIR/EIS Phase include detailed review of construction and noise
impacts and mitigation; and the feasibility of alternative technologies for movement of
goods in the corridor.

Project Funding

MTA views the |-710 Corridor Improvement Project as one of national significance. As a
consequence, the MTA intends to assemble a multi-jurisdictional coalition of funding
partners. |n order to access federal and state funds for the project, innovative and
conventional local revenue sources must be analyzed in detail. A detailed financial
plan will be prepared exploring such revenue sources as container fees and truck-way
tolls, during the next phases of project planning and development.
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APPENDIX S

Major Opportunity/Strategy
Recommendations and Conditions, TIER
2 Community Advisory Committee, August
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Executive Summary

Executive Summary

INTRODUCTION

This report presents the final consensus resulting from nine months of deliberations by a
broad-based group appointed by I-710 corridor communities and the I-710 Oversight
Policy Committee. Known as the Tier 2 Committee, this group represented a broad base
of interests, including local communities, academic, environmental, business, community
and environmental justice. The most directly impacted communities in the corridor were
invited to form community-level committees (known as the Tier | Committees). The
chairs of these committees were also represented on the Tier 2 Committee, along with a
representative named by each City Council in the remaining corridor cities.

The following guiding principles define the priorities of the Tier 2 Committee and reflect
the consensus that emerged during this process:

1. This is a corridor — considerations go beyond the freeway and
infrastructure.

2. Health is the overriding consideration.

3. Every action should be viewed as an opportunity for repair and

improvement of the current situation.

The Committee recognizes that something must be done to address the current congestion
and design of the I-710 freeway. The high number of trucks on the freeway uses up
capacity and the mix of cars and trucks poses a serious safety concern. The committee
agrees that the hybrid design concept presented could accomplish maximum build out in
a manner that reflects the Tier 1 CACs’ concerns and recommendations for their
communities, with the exception of the City of Commerce and East Los Angeles area,
which require further study. However, the I-710 corridor is more than just a place for
trucks to pass through on their way to their final destination. It is the location of our
homes, businesses, schools, parks, and lives. Today, particulates and other pollutants
from diesel truck traffic in the I-710 Corridor and the ports of Long Beach and Los
Angeles are our communities’ primary air-quality-related health concern. Therefore, the
conditions for major infrastructure improvements must be as follows:

1. Implement a corridor level action plan to improve community air quality.

2. Major infrastructure improvements must be conditioned on achieving air
quality goals to protect public health; corridor air quality must comply with
county, state and federal standards prior to the start of mainline construction

Final 1-710 Tier 2 Committee August, 2004
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and the entire project taken as a whole must result in a net reduction in criteria
pollutants.

3. Prior to the initiation of the environmental review process, all Tier 1
Community Advisory Committees must have formally endorsed the freeway
improvement design concept.

4. Prior to adopting a preferred alternative the OPC must conduct a study and
cost benefit analysis of potential goods movement alternatives as an
alternative to increasing the capacity of the I-710 Freeway.

5. A study of the impact of construction on air quality, traffic, congestion, noise
and impact on surrounding communities must be conducted, and if
construction does go forward, specific mitigation plans must be developed and
put into effect during the construction process to minimize and mitigate the
impact of construction on the surrounding communities.

6. Major infrastructure improvements must be conditioned on achieving a net
decrease in noise impacts upon the affected communities.

The Committee recognizes that certain aspects of the design concepts, particularly for
designated on-ramps, may be appropriate for implementation prior to addressing the
“mainline” issues. However, these improvements cannot be constructed in isolation from
all of the other recommendations such as public health, community enhancement, and
noise abatement. The I-710 design must take into account the safety and quality of life of
the communities in the corridor, including provisions for greenbelts and open space.

This Executive Summary presents a synopsis of our committee’s findings and
recommendations, which are presented, in eight topic areas. (Greater detail is provided in
the full report.)

HEALTH

Air quality is the number one public health issue. Poor air quality has had significant
negative impacts on public, economic, environmental and community health in the
corridor. Particulates and other pollutants from diesel truck traffic in the I-710 Corridor
and the ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach are our communities’ primary air-quality-
related health concern. The first consideration for approval of any improvements within
the I-710 corridor must be the project’s ability to reduce air quality impacts. Therefore,
these steps must be taken before construction can begin on the “mainline” project to
reduce air pollution.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following air quality improvement strategies:

August, 2004 Final I-710 Tier 2 Committee
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1. Develop an action plan to improve air quality in the corridor.
2. Implement a corridor level action plan to improve community air quality.
3. Implement local alternative fuels/electrification and/or hydrogen policies and

programs to reduce diesel emissions.
4, Pursue opportunities for incremental improvements.

5. Implement port-specific air quality improvement strategies.

JOBS AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

The twin ports of the San Pedro Bay generate significant economic benefits for the region
as a whole. However, the cost associated with the movement of goods is primarily borne
by local communities. These external costs, including increased levels of pollution, have
reduced the attractiveness and livability of these communities. To address this imbalance,
local residents and businesses must become net beneficiaries of the continued growth in
international trade through the local ports. Improvement of air quality and the
environment are essential for the area to take advantage of and capitalize on the area’s
assets. In addition, an investment in education is necessary to continue to diversify the
economy and provide economic opportunity for residents.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following economic development strategies:
1. Position the I-710 corridor and Gateway communities for a post-oil economy.

2. Create a community environment that attracts and retains businesses and
residents who can support a new gateway cities economy.

3. Enable the I-710 corridor and Gateway communities to become more
proactive in today’s economy.

4. Institute corridor-wide programs and partnerships to equip area residents with
the skills needed to move into higher-paying jobs in this new economy.

5. While promoting the importance of all business, specifically recognize small
business as an economic driver and foster its growth within the communities.

6. Consistent with current law, advocate policies at the national, state, regional
and local levels to require businesses that benefit from any potential I-710
improvements to pay living wages.

Final [-710 Tier 2 Committee August, 2004
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SAFETY

The I-710 corridor is one of the most unsafe freeways in the State. Increasing truck
traffic, conflicts between cars and trucks, aging infrastructure, and outdated design are all
contributing causes to accidents in and around the freeway. The high concentration of
older trucks, which frequently become disabled, poses a significant safety hazard, as do
truck intrusions into nearby communities and neighborhoods. Just as the Alameda
Corridor helped reduce conflicts between trains and automobiles, any improvements to
the I-710 corridor must resolve the inherent conflicts between automobiles and trucks.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following safety improvement strategies:

1. Continue support and implementation of safety programs.
2. Increase enforcement of traffic and vehicle safety laws and regulations.
3. Increase public and trucker education on safety and neighborhood issues.
4. Implement infrastructure improvements.
5. Separate trucks and cars.

NOISE

Excessive noise is a serious public health concern in the corridor and cannot be resolved
by simply building more sound walls. A comprehensive analysis of noise along the
corridor must lead to a plan that recognizes the health impacts to our communities and
seeks to resolve those impacts by providing appropriate relief. Major infrastructure
improvements must be conditioned on achieving a net decrease in noise impact upon the
affected communities.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following noise control strategies:

1. Provide appropriate and effective sound walls to reduce noise impacts to
neighborhoods and schools adjacent to the freeway.

2. Implement noise mitigation programs.

3. Conduct a study to assess how truck traffic from extended gate hours for
trucks and 24/7 port operations will impact communities, and assess what
mitigations may be appropriate.

August, 2004 Final I1-710 Tier 2 Committee
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CONGESTION AND MOBILITY

The major purpose of congestion relief must be to improve the quality of life and
economic vitality of the corridor rather than simply to accommodate port growth. The
current corridor capacity is not adequate even for the existing demands in the area. The
current conditions along the corridor are simply not acceptable. The Committee suggests
an approach that provides multiple options for personal mobility — auto, pedestrian, bike
and transit — within the corridor. Likewise, goods movement requires a comprehensive,
regional approach that reduces bottlenecks in all segments — ship, truck, and rail.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following congestion and mobility strategies:

1. Maximize use of existing infrastructure
2. Implement expanded public transit solutions.
3. Provide a comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian network with connectivity

throughout the area.

4, Develop a consistently implemented plan with cities and residents to mitigate
construction impacts and maintain access.

5. Support cooperative planning among all ports along the West Coast.

COMMUNITY ENHANCEMENTS

The 1-710 corridor is more than just a place for trucks to pass through on their way to
their final destination. It is the location of our homes, businesses, schools, parks, and
lives. Plans for future improvements to the I-710 are not intended to solely address
congestion and mobility problems. Instead a revitalized [-710 must be the catalyst to
enhance local communities along the corridor, creating an even more desirable place to
live, work, and play. Major infrastructure improvements must also be conditioned on
conclusion of satisfactory agreements with the neighboring communities to fully mitigate
negative aesthetic impacts and to mitigate the impacts of any increased light and glare.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following community enhancement strategies:

1. Preserve existing parks, open space, and natural areas.
2. Develop and implement community enhancement projects.
3. Provide programs to minimize construction impacts.
4. Develop and implement a plan for arterial streetscapes.
5. Mitigate light and glare in surrounding communities.
Final 1-710 Tier 2 Committee August, 2004
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DESIGN CONCEPTS

A new design concept for I-710 and/or alternative transportation modes for vehicles and
goods movement is needed that responds to the specific design recommendations
developed by the Tier 1 CACs to minimize or limit take of homes within their
communities along I-710. The hybrid design, as developed to date, does a credible job of
accomplishing this goal. However, final decisions on project configuration can only be
made subsequent to incorporation of the further study of East Los Angeles and City of
Commerce and upon completion of cost benefit and environmental studies. The I-710
design must take into account the safety and quality of life of the communities located
next to the freeway, including provisions for greenbelts and open space.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following design concept strategies:
1. Endorse the specific Tier I CAC recommendations included in the Appendix.

2. Support capacity enhancement improvements for the I-710 Freeway upon
meeting the conditions recommended in this report, including those
recommended by both Tier 1 and Tier 2 CACs.

3. If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the freeway is
necessary, develop new transportation infrastructure for I-710 that separates
cars from trucks.

4. If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the freeway is
necessary, locate the new truck lanes in such a way as to minimize community
impacts.

5. Redesign unsafe and congested interchanges on I-710.

6. Consider future needs and requirements in implementing any new 1-710
design.

7. If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the freeway is
necessary, upgrade of the existing freeway must satisfy criteria detailed in this
report.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

In the fifty years since the freeway was first built, the corridor has become home to
minority and low-income populations. For many years, the people who live within the
corridor have shouldered an unfair burden in health, economic, and quality of life issues.
Environmental justice requires a mechanism for the meaningful involvement of all people
in the transportation decision-making process and to ensure that the low-income and
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Executive Summary

minority communities receive equitable distribution of the benefits from transportation
activities without suffering disproportionate adverse impacts.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following environmental justice strategies:

1. Include the corridor communities in the planning process in a meaningful
way, including provision of appropriate language translation.

2. Ensure that impacts do not disproportionately fall on low-income people or
people of color.

3. Ensure that the benefits from the projects flow to the corridor communities.

ORGANIZATION AND PROCESS

To ensure that the work of the Tier 2 Committee is carried forward as set forth in the full
report, a task force of representatives from the Tier 2 CAC, the OPC and the TAC should
be established to plan and oversee the implementation of the conditions and
recommendations of the Tier 2 CAC.

The Tier 2 Committee recommends the following organization and process strategies:

1. This Tier 2 Report will be formally “agendized” and presented to the OPC
when it convenes in September 2004 for its consideration and decision. All
Tier 2 members will be invited to the OPC meeting, and the presentation of
the Tier 2 report will be delivered by a representative group of Tier 2
spokespersons.

2. Following the OPC’s meeting, there will be a follow-up meeting(s) of the Tier
2 Committee to discuss actions taken by the OPC.

3. Prior to the beginning of any formal EIR for the I-710 Major Corridor Study,
Metro (MTA) and the Gateway Cities COG will work with the communities,
appropriate agencies, organizations and community groups in developing a
collaborative process for community participation in the environmental review
process. This process will continue to work collaboratively throughout the
EIR process.

CONCLUSIONS AND NEXT STEPS

This report is hereby presented by the Tier 2 CAC to the [-710 Oversight Policy

Committee. The Committee expects that its recommendations will be carried forward by
the OPC, the Gateway Cities COG, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro), the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and the
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California State Department of Transportation (Caltrans). Further, we expect our
recommendations to be used as required guidance in the planning and development of
future corridor improvements. The Committee and the communities we represent expect
to have continued formal and meaningful participation in the I-710 corridor improvement
process and look forward to working with the OPC and future project sponsors toward an
improved and revitalized I-710 Corridor.
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I. Introduction

I. Introduction

This report documents the recommendations for policies, strategies and conditions
developed by the Tier 2 Committee to address I-710 issues, paving the way for a
consensus-based corridor solution. The Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee (CAC)
chairs represented the Tier 1 Committees on the Tier 2 Committee to ensure that
community concerns and recommendations were represented. The Oversight Policy
Committee (OPC) will review the findings and recommendations outlined in this report
and will use the information to make recommendations for potential action. The
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) will review the recommended strategies generated
by the process and consider the implications to the local preferred strategy. This report
will also be included in the Major Corridor Study.

Strategic discussions among Tier 2 Committee members occurred over a series of twelve
facilitated meetings held from February through August 2004. Building on a foundation
of understanding of their own community issues and particular concerns, Tier 2
Committee members began to examine corridor-wide issues and shared their viewpoints
with each other in open and thought-provoking dialogues. Experts were available to
answer questions and to add clarity to specific concerns.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES

The Foundation of Our Findings

The guiding principles set forth below affirm the Tier 2 Committee’s concerns and
encompass the values that are important to the communities along the corridor. These
principles define the priorities of the Tier 2 Committee and reflect the consensus that
emerged during this process. The recommendations in this report support these
principles:

1. This is a corridor — considerations go beyond the freeway and infrastructure.

2. Health is the overriding consideration:
e Public Health (the people)
e Environmental and Community Health (the place)
e Economic Health (the resources)

3. Every action should be viewed as an opportunity for repair and improvement
of the current situation.
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II. Financial Considerations

The Committee recognizes that the strategies, recommendations and conditions in this
report will be costly. In order to implement the strategies and policies identified by the
Tier 2 Committee it will be necessary to establish appropriate lead agencies and funding
sources for these programs. This Committee expects that the project lead agency will be
responsible for directing mitigation funds to implement these recommendations. While it
is expected that mitigation funds and fees may fund all or portions of these programs, the
issues of funding and program implementation are generally beyond the scope of these
recommendations and must continue to be addressed by the Tier Il CAC and OPC. The
Committee also expects that our public officials will bring to bear all available means to
implement the community’s vision including existing and new regulations, incentives,
and funding sources, including appropriate contributions from the goods movement
industry
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lll. Conditions

Conditions

Implement a corridor level action plan to improve community air quality. The
State shall levy fees on containers to fund environmental improvements and
community programs to address hidden costs attributable to goods movement
impacts, including the funding of community health care clinics.

Major infrastructure improvements must be conditioned on achieving air
quality goals to protect public health. Based on air monitoring data collected
by regional air quality agency stations (including, but not limited to, South
Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) stations in Lynwood and
North Long Beach), corridor air quality must be in compliance with State and
National Ambient Air Quality Standards prior to the start of freeway
construction. Furthermore, the entire 710 corridor improvement project must
from inception result in a reduction in criteria pollutants (particulate matter,
ozone, nitrogen dioxide, and carbon monoxide) in the corridor and rail and
port communities, as compared to 2002 baseline values according to the
SCAQMD, State standards, or National Ambient Air Quality Standards,
whichever are lower, and that reduction must be maintained. The lowering of
emissions shall include those from the ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles.
No construction project on the mainline shall move forward until credible,

acceptable plans for achieving this reduction are received and approved by the
OPC and Tier 2 CAC.

Prior to the initiation of the environmental review process, all Tier 1
Community Advisory Committees (CACs) must have formally endorsed
(signed off on) the freeway improvement design concept.

Prior to adopting a preferred alternative, the OPC must conduct a study of
potential goods movement alternatives (such as the use of maglev system for
freight movement) as an alternative to increasing the capacity of the I-710
Freeway; this study must include a cost benefit analysis.

A study of the impact of construction on air quality, traffic, congestion, noise
and impact on surrounding communities must be conducted, and if
construction does go forward, specific mitigation plans must be developed and
put into effect during the construction process to minimize and mitigate the
impact of said construction of the surrounding communities.

Major infrastructure improvements must be conditioned on achieving a net
decrease in noise impacts upon the affected communities.
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IV. Health

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS:

Air quality is the number one public health issue. Poor air quality has significant
negative impacts on public, economic, environmental and community health in the
corridor. Other parts of the environment, such as water quality, are also negatively
impacted by goods movement.

Particulates and other pollutants from diesel truck traffic in the I-710 Corridor and the
ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles are our communities’ primary air-quality-related
health concermn. Ports and all associated transportation such as trucks, trains, ships, and
yard equipment are the major sources of pollution along the I-710 corridor. Cars
continue to be a source of air quality and health concerns in the corridor as well, but the
continuing increase in port activities has focused corridor community attention on cargo
movement-related emissions (ships, trucks, trains, and yard equipment). Noise is also a
significant health issue, but because this issue has additional ramifications, it is treated in
depth in a separate section of this report.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Develop an action plan to improve air quality in the corridor, including
the following steps:

a. Establishing a baseline of current levels of pollution from each
contributing source using the best available technology.

b. Identify the level of air quality impacts from increasing trucking, rail and
shipping.

c. Determine the approximate costs of health care that can be traced to the
differential levels of air pollution to be encountered by corridor
community members as a result of the construction effort, if it goes
forward as envisioned.

d. Study the direct and indirect health and other economic costs on
communities and the region caused by global trade and its associated
pollution impacts.

2. Implement a corridor level action plan to improve community air quality
a. Use enforcement, truck inspections and incentives to control emissions.
b. Require air quality improvements in port operation as a condition of
project approval.
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f.

Encourage the development and expansion of fleet modernization clean air
programs.
Levy fees on containers to fund environmental improvements and
community programs to address hidden costs attributable to goods
movement impacts including:

— Health care

— Alternative fuels

— Improvements/construction of [-710 infrastructure

— Beautification of the corridor
Develop infrastructure that quantifies emission reductions:

— Permanent monitoring stations to measure emissions levels in the

corridor

Develop and implement improved air quality monitoring techniques.

Implement local alternative fuels/electrification and/or hydrogen policies
and programs to reduce diesel emissions.

a.
b.
c.

Make the use of alternative fuels a priority.

Discourage use of out-of-state fuel.

All trucks, regardless of origin, must be subject to local, state and federal
standards

Require all trucks using the truck lanes on the I-710 to use alternative
fuels as defined above, or pollution controls which achieve equal or better
results.

Require all railroad locomotives servicing the two ports, or any rail yards
connected with port container traffic, to use alternative fuels as defined
above, or pollution controls which achieve equal or better results.
Require the Alameda Corridor Authority to prepare a plan to electrify all
locomotives involved in its operations.

Pursue opportunities for incremental improvements

a.

o

Retrofit schools, homes and parks to increase protection from noise and
pollution.

Identify location and develop facility for one-stop truck inspection.
Provide incentives for businesses to accept off-peak deliveries.

Create programs to assist truck owners with engine/equipment upgrades
and retrofits.

Restrict Port-generated traffic onto I-710 until improved fuels programs or
other pollution emissions mitigation programs are implemented.

Provide landscaping, specifically including tree planting, to improve air

quality.
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5. Implement Port-specific strategies

a. Require ports to develop plans to electrify other terminal operations as a
priority.

b. Require all rubber tired gantry cranes to be electrified.

c. Require all ships docking in the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach to
shut down all diesel engines and use shore electric power.

d. Require the ports to expedite development of effective pollution controls
for ships.

e. Make mandatory the proposal of CARB to require that ships entering the
coastal waters of California switch to low sulfur diesel fuel. Require the
ports to provide financial subsidy if necessary to implement this
requirement.

f. Include trucks, trains and rail yards, marine vessels, and port equipment in
clean air initiatives.

g. Require all terminal equipment at the ports to operate on alternative fuel as
defined by CARB. This includes Liquid Petroleum Gas, Compressed
Natural Gas, or Liquid Natural Gas. As an alternative, require all engines
to be equipped with pollution control technology, which achieves equal or
less emissions.

h. Establish a fund that shippers must pay into, that provides rebates to those

who adopt the use of clean air engines for vehicles. Ensure that this
program accomplishes the goals of decreasing pollution rather than a pay-
to-pollute program.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The first consideration for approval of any improvements within the I-710 corridor must
be the project’s ability to reduce air quality impacts. Air quality in the corridor must be
better at the time of construction than it is today. Therefore, these steps to reduce air
pollution must be taken before construction can begin on the “mainline” project.
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V. Jobs and Economic Development

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

The central location of the Gateway communities and proximity to ports, waterfronts,
airports, downtown, Orange County and the Inland Empire has been undercapitalized.
The ports provide economic benefit but statistics do not exist that can track these benefits
back to specific communities. Therefore, communities are not convinced of the specific
level of benefit provided by the ports in comparison to the cost caused by port and freight
operation. In recent years, the area has been in transition from high-quality, high-paying
manufacturing and aerospace jobs to lower-pay manufacturing and logistics jobs.
Improvement of air quality and the environment are essential for the area to take
advantage of and capitalize on the area’s assets. In addition, an investment in education is
necessary to continue to diversify the economy and provide economic opportunity for
residents. Finally, there is some measure of competition among the ports, resulting in lack
of cooperative planning at the regional, state, national and international levels.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Position the I-710 corridor and Gateway communities as leaders in the

post-oil economy

a. Develop and sponsor job training programs for alternative fuel vehicle
retrofit and manufacturing, which will fit into a retrofit program
implemented by the lead agency.

b. Re-think and re-organize alternative/non-oil methods and operations for
goods movement throughout the region.

c. Conduct a feasibility study for an alternative transportation system such as
Maglev.

2. Create a community environment that attracts and retains businesses and
residents who can support a new gateway cities economy

a. Improve health, air quality and infrastructure.

b. Provide economic incentives for industries, and especially
environmentally friendly industries, which offer the greatest multiplier
effect and improve the region’s quality of life.

¢. Use the experience of other waterfront cities, such as Boston, New York,
London, and Melbourne, as models for redevelopment.

3. Enable the I-710 corridor and Gateway communities to become more
proactive in today’s economy
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a. Conduct a cost/benefit analysis of the international goods movement
industry to determine the economic impact of international trade on the
corridor communities.

b. Reduce the communities’ over-reliance on jobs that damage the quality of
life by supporting the development of other, more community-friendly

industries.
c. Create or support regional mechanisms for sustainable economic
development.
4. Institute corridor-wide programs and partnerships to equip area

residents with the skills needed to move into higher-paying jobs in this

new economy

a. Develop and promote education, training and internship opportunities for
youth and young adults.

Build on existing adult education and vocational training programs.

c. Establish strategic partnerships between corridor cities, the Gateway Cities
COG, community colleges, regional occupational programs, and local
business.

d. Dedicate an incremental percentage of container fees to partially fund job
training and development programs.

e. Provide training to allow employees to transition from traditional truck,
port and train jobs to alternative transportation systems such as maglev.

5. While promoting the importance of all business, recognize small business,
as an economic driver, and foster its growth within the communities
a. Encourage land use and economic policies that support small business
development.
b. Promote fee structures and amenities that attract and encourage small
business growth.

6. Consistent with current law, advocate policies at the national, state,
regional and local levels to require businesses that benefit from any
potential I-710 improvements to pay living wages. (Note: Consensus was
not reached on this specific recommendation. Dissent included, “the concept
of living wages is unrealistic and unenforceable.”)

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The twin ports of the San Pedro Bay generate significant economic benefits to the
Southern California region and the nation as a whole by facilitating the rapid growth in
international trade. However, the cost associated with the movement of goods, whether
through the ports or the region’s arterial highway, freeway or rail corridors, is primarily
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borne by local communities. The cities adjacent to the ports as well as the cities
bordering the major transportation corridors, especially the I-710, experience increased
levels of pollution. These external costs have reduced the attractiveness and livability of
these communities. To address this imbalance, local residents and businesses must be
net beneficiaries of the continued growth in international trade. Not only must programs
be earmarked for local residents and businesses, but companies who locate in corridor
communities must also be encouraged to hire locally. In addition, major construction
projects should be structured to incorporate effective programs to provide local residents
with jobs. At the same time, there is a clear obligation to implement mitigation measures
to reduce the adverse effects associated with goods movement.
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VI. Safety

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

The I-710 corridor is one of the most unsafe freeways in the State. Increasing truck
traffic, conflicts between cars and trucks, aging infrastructure and outdated design are all
contributing causes to accidents in and around the freeway. In addition, the high
concentration of older trucks is a significant contributing factor to the frequency of
disabled big rigs, which pose a significant safety hazard. Truck intrusion into nearby
communities and neighborhoods also negatively impacts street safety in these areas.
While the Alameda Corridor grade separations have improved the safety of street
crossings within the corridor, other freight and rail operations continue to be a source of
concern for the communities. Furthermore, the current sub-standard design features of the
1-710 significantly contribute to the traffic safety problems associated with the corridor,
and demand safety design upgrades and improvements.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Continue support and implementation of safety programs
a. Support the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (COG) Safety
Initiatives.

Support implementation of MTA Big Rig Tow program.
c. Encourage goods movement industry to revise its rate structure in order to
support truck upgrades.

2. Increase enforcement of traffic and vehicle safety laws and regulations
a. Establish permanent truck inspection station(s).
b. Monitor vehicle speeds and enforce speed limits.
¢. Support safe driving of trucks through added enforcement.
d. Support safe driving of vehicles in the presence of trucks through added
enforcement.
e. Enforce a truck certification program for all trucks

3. Increase public and trucker education on safety and neighborhood issues
a. Utilize CHP materials to increase public awareness.
b. Educate drivers about truck stopping speed and distances and truck driver
blind spots.

4. Implement infrastructure improvements
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a. [Ensure that median barriers are in place along the full length of the
freeway, and that they are high enough to increase protection, minimize
traffic delays created by glare and drivers slowing to view accidents.

b. Improve lighting while fully mitigating light pollution from all sources
including port and rail yards.

c. Improve existing informational signage.

d. Link signage to Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS).

e. Re-surface the I-710 Freeway, making no assumptions that doing so
should necessarily add capacity.

1. If there is a major corridor improvement on the mainline, provide
separate lanes for trucks and vehicles.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Any improvements to the [-710 corridor must resolve the inherent conflicts between
automobiles and trucks. Just as the Alameda Corridor helped reduce the conflicts
between trains and automobiles, improvements to the I-710 corridor should lead to a safe
highway infrastructure that resolves the truck/auto conflict, provides the opportunity to
remove unsafe vehicles from the road, and creates a more efficient transportation corridor
based on good information and safer geometric design features using the most current
highway design standards, while minimizing and mitigating the impacts to the
surrounding neighborhoods.

August, 2004 Final 1-710 Tier 2 Committee
Page 30 Findings, Strategies, Policies and Conditions



VHi. Noise

VII. Noise

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

Excessive noise is a serious concern in the corridor. Noise has been shown to impact
learning ability, skills development and quality of life. While not all noise can be
eliminated, noise can be controlled through design and operational strategies, sound walls
and retrofit of homes, schools and equipment. Noise must be controlled and we must find
the means to do so.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Provide appropriate and effective sound walls to reduce noise impacts to
neighborhoods and schools adjacent to the freeway

a.

Make sound walls along the freeway consistent in appearance, attractive
and well designed. Plant native vines on walls to discourage graffiti.
Ensure that sound walls and noise abatement treatments are designed,
budgeted and installed before construction begins, and take into account
steps necessary to shield residents from the noise of construction itself.
Ensure that additional sound buffers, such as sound walls and landscaping
are installed where double decking occurs, to ensure no increase in overall
levels in residential areas.

2. Implement noise mitigation programs

a.

Retrofit homes and schools near the freeway, freight routes and rail yards
with double-paned glass and air conditioning or other sustainable methods
for reducing noise such as landscaping and window shades.

Trucks using the corridor must utilize the latest noise reduction
technology, including retrofitting of old trucks to decrease noise.
Implement train noise mitigation for communities near rail yards and rail
ways.

Aggressively enforce train switching and truck engine brake laws.
Ensure noise mitigation during construction, including mitigation related
to truck diversion on all detour routes and “hot spots” in the corridor.
Design the freeway system so that there is a lower ambient noise level in
communities.

Choose road surfaces that result in lower noise levels. Noise levels
associated with any improvements must not exceed CNELSs in local land
use plans.
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3. Conduct a study to assess how truck traffic from extended gate hours for
trucks and 24/7 port operations will impact communities, and assess what
mitigations may be appropriate.

a. Designate special truck routes through communities, and create them, if
needed, utilizing designs that will result in lower noise and pollution levels
in residential neighborhoods.

b. Adopt policies and enforcement mechanisms to reduce and prevent truck
idling on city streets, and encourage new technologies in this endeavor.

c. Consider a mini-truck stop in designated areas to reduce and eliminate
truck idling on city streets.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Noise issues go beyond simply building more soundwalls. A comprehensive analysis of
noise along the corridor must lead to a plan that recognizes the heath impacts to our
communities and seeks to resolve those impacts by providing appropriate relief. Future
improvements must consider noise as a primary public health issue and find ways to
mitigate those impacts.
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VIII. Congestion and Mobility

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

Congestion is a significant quality of life issue for area residents and businesses. The
major purpose of congestion relief must be to improve the quality of life and economic
vitality of the corridor rather than simply to accommodate ports growth. Although the
port’s growth is a major contributing factor to the increased traffic on the I-710 corridor,
the ambient background growth must be considered and mitigated as well. The current
corridor capacity is not adequate even for the existing demands in the area. It is
necessary to identify multi-modal capacity enhancements along the I-710 corridor and the
region to address congestion and mobility. Alternative transportation has been an
underdeveloped asset in the corridor, especially mass transportation, bicycle and
pedestrian options. Since many corridor and freeway improvements may require
construction, we must recognize potential negative impacts from this construction and
aggressively plan ahead to deal with them. While expanded hours for the ports can
decrease congestion during daytime hours, this policy can also increase nighttime impacts
on neighborhoods. Measures are needed to anticipate, plan for and mitigate these
impacts.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Maximize use of existing infrastructure

a. Synchronize signals along major arterials.

b. Consider extended gate hours for trucks and 24/7 port operations if ways
can be found to ensure that there will be no impact on adjacent residential
areas.

c. Encourage full utilization of the Alameda Rail Corridor and vigorously
pursue additional use possibilities.

Support policies that support near dock facilities.

e. Regulate port- and rail-generated traffic onto [-710 based on I-710
capacity.

f. Encourage use of mass transit.

g. Encourage alternative business hours by employers to distribute commuter
traffic to non-peak hours.

h. Encourage alternative business hours to accommodate trucks during off
peak commuter hours, so long as the impact to the community is minimal.

2. Transit

a. Create links to other forms of public transportation.
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e

Close gaps in bus service.

Expand light rail system.

Make use of alternative transportation such as maglev for port use and
people moving.

Provide incentives for use of mass transit, including rideshare and other
modes.

Provide a comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian network that provide
connectivity throughout the area

a.

b.

Utilize existing bike and pedestrian trails and provide new ones along the
Los Angeles River Corridor.

Establish east-west connections across the freeway to unite communities
and provide access to the Los Angeles River bike trail.

Provide for bike lanes and sidewalks in all aspects of arterial
improvements to the I-710 corridor.

Develop a consistently implemented plan with cities and residents to
mitigate construction impacts and maintain access

a.
b.
c.

Examine truck destinations to create alternate routes.

Mitigate impacts in all areas that are in proximity to local schools.
Restrict the construction hours to off-peak hours, and maximize the
nighttime construction activities with full consideration for its noise and
light impacts.

Support legislation (such as original language contained in AB2041) to
encourage extended gate hours and to help mitigate truck traffic.

Support cooperative planning among all ports along the West Coast

a.

b.

Address impacts and develop consistent fee structures and policies with
regard to containers.

Expand cooperative port efforts beyond Los Angeles/Long Beach to West
Coast, national and international policies. Support a common fee structure
among ports so that there is not an incentive to move freight operations
based on fees paid.

Support legislation (such as in the original AB 2043) to develop and
maintain a long-range plan for West Coast port planning and general
transportation and distribution. Future port planning must take into
account roadway and rail capacity not just terminal capacity.

Create additional options to address long-term capacity needs.

a.

Consider long-term impacts of elevated roadways on the local economy
and environment.
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b. Study the use of underground truckways to relieve congestion of surface
traffic when surface truckways approach “design capacity”.

7. Address and Manage Impact of National Goods Movement Trends on
Local Facilities.
a. Set a goal to redirect a portion of imports destined outside Southern
California to other West Coast ports.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The goal of congestion and mobility relief is to improve the movement of goods and
people significantly reducing health impacts and enhancing quality of life. The strategies
suggest an approach that provides multiple options for personal mobility — auto,
pedestrian, bike and transit — within the corridor. Likewise, the outcome for goods
movement must be a comprehensive approach towards a regional network that reduces
bottlenecks in all segments — ship, truck, and rail — but is not primarily to promote port
growth. The current conditions along the corridor are simply not acceptable.
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IX. Community Enhancements

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

The I-710 corridor is more than just a place for trucks to pass through on their way to
their final destination. It is the location of our homes, businesses, schools, parks, and
lives. A significant consideration for all projects is how they enhance and upgrade the
natural and built environment along the corridor. A revitalized I-710 must be the catalyst
that improves the region’s quality of life and makes the area an even more desirable place
to live, work, and play.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Preserve existing parks, opens space and natural areas

a. The design must accommodate additional planned park, open space and
wetlands projects in the corridor.

b. All mitigation funding for this project related to the impacts on open
space, parklands or habitat will be used to implement Los Angeles River
and tributary, or other open space, habitat restoration, recreational and
educational opportunities within the corridor.

c. There must be no net decrease in the amount of permeable surface as a
result of the I-710 corridor project.

d. Design ramp abandonment and other corridor-related infrastructure
improvements to make maximum use of these areas for community open
space and enhancement projects.

e. There must be no negative impacts to the Los Angeles River, Compton
Creek or other open channels in the corridor as a result of this project.

f. To the maximum extent possible, landscaping materials used for this
project should be local native plants.

2. Develop and implement community enhancement projects

a. Coordinate with local city redevelopment departments to identify priority
enhancement areas.

Utilize input from CAC to develop community enhancement priorities.

c. Emphasize landscaping and aesthetic improvements to major arterial
routes within the corridor.

3. Provide programs to minimize construction impacts

a. Establish construction staging areas in locations with the least amount of
impact on local circulation.
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b. Establish a community forum to identify and rectify impacts during

construction.
4. Develop and implement a plan for arterial streetscapes
a. Landscape medians, using native plants and recycled water where
possible.

b. Utilize signage, which identifies communities and connections to local
rivers, i.e., LA, Compton Creek, Rio Hondo, bikeways, parks and
historical landmarks.

5. Mitigate light and glare in surrounding communities

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

As the import/export industry continues to grow and generate traffic in the ports, the
corridor communities continue to be burdened without any significant gain. The inherent
potential of these communities cannot be fully realized until their perception as
unattractive and economically challenged communities is changed. Plans for future
improvements to the I-710 are not intended to solely address congestion and mobility
problems but to enhance local communities along the corridor. Major infrastructure
improvements must also be conditioned on conclusion of satisfactory agreements with
the neighboring communities to fully mitigate negative aesthetic impacts and to mitigate
the impacts if any increased light and glare.

August, 2004 Final 1-710 Tier 2 Committee
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X. Design Concepts

X. Design Concepts

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

The Committee recognizes that something must be done to address the current congestion
and design of the I-710 freeway. The high number of trucks on the freeway uses up
capacity and the mix of cars and trucks poses a serious safety concern. Measures must be
taken to separate cars from trucks. In addition, the design of the freeway is outdated and
contributes to the safety and congestion problem. A new design concept for I-710 and/or
alternative transportation modes for vehicles and goods movement is needed that
responds to the specific design recommendations developed by the Tier 1 CACs to
minimize or limit take of homes within their communities along 1-710. The Committee
further recognizes that certain aspects of the design concepts, particularly for designated
on-ramps, may be appropriate for implementation prior to addressing the “mainline”
issues. The Committee further recognizes that in addition to addressing air quality goals,
prior to implementation of any mainline major infrastructure improvements there must be
a definitive cost benefit analysis and environmental review to determine if there are
alternative methods for addressing the capacity and safety deficiencies of the I-710
corridor. Therefore, these recommended strategies are premised on meeting those
conditions.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Support capacity enhancement improvements for the I-710 Freeway upon
meeting the conditions recommended in this report.

a. Actively pursue and finalize the cost benefit and environmental studies
required in the above synopsis of findings.

b. Advocate the inclusion of the I-710 corridor improvements for special
earmark consideration in the federal transportation finance bills. To the
extent possible, it is the committee’s desire that truck-related
improvements and mitigations be financed by truck and port fees.

c. Actively pursue and develop creative funding alternatives to finance the
design and capacity enhancement improvements for the I-710 corridor.

2. If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the
freeway is necessary, develop new transportation infrastructure for I-710
that separates cars from trucks.

a. Add lanes for trucks that are separate from the [-710 freeway lanes.

Final 1-710 Tier 2 Committee August, 2004
Findings, Strategies, Policies and Conditions Page 39



X. Design Concepts

August, 2004
Page 40

Build truck ramps that lead directly from I-710 to the railroad yards to
take truck traffic out of neighborhoods and off of local streets.

Improve the Atlantic and Bandini intersection in the City of Vernon.
Improve the Atlantic and Bandini interchange to the south (Garfield to I-5
South).

If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the
freeway is necessary, locate the new truck lanes in such a way as to
minimize community impacts

a.

Utilize property between the existing freeway and the Los Angeles River
to minimize taking of residences, local businesses and parks.

Truck lanes should be located in those lanes that are at the greatest
distance from homes, parks and schools to limit noise and emissions
impacts on the community.

Keep trucks at or below grade to reduce potential for noise and visual
impacts.

Redesign unsafe and congested interchanges on I-710

a.

b.
c.

Implement diamond interchange modifications as recommended by Tier 1
communities.

Maintain and improve local access to [-710 for residents and businesses.
Widen bridges that cross and parallel the I-710 to provide sufficient space
for cars, bicyclists, and pedestrians.

Consider the future in implementing new I-710 design

a.

Provide for future mobility in the long run by preserving options to use
advanced technologies for moving goods as these are developed.

Use utility right-of-way to minimize community impacts.

Future port planning must take into account roadway and rail capacity, not
Jjust terminal capacity.

If economic and environmental studies show that expansion of the
freeway is necessary, upgrade of the existing freeway must:

a.

Ensure that sufficient capacity is provided for the general public by
making improvements to the existing freeway (mainline) as presented by
the Tier 1 design concepts.

The mainline portion of I-710 will be upgraded to modern design
standards.

Continue working with those communities north of the rail yards to
finalize design concepts in that area.
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POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

We cannot entirely build our way out of congestion. Therefore, any freeway
improvements project must be accompanied by other policies and programs such as those
described in the congestion and mobility strategies. At the same time, the current status
of the I-710 is not acceptable to the communities that depend on it and are affected by it.
The hybrid design does a credible job of showing that maximum build out may be
accommodated while incorporating community concerns about land use. However,
further study is required to determine if there are other feasible alternatives that would
substantively address the local communities’ concerns. Final decisions on project
configuration can only be made subsequent to the cost benefit and environmental studies
required in the synopsis of findings. These improvements cannot be constructed in
isolation from all of the other recommendations such as public health, community
enhancement, and noise abatement. The I-710 design must take into account the safety
and quality of life of the communities located next to the freeway, including provisions
for greenbelts and open space.

Final [-710 Tier 2 Committee August, 2004
Findings, Strategies, Policies and Conditions Page 41






XI. Environmental Justice

XI. Environmental Justice

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

In the fifty years since the freeway was first built, demographics have changed within the
corridor. Today the corridor is home to low-income populations and minority groups,
including African American, Asian, Latino, Pacific Islander and Native American
communities. For many years, these communities have shouldered an unfair burden in
health, economic, and quality of life issues in comparison with residents in other parts of
the region. While the I-710 freeway is a critical factor in the region’s economy, the
localized negative impacts resulting from past transportation projects have more than
offset their benefits in the corridor communities. Freeways have dissected some
communities, and the operations of the logistics industry have compounded these
impacts.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1. Include the corridor communities in the planning process in a meaningful
way, including provision of appropriate language translation.

2. Ensure that impacts do not disproportionately fall on low-income people
or people of color.

3. Ensure that the benefits from the projects flow to the corridor
communities.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The requirement of the environmental justice is to provide a mechanism for the
meaningful involvement of all people in the transportation decision-making process and
to ensure that the low-income and minority communities receive equitable distribution of
the benefits from transportation activities without suffering disproportionate adverse
impacts. In order to ensure equitable outcomes, future I-710 corridor projects must
include “implementable” environmental justice policies and procedures that are
developed by the locally affected communities. The communities’ expectation is that
transportation projects in their communities will meet modern standards of safety, design
and aesthetics and that all negative environmental impacts will be fully mitigated. The
mitigations must be, at a minimum, determined by the Tier 1 communities and other
communities which might be impacted by negative environmental impacts.
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XII. Organization and Process

SYNOPSIS OF FINDINGS

To ensure that the work of the Tier 2 Committee is carried forward as set forth in this
document, a task force of representatives from the Tier 2 CAC, the OPC and the TAC
should be established to plan and oversee the implementation of the conditions and
recommendations of the Tier 2 CAC.

RECOMMENDED STRATEGIES

1.

This Tier 2 Report (Major Opportunity/Strategy Recommendations and
Conditions) will be formally "agendized" and presented to the Oversight
Policy Committee when it convenes in September 2004 (or as soon as
possible thereafter) for its consideration and decision. All Tier 2
members will be invited to the OPC meeting, and the presentation of the
Tier 2 report will be delivered by a representative group of Tier 2
spokespersons.

Following the OPC’s meeting, there will be a follow-up meeting(s) of the
Tier 2 Committee to discuss actions taken by the OPC.

Prior to the beginning of any formal EIR for the I-710 Major Corridor
Study, Metro (MTA) and the Gateway Cities COG will work with the
communities, appropriate agencies, organizations and community groups
in developing a collaborative process for community participation in the
environmental review process. This process will continue to work
collaboratively throughout the EIR process.
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Appendix A. Strategies Summary Matrix

GUIDE TO INTERPRETING THE STRATEGIES SUMMARY MATRIX

The Strategies Summary Matrix lists the strategies recommended by the Tier 1 and Tier 2
Community Advisory Committees. The purpose of the Summary Matrix is to synopsize
these strategies and to track the source of the recommended strategies.

The strategies are organized by the themes developed by the Tier 2 CAC and are
referenced as follows:

H — Health .
J - Jobs and Economic Development
S -- Safety
N -- Noise

M -- Congestion and Mobility
E -- Community Enhancements
D - Design Concepts

EJ -- Environmental Justice

P -- Organization and Process

Guide to ID# Column Interpretation:
e.g. Hl-a:
H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report
1 = Strategy #1 in this Section
a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy

Source Column
Identifies the source of the recommendation:
» Tier 2
» Tier1 & Tier2
= Tier 1 only (note: These appear in italics and are strategies that were
recommended by many Tier | communities, but not specifically called out in the
Tier 2 Committee’s final report.)

Programs/Policies
Strategies that relate to programmatic and policy recommendations

MCS Transportation Actions
Recommended Major Corridor Study (MCS) construction or mitigation activities to
complement improvements to the I-710 mainline.

I-710 Design Concepts
Infrastructure improvement recommendations on the I-710 mainline interchanges.
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Strategies Summary Matrix

August-04

r Qalltyr

H1-a AQ Improvement Action Plan Establish a baseline of current levels of pollution. Tier1 &Tier2| | X
Improvements
H1-b Identify level of air quality impacts from increasing truck, rail and shipping, Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Hi-c Determine costs of health care that can be traced to pollution Tier 2 %
encountered by corridor community members as a result of construction.
Global Trade Expansion: impact  |Perform studies to determine direct and indirect health and other ’
H1-d . - . . Tier 2 X
A nent economic costs on corridor communities and region.
Determine how other ports are addressing health and air quality issues. Teer 1 X
H2-a Truck Inspection Use enforcement and increase inspections to control emissions. Tier1 & Tier2] | X
H2-b Port Emissions Reduction Condition project approval on air quality improvements in Port operations| Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H2-c Encourage development/expansion of fleet modernization clean air Tier 2 X
programs
. Impose container fees to generate revenue to enhance corridor ) N
H2-d Container fees communities and address impacts. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H2-e Quantify Emissions Install permanent monitoring stations to measure emissions levels. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H2-f Develop and implement improved air quality monitoring techniques. X
H3-a Diesel Emu.ssmns Alternative Fuels Support policies that encourage use of alternative fuels. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Reduction
H3-b Discourage use of out-of-state fuel. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H3-c Subject all trucks to local, state and federal standards. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Had Require trucks using 1-710 to use alternative fuels or equivalent pollution X
controls.
Hi-e Zi?suue railroad locomotives servicing the two ports to use alternative Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Haf Requure.the {\Iameda_Cgrndor Au‘thonty to prepare a plan to electrify Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
locomotives involved in its operations.
H4-a Environmental Emissions Reduction and Mitigation Retroﬁt schools, homes and parks to increase protection from noise and Tier 1 &Tier 2 X
Improvements o pollution. ]
H4-b Identify location and develop facility for one-stop truck inspection. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H4-c Provide incentives for business to accept off-peak deliveries. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H4-d ::g;:lr(a?nn;lssmns reduction Create programs to assist truck owners with engine/equipment upgrades. | Tier 1 & Tier 2
Hd-e ;:t:ct Port generated traffic on I-710 until emission mitigation is in Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H4-f Provide landscaping to improve air quality. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
H5-a | Port Air Quality |Alternative Fuels Require plans for terminal operation electrification Tier 2 X
Guide to ID# Column Interpretation
e.g. H1-a:
H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report
1 = Strategy #1 in this Section
a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy
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Require electrification of port gantry cranes.
H5-c Ship Operations Require ships to shut down diesel engines and use shore electric power. Tier2
H5-d Require ports to expedite development of pollution control for ships. Tier 2
H5-e Make low sulfur diesel fuel use mandatory. Tier 2
. Include trucks, trains, and rail yards, marine vessels and port equipment .
H5-f Emissions Control in clean air initiative. Tier 2
H5-g Require terminal equipment emissions controls. Tier 2
H5-h Funding nded emissions-lowering incentives. Tier 2
o ] e
% 5 o = Ao S I S
Local Economic N Provide job training programs for alternative fuel retrofit and .
J1-a Development Create New Corridor Economy manufacturing. Tier 2
J-b Reorganize and re-think alternative methods and operations for goods Tier 2
movement through the corridor that are not reliant on oil.
Ji-c Conduct a feasibility study for alternative transportation system. Tier 2
J2-a Support New Corridor Economy lmprove health, air quality and infrastructure to retain businesses and Tier 2
residents.
Provide economic incentives for industries which contribute to improving | .. .
J2-b the region's quality of life. Tier 1 & Tier 2
Create local jobs to aroid commuting out of the corridor for better paying jobs. Tier 1
J2-¢ Use experiences of other waterfront cities as models for redevelopment. | Tier 1 & Tier 2
Conduct a cost benefit/analysis of the international goods movement .
J3-a X . . e Tier 2
industry to determine impact on corridor communities.
Support more community-friendly industries to reduce communities' over- )
J3-b |Job Development |Industry Development reliance on jobs that damage quality of life. Tier 2
J3c Create or support regional mechanisms for sustainable economic Tier 2
development.
- . Develop and promote education, training and internships opportunities for| . .
J4-a |Job Training Education youth and young adults. Tier 1 & Tier 2
J4-b Build on existing adult education and vocational training programs. Tier 1 & Tier 2
Establish strategic partnerships between corridor cities, Gateway COG, N
Ja-¢ ) ) Tier 2
education and local business.
. Dedicate an incremental percentage of container fees to fund job . .
Ja-d Funding training/development programs. Tier 1 & Tier 2
Ja-e Provide training to transition employees from traditional logistics jobs to Tier 2
jobs in alternative transportation systems.
Small Business Encourage land use and economic policies that support small business .
J5-a Tier 2
Development development.
Promote fee structures and amenities that attract and encourage small .
J5-b . Tier 2
business growth.
Encourage policies that promote "living wages" for area logistics .
Jé : Tier 2
businesses.

Guide to ID# Column Interpretation

e.g. Hl1-a:

H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report
1 = Strategy #1 in this Section
a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy
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S1-a |Safety Programs

o 3}

| of Governments (COG) Safety

S
Support the Gateway Cities Counci

vehicles if there is a major corridor improvement to the mainline)

Provide sound walls along the corridor that are consistent in appearance,

Advocacy Initiatives. Tier2
S1-b Road Assistance Support MTA "Big Rig Tow" program. Tier1 & Tier2] | X
. Encourage goods movement industry to revise its rate structure in order .

S1-c Truck Upgrades o support truck upgrades. Tier 2 X

$2-a |Enforcement Truck Inspection Establish permanent truck inspection station(s). Tiert1 &Tier2{ | X

S$2-b Speed Monitoring Monitor vehicle speeds and enforce speed limits. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X

S2¢ Increased Enforcement Support safe driving of trucks through added enforcement. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X

s2-d Support safe driving of vehicles in the presence of trucks through added Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
enforcement.

S2-e Truck Certification Enforce a truck certification program for all trucks. Tier 2 X
Create truck driver training and licensing programs. Tier 1 X

§3-a |Education Pub||c/Trucker Education Build on existing CHP campaign to increase public awareness. Tier 2 X

Campaign

S3-b E(_iucate drivers about truck stopping speed and distance and truck driver Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
blind spots.

S4-a Infrastructure Median Barriers Provide median barriers along the full length of the 1-710 freeway. Tier 1 & Tier 2

Improvements

S$4-b Lighting Improve lighting while fully mitigating light pollution from all sources. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X

S4-c Signage Improve existing informational signage. Tier 1 &Tier 2

S4-d Technology Link signage to Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) | Tier2 _X
Utilize computerized message boards to post traffic alerts. Tier 1 X

Sd-e Resurfacing Re-surface the I-710 Freeway (Provide separate lanes for trucks and Tier 1 & Tier 2

N1-a |Noise Reduction |Sound Walls ) . Tier 1 & Tier 2
attractive and well designed.
Ensure sound walls are installed before any construction and are .
N1-b 8 " AR Tier 2
designed to mitigate construction impact.
N1-c Provide additional sound buffers where double decking occurs. Tier 2
N2-a Noise Mitigation Programs Retrofit homes near the freeway, freight routes and rail yards. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Provide air conditioning and window programs for residents along the freeway edge. Tier 1 X
N2-b Truck using the corridor must use latest noise reduction technologies. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
N2-c Provide train noise mitigation for communities near rail yards. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
N2-d Enforcement Enforce train switching and truck engine brake laws. Tier 2 X
N2-e Construction Mitigation Ensure noise mitigation during construction. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
N2-f Design Design the freeway system to lower ambient noise levels in communities. Tier 2
N2-g Use road surfaces that result in lower noise levels. Tier 1 & Tier 2
N3-a Alternate Routes Dgsngnate‘ special truf:k routes. through communities and use designs that Tier 1 & Tier 2
will result in lower noise pollution.
Enconrage use of some arierials as routes for irucks. Tier
Encourage use of other freeways as routes for trucks. Tier
Protide improved East/ West avcess to other regional freeways. Tier 1

Guide to iD# Column Interpretation

e.g. H1-a:

H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report
1 = Strategy #1 in this Section

a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy
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N3-b Truck Noise Reduction f\d.opt poll?les and enforcement mechanisms to reduce and prevent truck Tier 1 & Tier 2
idling on city streets.
Partner with local business to allow shared parking opportunities on existing lots to .
. X . Tier I
eliminate truck parking on nejghborhood streets.
Na-c ConS|_de‘r a mlnll-truck stop in designated areas to reduce and eliminate Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
truck idling on city streets.
M1-a Infrastructure Technology Synchronize signals at arterials along corridor. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Management
M1-b Improved Port Operations Cc.)n.su.jefr exter.lded .ga?e hours for trucks and 24/7 port operations while Tier 1 & Tier 2 %
minimizing residential impacts.
Limit truck traffic hours and encourage more evening driving, Tier 1
M1-c Freight Rail Encourage full use of the Alameda Rail Corridor. Tier1& Tier2] | X
Provide incentives to ship by rail. Tier 1 X
M1-d Support building near dock-rail facilities. Tier 1 & Tier 2
M1-e Regulate port- and rail-generated traffic and link to I-710 capacity. Tier 2 X
M1-f Traffic . Demand Management Encourage use of mass transit. Tier1 & Tier2] | X
Reduction
M1-g Encourage alternative business hours to distribute commuter traffic to Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
non-peak hours.
M1-h Logistics Operations Encourage alternative business hours to accommodate trucks during off- Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
peak commuter hours.
M2-a | Transit Mass Transit Improvements Create links to other forms of public transportation. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Create better connections between existing light rail and bus system. Tier 1 X
M2-b Close gaps in bus service Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
M2-c Expand light rail system. Tier 1 & Tier 2
Build light rail along the 1-710 to reliere auto congestion. Tier 1
M2-d Alternative Transportation Make use of alternative transportation such as maglev for port use and Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
people moving.
M2-e Incentives Provide incentives for use of mass transit, including rideshare and other Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
modes.
- . . Use existing bike and pedestrian trails and provide new ones along the .
M3-a |Connectivity Bike and ped trails LA River Corridor. Tier 2 X
M3-b Establish east-west connections across the freeway. Tier 2
M3-c _Provnde for bike lanes and .S|dewalks in all aspects of arterial Tier 2 %
improvements to 1-710 corridor.
M4-a Ct.)l"lstrf.lctlon Examine truck destinations to create alternate routes. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Mitigation
M4-b Mitigate all areas that are in proximity to schools. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
M4-c Restrict construction to off peak hours. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Md-d tSr:%%ort legislation to encourage extended gate hours to mitigate truck Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
M5-a |Port Planning West Foast port cooperative Address |mpact.s and develop consistent fee structures and policies with Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
planning regard to containers.
M5-b Expand cooperative port efforts beyond Los Angeles/Long Beach. Tier1 & Tier2] § X
g Support legislation to develop and maintain a long-range plan for West N .
MS5-c Coast port planning and general transportation and distribution. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X

Guide to ID# Column Interpretation

e.g. H1-a:

H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report
1 = Strategy #1 in this Section

a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy
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Aternatlve

Parks and Open Space & Natural

West Coast ports.

Accommodate additional planned park, open space and wetlands projects

M6-a Options Elevated Roadways and environment. Tier 1 & Tier 2
Study the use of underground truckways to relieve congestion of the ) .

Mé-b Underground Roadways surface traffic when surface truckways approach "design capacity”. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X

M7-a Redirect Imports Redirect a portion of imports destined outside Southern California to other, Tier 1 & Tier 2 X

7

E1-a [Preservation Areas in corridor. Tier1 & Tier2] 1 X
E1-b Use open spgce-re!ated mitigation funds to implement Los Angeles River Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
and community projects.
El-c There must be no net fiecreas_e in the amount of permeable surface as a Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
result of the 1-710 corridor project.
Design ramp abandonment and other corridor-related infrastructure
E1-d Community Open Space improvements to make maximum use of these areas for community open | Tier 1 & Tier2| | X
space and enhancement projects.
. ) Any project should not have any negative impacts to the LA River, .
El-e Water Quality Protection Compton Creek or other open channels in the corridor. Tier 2 X
E1f Native Plants Err:)c;g:trage the use of native plants as landscaping materials used for this Tier 2 X
Provide extensive landscaping along 18-mile corridor to improve community Tier 1 X
L - aesthetics and image. e
Community Coordinate with local ci devel t departments to identi jori
E2-a |Enhancement  |Agency Coordination oordinate with local city redevelopment departments to identify priority Tier 2 X
' enhancement areas.
Projects
E2-b Prioritization Develop community enhancement priorities using CAC input. Tier 2 X
. Emphasize landscaping and aesthetic improvements to major arterial . .
E2-¢ Landscaping routes within the corridor. Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
E3-a |Mitigation Construction Staging Establlsh constru_ctlon _staglng areas in locations with the least amount of Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
impact on local circulation.
E3-b Community Consultation Establlsh_communlty forum to identify and rectify impacts during Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
construction.

E4-a Arterial Streetscapes Landscape medians. Tier1 & Tier2] | X
E4-b Signage Provide signage which identifies communities and connections to local Tier 2 X
natural areas and landmarks.

E5 Light Mitigation Mitigate light and glare in surrounding communities. Tier1&Tier2| | X

D1a Capacity Studies/Assessment Pursue and finalize the cost benefit and environmental studies required. |Tier 1 & Tier 2| | X
Enhancement
D1-b Finance truck related improvements through federal funds and truck and Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
port fees.
Actively pursue and develop creative funding alternatives to finance the . .
D1.c design and capacity enhancement improvements for the 1-710 corridor. Tier 1 & Tier2 X
D2-a Separate Trucks From Cars Add lanes for trucks that are separate from the |-710 freeway lanes Tier 1 & Tier 2
Build truck ramps that lead directly from 1-710 to the railroad yards to take| . .
D2-b truck traffic out of neighborhoods and off local streets. Tier 1 & Tier 2
D2-c Improve the Atlantic Bandidni intersection in the City of Vernon. Tier 1 & Tier 2

Guide to ID# Column Interpretation

e.g. Hi-a:
H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report
1 = Strategy #1 in this Section

a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy
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D2-d Improve the Atlantic Bandidni intersection to the south (Garfield to [-5 Tier 1 & Tier 2
south).
Minimized . Utilize the property between the existing freeway and the LA River to . .
D3-a Impacts Right of Way minimize taking of residences, local businesses and parks. Tier 1 & Tier2} | X
Truck lanes should be located in those lanes that are the greatest
D3-b distance from homes, parks and schools to limit noise and emissions Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
impacts on the community.
D3-c Design and Congestion :;e;:cigucks at or below grade to reduce potential for noise and visual Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
Make improvements to major arterials in corridor communities to relieve congestion. Tier 1
D4-a |Improvements |Interchanges and Access Redesign unsafe and congested interchanges. Tier 1 & Tier 2
D4-b Maintain and improve local access to the freeway for residents and X
businesses.
. Widen bridges that cross and parallel the freeway to provide space for
D4-c Bridges cars, bikes and pedestrians.
D5-a Technology Preserye options to advanced technologies for moving goods as these Tier 2 X
are being developed.
D5-b Right of Way Use utility right-of-way to minimize community impacts. Tier1&Tier2} | X
. Future port planning must take into account roadway and rail capacity, N .
D5-c Port Planning not just terminal capacity. Tier1 & Tier2] | X
Capacity
Ensure sufficient capacity is provided for the general public by making . .
D6-a [Enhancement (Local Improvements Tier 1 CAC improvements 1o the existing freeway. Tier 1 & Tier2
Improvements
Carpool Lanes edicate one carpool lane for rebicles with 2 or more persons on the I-710 from the Tier 1
405-Long Beach.
Management Include transponders for grealer mobility & provide incentives for use. Tier 1
D6-b Design Upgrade mainline portion of the I-710 freeway to modern design Tier 2
standards.
Improve on and off ramps along the corridor. Tier 1
D6-c Continue work with communities north of the rail yards to finalize design Tier 1 & Tier 2 X
concepts in that area.
EJ1 |Process Community Engagement 1:::;\{; i((:J(:lrndor communities and provide appropriate language Tier 2 %
. . Ensure that impacts do not disproportionately fall on low-income people "
EJ2 |Implementation |Community Impacts or people of color. Tier 2 X
Impacts should be shared throughout other ties Tiéer 1 X
EJ3 |Project Benefits |Benefit Assessment Ensure that the project benefits flow to the corridor communities. Tier 2 X
Provide compensation to corridor communities that have been affected by I-710 Tier 1 X
reeway tmpacts.
Provide rebates to residents for use of extra water and power as a result of impacts .
Tier 1 X
rom freeway.
Igplement local employment requirements for future I-710 improrements. Tier 1
= S - - -
3 N .
P1 Presentation to OPC Tier 2 Report will be presented to the OPC by Tier 2 representatives. Tier 2 X
P2 Tier 2 Follow-up Tier 2 CAC will meet following OPC action. Tier 2 X

Guide to ID# Column Interpretation

e.g. Ht-a:

H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report

1 = Strategy #1 in this Section
a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy
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. Metro and the Gateway Cities COG will develop collaborative community )
P3 Develop Collaborative Process participation process prior to formal EIR process. Tier 2 X
Create a Task Force to allow for community participation and oversight. Tier 1 X
Create a governing body such as the [PA with bership from ity and Tier 1 X
agencies.

Guide to ID# Column Interpretation
e.g. H1-a:
H = Located in the Health Section of the Tier 2 Report
1 = Strategy #1 in this Section
a = Designation of the specific recommendation under this Strategy
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee CAC

August-04

D4-a |Improve the Florence exit and fix the cloverleaf.
D4-c |Widen bridges over the |-710 freeway.
E2-a, b |Improve sidewalk in the City.
E1-f |Implement a beautification program that includes graffiti removal and landscaping from
1-91 to the 1-60.
N1-a |Provide sound walls.
i Seek opportunities to underground utilities.
N2-g |Repair potholes along the freeway.
EJ-3 |City should be compensated for loss in revenue from construction impacts.
M3-a, ¢ |Include bike trails in any potential projects.
D3-c |Improve intersection at Florence and Atlantic.
S4-d |Use Caltrans marquee to alert drivers when accidents occur.
H2-d |Assess surcharge fees on logistics industry to pay for improvements.
E3-a |Provide construction mitigation measures.
H1-d |Conduct study (funded by the ports) to determine the increased health impacts that
port growth will cause.
H4-b |Increase inspection points to monitor and enforce compliance.
D6-a |Add carpool/bus lanes.
M1-b |Support 24/7 port operations.
M7-a |Encourage use of other ports.
ii Cap port growth and rail yard expansion.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
i - Local city issues to be addressed with the city during the environmental phase
ii - Ideas considered by Tier 1 CACs but not carried forward to Tier 2 CAC

Final I-710 Tier 2 Committee August, 2004
Findings, Strategies, Policies and Conditions Page 61 of 80



I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee CAC

August-04

Encourage trucks to use I-710 during off-peak hours. Levy higher fees/charge
premium fees on companies who transport during peak hours.

Build an elevated four-lane truck-dedicated express roadway, within the LA River, with
minimal off-ramps to access distribution facilities with no off-ramp to Bell Gardens.

Provide incentives for use of alternative fuels: Levy higher fees/tolls on trucks using
diesel fuel and make allowances for trucks using alternative fuels. Use technology to
monitor compliance.

Relocate transmission lines between the river and 1-710 freeway and use transmission
right-of-way for a truck-dedicated expressway.

Build a truck-dedicated roadway over the river channel that runs along the freeway.

Develop additional rail distribution facilities to support out-of-state hauls to help
alleviate congestion at rail yards in Commerce and Vernon.

N1-a

Sound walls should be built along the freeway in Bell Gardens to mitigate noise
pollution, particularly from heavy trucks.

N1-a

Ivy should be planted on the sound walls to discourage graffiti.

H2-a

Truck inspections should be conducted regularly to ensure trucks on the road comply
with safety and emission standards.

N2-d

Alameda Corridor operators should provide quieter operations for the trains.

H4-f

Create a beautification program that provides landscaping and improved aesthetics
along the freeway.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
i - Local city issues to be addressed with the city during the environmental phase
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee (CAC)

August-04

City of Carson

N3-a Provide East West Access for trucks and autos for other regional freeways.
D2-a, b |Get trucks onto freeway more directly and quickly.

i Examine the Terminal Island Freeway extension to 405 and its potential impacts on
Carson.

ii Use LA River for truck access.

D4-a |Provide interchange improvements.

D2-a |Consider dedicated truck lanes with transponders along |-710 next to the river and
provide incentives for trucks to adopt use.

M6-b |Underground proposed improvements, if possible.

M1-d |Create a near dock facility.

M1-c |Provide incentives to ship by rail.

H4-e |Regulate truck hours.

i Consider possibility of building below grade along Alameda Street.

i The community does not support the Terminal Island Freeway proposal extension to
Alameda Street because of the possibility of increasing the amount of truck traffic on
Alameda Street traveling through Carson.

H2-b |Reduce air pollution emissions from the Port and the rail systems and support federal
legislation for more stringent air quality improvements.

D1-a |Tie improvements to I-710 to air quality improvements.

H3-a |Use new clean burning fuels a soon as possible - trucks and trains.

H1-d |Perform medical studies (cancer, asthma, etc.) for the community residents along the
freeway to determine the extent of the air pollution problems to these communities.

H2-d |Provide funding for the air quality impacts the residents have had to suffer from the
Port and truck diesel pollution.

H4-2 |Provide incentives or other financial assistance to replace older diesel truck engines.

N1-a |Provide decorative sound walls along the freeway

Xx-x - reference to the 1D number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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N2-d |Alameda Corridor operators should provide quieter operations for the trains

H4-f |Create a beautification program that provides landscaping and improved aesthetics

E1f along the freeway, including trees.

E2-c

EJ2 |There should be equity of impacts spread among all corridor communities

M5-a |{Ports should provide more efficient loading and unloading at the ports

H1-d |Look at other ports (San Diego, San Francisco, etc.) to determine how they are dealing
with similar issues such as air quality and transportation

M7-a |Shift as much cargo to other ports as much as possible (Baja, Seattle, Ventura, etc.)

M1-b 24/7 Port operations (extended hours)

i Reversible lanes

M5-b |Establish a second port in LA

H2-e |Provide a permanent, local air quality monitoring station

D2-a |Use tolls during peak hours

D2-a |Double deck the freeway starting at Port to avoid bottleneck at the Port and have it

M6-a |drop into a dedicated truck lane

D2-a |Add extra lanes between PCH and Willow

D5-a |Utilize TDM and TSM technologies.

H2a |Provide for truck inspection, including emissions, and increased enforcement.

N3-a |Examine other freeways in the region in addition to the I-710, provide interagency
coordination and create truck routes along other freeways.

E1-a |Use the Los Angeles River green belt area.

D4-a |Provide separate truck interchanges to accommodate short-term hauling, where only
limited truck access is needed.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee CAC

August-04

City of Commerce

Reduce diesel em|SS|ons and other poIIutants that damage air quallty The |mpact to
our community's children is intolerable. The health of our community must become a
priority! In the short-term deploy stronger enforcement; in the long-term, address the
cumulative impacts that the growth in the number of trucks will have, and provide
increased restrictions, insure to reduce the related increased levels of toxic emissions.

D2-c,d

Support the Bandini Alternative. It shows promise as a viable and community-
supported solution. Include truck lanes on Bandini Boulevard and improving the 1-5 at
the Garfield interchange so trucks may go south on the I-5.

E3-a

Minimize construction impacts as much as possible, especially private property
acquisition, and impacts to parks and public spaces.

M1-c

Improve public understanding through education about the purpose of the Alameda
Corridor and its long-term potential as an effective and efficient transportation option.

D4-a

Explore solutions to resolve problems on both the I-5 freeway and the I-710
concurrently. It is important to recognize that these systems are dynamic and
interrelated.

J3-a
H1-d

Analyze the impacts on the quality of life in our community, along with possible
financial impacts, of potential expanded 24/7 Port operation. Explore the local goods
movement and truck route solutions that can help mitigate the impacts to our
community. (This item is still subject to more community input)

N1-a

Determine the need and priority for sound walls, particularly in conjunction with other
potential transportation and traffic improvements. Possible priority location could be the}
Bristow area, and both sides of the Washington Boulevard off-ramp.

D3-c

Oppose the proposed Slauson Avenue improvements because of the impacts in our
City. The Bandini Alternative would make the Slauson improvements unnecessary.

Explore the riverbed as a potential heavy-rail corridor to alleviate truck traffic related to
goods movement from the ports.

Xx-x - reference to the 1D number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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D2-c, d |Improve the Atlantic Bandini interchange, including truck ramps from the 1-710 truck
lanes and the southbound I-710 freeway, directly into the rail yards and truck ramps
from the 1-710 truck lane onto elevated truck lanes on Bandini Blvd. between 1-710 and
I-5 to Garfield Ave. at the I-5 freeway.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee (CAC)

August-04

City of Compton

-0

]
S e

D4-a |Ensure that on-and off-ramps and adjacent streets are safe for both cars and

D6-a |pedestrians.

D6-a |Conduct a Pedestrian Analysis to determine the safety measures that may be needed
on streets that lead to (or connect to) on-and off-ramps in Compton --particularly near
schools..

D4-a |Improve the safety of the 1-710 and 91 Interchange near Alondra. The west-bound 91
Freeway must be addressed.

H3-a |Fuel technology should be used to decrease air pollution.

E1-e |Ensure that Compton Creek will not be harmed from additional run-off resulting from
freeway improvements. Provide stringent measures to against any potential pollution.
Wildlife and plant life are vulnerable and must be protected.

N1-a |Sound walls should be provided to alleviate sound pollution.

i Any widening and other improvements should take place on the east side of the I-710
through Compton. There should be no housing takes on the west side.

M4-a |Provide a by-pass for Compton and improve arterial highways that feed into the 1-710.

D3-c

D3-c |Ensure that major arterials are not adversely impacted by 1-710 improvements.

D3-¢ |Analyze whether improvements are needed to improve the traffic flow on Atlantic,
Alameda, Alondra, and Santa Fe, as all are important arterials in Compton.

M4-a |Consider placing restrictions for use of arterials that run through Compton. If use of

D3-c |these arterials are linked to 1-710 improvements, there should be financial incentives
provided to the city of Compton.

EJ2,3 | The Port should provide financial incentives to the City of Compton for future proposed
1-710 impacts that accommodate their growth.

D3-b |Ensure that truck-dedicated lanes on the freeway are located away from residential
neighborhoods to avoid increased air pollution near homes.

D3-b |Keep elevated roadways away from residential neighborhoods.

M6-a |If elevated roadways are used, truck-designated roadways should be located on the

lower level (to muffle the sound).

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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M2-c |Provide a light rail system along the 1-710 with stops in Compton.

D6-a |Provide carpool lanes that lead more directly to Long Beach as it is a major
destination.

ii Explore the use of the riverbed for I-710 improvements.

E3-a |When construction is underway, provide advance warnings of detours and closures.

H4-b !Locate a truck facility in Compton--if it generates revenue for the City.

S4-d | Designate and identify specific alternate routes through Compton for drivers who must
exit the freeway when accidents occur. Encourage use of these routes as much as
possible to protect neighborhoods.

H4-f |Ensure that ramps are "green" Landscaping should be planted and maintained to

E1-f |beautify the area along the freeway. Establish a committee to monitor maintenance
and accountability.

EJ3 |For I-710 improvements, establish a requirement that Compton youth and adults must
be hired on projects.

P3 |Establish an ad hoc partnership, such as a Joint Powers Authority, between the City of
Compton, and other I-710 Corridor Cities, Caltrans, and other public agencies involved
with the 1-710 improvements.

D4-a |Improve the safety of the 1-710 and 91 Interchange at Alondra. Redesign the
interchange to provide safer merging conditions.

D4-a |Provide an exit ramp to Rosecrans Avenue from the I-105 ramps.

H1-a-d |Addressing air quality and its improvement is a top priority for Compton.
EJ3 |Explore using Compton residents to work on 1-710 construction projects and provide

training if needed.
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[-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee (CAC)

August-04

Note: The East Los Angeles Tier 1 CAC is still evaluating various ideas and options for the |-
710 and I-5 freeways and have not yet made any decisions on improvements to those
freeways until further studies are completed.

East Los Angeles

b Sl - u A -
M2-c |Build a light rail system along the 1-710 to relieve some of the auto congestion.

H3-f |Provide incentives, such as reduced fees, to encourage increased use of the Alameda
Corridor and disincentives, such as increased fees/taxes, for truckers using the I-710.

H4-f |Beautify the 1-710. Caltrans should maintain trash pick-ups, at a minimum, and provide
landscaping.
D2-a |Double-deck the I-710 with truck-dedicated lanes.

EJ2 |Encourage policy-makers to stress that San Gabriel Valley and South Pasadena must
accept a more equitable share of the burden of traffic.

EJ2 |Finish the I-710 through South Pasadena before making changes in our
neighborhoods.

ii Build a subterranean tunnel dedicated to truck traffic.
H4-c |Provide incentives for businesses to accept delivery during non-peak hours.

EJ1 |Implement policies that encourage "land-use" trade-offs" and partnerships to allow
shared parking or innovative solutions to eliminate truck parking in neighborhoods.

N1-a |Seek on-going funding for mitigation along the freeway, including soundwalls and
S4-a |concrete median barriers.

ii Solutions must seek to resolve problems concurrently on both the 1-710 and the 60
Interchange, as well as, the I-5 and I-710.

H3-a |Encourage technology that decreases toxic diesel emissions, such as the use of
alternative fuels.

S4-b |Improve lighting along the corridor.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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East Los Angeles

a

M1-b |Encourage the Ports to |mpleen24 7 operatln, hludmg negot|ti|th the
Teamsters Union.
M1-g |Limit truck traffic during rush hours and provide incentives to encourage more driving
M1-h |at night.
ii Leave the Freeway as it is from Telegraph Road to the |-60 Freeway.
E1-a |Loss of open space due to freeways is a major concern.
i Tunnel under the freeway to provide truck dedicated lanes. Make it a toll-road to fund
it.
ii Interchange improvements are needed at the |-5 to |1-710 southbound. Improve the on-
ramp.
ii Use a double-decker system within an existing right-of-way all the way to the 1-210.
M1-f | Incorporate mass transit as alternatives to the freeway.
S2-b |Increase enforcement of speeding trucks.
S2-c
S2-c |Trucks should use slow lanes only and second lane for passing only.
D2-a |Allow trucks to travel on dedicated lanes only.
S2-a |Increase enforcement of vehicles that don't meet regulations.
D2-a |Need to improve safety through design on Freeways.
S4-a |Add concrete barriers in the middle of the freeway.
M7-a |Disseminate goods through other ports--not just LA and Long Beach.
M1-c |Alameda corridor must be more widely used.
H3-a |[Shift to alternative fuels.
H3-d, e,|Require the use of alternative fuel for shipping.
f
H1-a |Conduct a study to evaluate air quality around schools. With a baseline established,
change can be monitored.
H3-a [Outlaw use of diesel fuels.
EJ2, 3 |Our community needs to have representation such as wealthier communities facing
facing similar issues (101 freeway).
E1-a |Freeway improvements should result in community improvements such as parks,
EJ3 |community facilities, local transit improvements.
D2-b |Provide off-ramps at rail yards.
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East Los Angeles

"N1-a |Provide attractive and tall enough sound walls.
i Address the area between Third and Sixth and McDonnell. There is dangerous double

parking.

D3-a East Los Angeles does not want any net loss in housing as a result of improvements to the
freeway.

M2-a, b, Expand public transportation.

D3-c Local streets that parallel the freeway need to be studied and improved.
H1-a - |Improvement in air quality is the number one priority for East Los Angeles.

ii Examine other alternatives along -5 (eliminate carpool lane or tunnel car pool lanes) to reduce
property impacts in East Los Angeles.

i Determine impacts in East Los Angeles of proposed closure of |-710 Washington Boulevard
interchange and mitigating impacits.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee (CAC)

Aug-04

C

Community Approved Recommendations
i Involve federal elected officials in the Freeway major corridor study.

i The City of Long Beach should support Congress-member Rohrabacher's
legislation to impose a fee on each container that enters the Port.

i Do not move forward with the 710 Freeway project.
M2-d, e |Find an alternative to 710 Freeway expansion.

N1-a, b, |Sound walls need to be included into the final budget for the 710 Freeway
c improvements, and they must be built at the time of construction of any
improvements.
i MTA and Caltrans should conduct a walk thru the Long Beach segment of
the 710 Freeway where proposed improvements might take place.
~EJ1 |Minutes of all workshops should be translated in Spanish and Khmer.
i No double decking of the 710 Freeway.
M4-b |School Bus traffic flow should not be impacted by future construction on the
710 Freeway.
S1-a |Center dividers must be built taller in the future.

Health and Environment
H1-b The Long Beach Health Department should conduct air quality studies near
the intersection of the 710 Freeway and the 47 Freeway.
H3-a |School buses should use alternative fuels to reduce diesel emissions.
H3-a |The performance of alternative fuels on air pollution should be verified prior
to commercial use.

i City of Long Beach should review impacts of ICTF terminal to community ad
H1-d [local schools. Truck idling levels at the ICTF terminal should be reduced to
the level of the Ports.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
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E1-f
E2-c
E4-a
H4-f

Increase tree plantings in Long Beach by threefold.

H1-d

Future health studies must include data about deaths related to pollution.

H1-d

The City of Long Beach should conduct research into the health impacts on
the community stemming from local refinery emissions.

H1-d

The City of Long Beach should conduct research into the health impacts of
diesel and other vehicle emission to children.

H1-d

The research should include asthma and other health ailments, including
respiratory problems, cancer, allergies, etc.

H3-a, e,

Trains should use cleaner fuels.

Signage should be visible to traffic at all times in the design of the 710
freeway. ]

H1-d

The City of Long Beach should conduct research regarding the impacts of
pollution to local residents from Port operations, the 710 Freeway, local
petroleum refineries, and the proposed Liquid Natural Gas station.

H4-d |Give incentive funding to truck operators to use bio-diesel.
H2-c
N1-a, b, [Noise pollution should be mitigated for any |-710 Freeway improvements.
c
N2-a-g
H2-b, ¢ |Trucks and ships delivering and hauling cargo from the Port of Long Beach
should use particulate matter traps.
H3-a A pilot project for the use of bio-diesel should be implemented.
Port Operation and the 1-710
H4-e A limit on Port expansion should be discussed.
M5-c
M7-a
M5-a |Tariffs should be imposed on businesses that use the port. The funds
gathered through the tariffs should be utilized for programs to clean air
pollution.
H2-b |Trucks operating at the Port should use bio-diesel or alternative fuels.
H2-a
H3-d
H4-d
i Shipping companies should hire independent truck drivers as employees and
they should treat them fairly.
M1-d On-dock rail capabilities should be expanded.
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H2-d

The Port should pay for any impacts to the community, including any
improvements to the 710 Freeway and impacts to the health of residents in
the community.

All empty containers should be shipped to the place of origin and they should
be allowed to remain empty in the Port.

The City of Long Beach should research the impacts of Port expansion to the
local tourism industry.

Extra fees should be charged to Port tenants and companies hauling cargo
from the Port to cover expenses related to local healthcare costs.

The Port should support the use of green diesel and compressed natural gas
for trucks hauling cargo from the Port.

The Port should develop aggressive idling legislation to limit diesel truck

N3-b |idling to a maximum of five minutes.

M7-a |Cargo should be distributed to other regional Ports.

M7-a |The Port of Long Beach should be downsized.

H4-e, i

M7-a |The City of Long Beach should define the maximum capacity of the Port of
H4-e, i |Long Beach.
M1-b, ¢, | The Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority's initiatives should be

d implemented immediately.

H1-d |The Port should not extend to a 24-hour operation until further air quality
research is conducted on the potential impacts to Long Beach residents.

H2-b |Governing agencies should make it mandatory for ships to slow down as they
prepare to dock at the Port of Long Beach.

H2-b By 2006, offshore shipping companies should be equipped to use shore
power while docked at the Port.

i Cargo containers should be standardized which would allow multiple
companies to use the containers and reduce the number of empty containers
at the Port.

i The Port of Los Angeles should participate at the next workshop related to
Port Operations.

H2-b | Local Ports should coordinate the use of alternative fuels strategies.

H1-c [The Port should conduct research on the cost of pollution to local healthcare.
M1-c, d |Identify alternative methods to haul cargo from the Port- other than diesel

M2-d |trucks.

H2-b | Ships should be made to slow down when entering the Port.

H2-b Diesel emissions from sea vessels and trains need to be addressed by

regulatory agencies.
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H2-b

Ships should use alternative fuels when docking at the Port of Long Beach.

Preserving Neighborhoods

Residents should have free and competent legal advice provided to them to
assist them with the property acquisition process.

EJ-3 |Residents whose property is not taken but impacted by 710 Freeway
improvements should be compensated by Caltrans.
EJ1 |The City of Long Beach and Caltrans should inform residents about any

property acquisition plans in advance and a timely manner.

The public should be provided an opportunity to view and comment on the
new 710 Freeway designs at various public meetings.

M2-d, e

Do not take any businesses or homes until all other alternatives and options
for improving the 710 Freeway are exhausted.

Caltrans should better maintain the properties they currently own in Long
Beach.

EJ3 |Caltrans should establish a performance bond for any improvements to the

E3-b |710 Freeway that would allow for residents to recoup any damages during
construction.

EJ1 |Residents should be encouraged to attend meetings about the 710 Freeway
and they should continue applying pressure and giving input on this process.

EJ1 |Properties should be referred to as "homes" and not "houses" during
discussions about 710 Freeway improvements.

EJ1, 3 |Caltrans should provide contact information to residents about whom to

E3-b |contact regarding damages done to properties because of construction to the
710 Freeway.

EJ3 |An appraisal should be conducted at the time of the final design for the 710
Freeway improvements and a second appraisal should be conducted at the
time that Caltrans begins the property acquisition process.

i Conduct community meetings in the first district to make it easier for
residents in that district to attend meetings.
Truck Congestion and Safety

M5-a |Atoll on diesel trucks should be imposed to offset the cost of utilizing the

D1-b |Alameda Corridor.

D1-c

S1-c

D3-b [Study the spillover traffic and the 710 Freeway. The spillover traffic may
create safety issues for pedestrians.

M1-c |A shuttle trail system should be developed to haul cargo to local distribution

centers in Southern California.
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M3-b |Use the Terminal Island Freeway and the Alameda Corridor to haul cargo
and divert diesel trucks away from the 710 Freeway.

M4-a |The 103 Freeway should be expanded and should proceed left on Sepulveda
and Willow and connect to the Alameda Corridor.

M4-a |Encourage the use of the 110 Freeway to divide truck traffic equally with the
710 Freeway.

M4-a |The City of Long Beach should establish a transportation policy to divert truck
| |traffic to routes other than the 710 Freeway.

M5-a |A toll shall be implemented on trucks hauling cargo from the Port and
D1-a, d, |shipping companies should pay a toll.

H2-a |A new truck inspection site should be built on Port of Long Beach Property.

i Truck drivers should be considered when developing new cargo hauling
methods.
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee (CAC)

August-04

ii Install surveillance cameras at areas known to be unsafe in order to reduce hit-and-run
accidents and dangerous, illegal driving behavior.

D2-a |Minimize trucks accidents by separating truck/auto traffic.

S3-b | Improve safety by implementing public education campaigns aimed at increasing
awareness of how to share the road safely with trucks, and through greater
enforcement and emphasis on adequate truck driver training and licensing.

ii Explore the possibility of constructing a truck-dedicated elevated roadway above the
riverbed that runs parallel to the |-710.
ii Double-deck the 1-710 freeway with truck-dedicated lanes.

M2-c |Support a light rail system that follows the course of the I-710. Provide stations that
are easily accessible for Lynwood residents.

E1-f |Provide landscaping along the freeway in Lynwood. Ensure that landscaping creates
an aesthetically-pleasing, safe environment.

S4-a |Extend the median barriers along the entire stretch of the freeway.

M1-h |Limit truck traffic hours.

D4-b |Improve access to Lynwood by creating more off-on ramps.

ii Explore utilizing Alameda and Imperial as the major mobility corridors for through-truck
traffic.

M1-h |Limit the hours of operation of trucks and increase fees during peak hours.

ii Build a truck-designated roadway within the LA River.

M1-e |Lower fees to promote increased use of the Alameda Corridor for goods movement.

N1-b |Build sound walls along the entire |-710 to buffer noise in residential areas. Where
necessary, use similar sound mitigation measures that airports employ.

S4-b |Improve existing lighting/add new lighting on the 1-710.

i Study Josephine, Rosecrans, Martin Luther King Boulevard, Abbott, and Carlin to
determine traffic flow improvements that are needed (as part of the EIR process.)

H3-a |Provide more stringent air quality standards that address the excessive pollution
generated by diesel-using trucks.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
i - Local city issues to be addressed with the city during the environmental phase
i - ldeas considered by Tier 1 CACs but not carried forward to Tier 2 CAC
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City of Lynwood

E2-b |Beautification of areas through landscaping and maintenance of landscaping shou

take place, particularly beneath the cloverleaf portion of the 1-710 (in Lynwood) that
may be reconfigured as a future improvement (see Jerry Wood's concept drawings)

D4-a |Provide more on/off ramps from the 1-105 to Lynwood at Atlantic Ave. and also
Alameda St..

i Conduct a pavement analysis of city streets before and after construction of arterial
E3-a jand I-710 improvements to assess whether damage has occurred. If streets have
been damaged, the responsible agency/entity shall pay for and undertake repair in a
timely manner.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
i - Local city issues to be addressed with the city during the environmental phase
ii - ldeas considered by Tier 1 CACs but not carried forward to Tier 2 CAC
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I-710 Major Corridor Study
Tier 1 Community Advisory Committee (CAC)

August-04

City of South Gate

S AN \ -
Synchronize traffic signals along arterials and major streets for better mobility and to
less congestion.

Reconstruct Imperial/l-710 interchange to establish diamond lanes similar to
Firetstone/1-710.

N2-e

Mitigate noise and dust during construction.

S4-c

Adequately mark and provide signage for truck routes.

N1-a

Construct decorative sound wall and safety shields along the freeway adjacent to
affected residents and businesses.

E2-c

Include landscaping along the (I-710) freeway especially at interchanges and
soundwalls.

Provide a three dimensional model of the proposed I-710 Freeway improvement in the
City of South Gate.

Provide a time schedule that includes sequence of construction work in South Gate.

M4-c

Establish ways to minimize inconvenience to residents and businesses during
construction.

EJ2

Provide incentives to residents and businesses that have been and will be suffering
depreciation and (loss of) income during construction of the freeway.

Install ramp metering for trucks at the port of Long Beach.

M1-h

Establish a (800) number with a bilingual live person responding throughout this projec
so anyone can call with questions. Consider using television, internet, radio and other
media fro keeping the community informed of the project status through completion.

P3

Continue including Tier 2 on the corridor improvements through project completion
including but not limited to design, construction staging (especially establishing detour
routes during construction.

D3-c

Extend Southern Avenue under or over the freeway and increase Southern Ave. Lane
width to four lanes (two lanes each direction) for better mobility and to reduce local
traffic from Firestone.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
i - Local city issues to be addressed with the city during the environmental phase
ii - Ideas considered by Tier 1 CACs but not carried forward to Tier 2 CAC
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D4-c

City of South Gate

Widen Garfield Avenue Bridge over the Rio Hondo River and associated sidewalk
along Garfield.

M2-b

Consider using additional bus transportation on Garfield between Firestone and
Imperial. , :

EJ2

Provide fair and expedient negotiations with property owners that must move due to
the proposed project. In the event of partial takes, efforts should be made to replace
the property taken with property contiguous with that remaining.

M4-b

Avoid impacts to local businesses including Security Public Storage South Gate
Facility, Scully-Miller and Rockview Farms.

Prior to major freeway construction surface street repairs, upgrades and improvements
should be scheduled and completed. This work should be undertaken on all surface
streets within the corridor that will be impacted traffic diverted from the I-710 during
construction and should include refinement of the traffic control system.

D2-a

Rockview supports the inclusion of "truck only" lanes as part of the project. ]

D4-c

Include the installation of a Southern Ave. Bridge over the 1-710 thereby connecting
east with west South Gate. This bridge would relieve traffic on Firestone Bivd. and
provide a second exit on for the Thunderbird Mobile Home Park.

M4-a

Provide advance and continuous public notice of road closures, detours and other
changes to traffic flow. Include accommodations for emergency services, truck and
business traffic signage directing customer traffic to businesses.

E1-f

Develop a freeway design that includes beautification of the right of way with a
separate identity for each city through which the freeway passes.

Maintain access to Sully-Miller Construction by providing the same number of
driveways.

D3-c

Study parallel arterial highway and determine needed improvements prior to major
construction of the freeway.

Improve air quality and reduce diesel emissions.

M1-b

Support extended hours of operation at the ports and moving more cargo by rail,
potentially the Alameda corridor.

Xx-x - reference to the ID number found in the Strategies Summary Matrix
i - Local city issues to be addressed with the city during the environmental phase
ii - Ideas considered by Tier 1 CACs but not carried forward to Tier 2 CAC
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I-710 Corridor Project EIR/EIS

Table 2.4?1 Local Interchanges, Crossings, and Frontage Roads with

1-710 — Alternative 5A
No. Location Improvements
21 Martin Luther King Jr. | SB one-lane off-ramp will be moved further north, combining with the SB
Blvd. Imperial Hwy. off-ramp

22 Imperial Hwy. = Existing modified four-quadrant cloverleaf configuration will be
replaced by a single-point urban interchange.

» |mperial Hwy. will be reconstructed to three through lanes in each
direction between Wright Rd. and the Los Angeles River bridge

23 Southern Ave. New overcrossing will span 1-710, the Los Angeles River, and frontage

roads

24 E. Frontage Rd. Reconstruct but will remain a two-way street with one lane in each

direction

25 W. Frontage Rd. Addition of two-way street extending from W. Frontage Rd. to connect to

Southern Ave.

26 Firestone Blvd. = Existing partial cloverleaf configuration will be retained. However, the
interchange will be entirely reconstructed with a new overcrossing
and new ramps

» Firestone Blvd. will be reconstructed to three through lanes in each
direction between National Ave. and the Los Angeles River bridge

27 Florence Ave. Existing four-quadrant configuration will be replaced by a single-point

urban interchange configuration

28 Slauson Ave. New connection to |-710 and will feature a single-point urban interchange

configuration

29 Atlantic Blvd./Bandini | Replaced by a two-guadrant cloverleaf

Blvd. Interchange

30 Bandini Blvd. Reconstruct to carry three through lanes in each direction

31 Atlantic Blvd. Realign and reconstruct between the Los Angeles River bridge and the

26th St. overcrossing

32 Washington Bivd. The existing NB and SB ramps will be modified to meet the reconstruction

and widening of the I-710 mainline

EB = eastbound
1-710 = Interstate 710
NB = northbound

SB = southbound
WB = westbound

Page 2-33
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BY SAID Work AND TO BE ASSESSED To PAY THE

COST AND EXFENSE THEREOF; DETERMINING THAT

BONDS SHALL BEE ISSUED 1o REPRESENT ASSESS-

MENTS TO BE LEVIED; PROVIDING FOR THE DIs-.

POSAL OF ANy SUR PLUS REMAINING TN THE ~
IMPROVEMENT FUND AFTER THE COMPLETION oF . -
THE IMPROVEMENT; AND REFERRING THE PROPOSED
IMPROVEMENT TO THE CrTy ENGINEER AND DIRECTING

(Parking Assessment Distpict No, 3)

———

WHEREAS, this City Councty Proposes, as herelnafter
more perticularly set forth, to teke broceedings under thte
Municipsi Improvement Act or 1512 (Division 12 of the Streets
snd Highweys Code) for the 8cqulsition ppnd constructisn op
certsgin improvement work consisting or parking facilities end
dppurtenences snd éppurtenent work within the City or South Gate,
Cnlifornia;

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Counci) of the City of South
Gete, Calirornia, DOES HERERY RESOLVE DETERMINE AND ORDER sy
follows:

Section 1, That ‘the Public interest end conventence
require end that 1t 13 the Intention of the City Counct) or said
City or South Gate to order the followine work Lo he done op im-
brovements to be mede 8nd instslleg in said City, to wit:

I. The ecquisition or the Following Percels or

resl property for the purpose of using seme pg nublje perking

lots:




e

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

A, Lot ) conalsting of Iotg 159, 160,

149 and the South half or Lot 148, Trpet No. 4707,
B3 recorded ip Map Book 52, or official records
at pege 14, records °f the County or Los Angeles,
State of Cslifornis,

B, Lot 2 consisting of Lot 488 end [ot
500, Trget No. 6000, sag recorded in Map Bool
65, of officiel records gt Pages 29.32, records
of the County of Log Angeles, State of Califorhis,

C. Lot 3 consisting of Io¢ 629, Tract .
No. 6000, as recorded in Map Book 65, of official
records gt Peges 29-32, records of the County of
Los Angeles, State or Calirornie.

D. Lot 4 consisting of 1otg 225 end 226,
Trect No. 6557, as recorded ip Map Book 77, of
officinl records st Pages 39-4q, records of the
County orf 1os Angeles, Stete of Ce]ifornia.

E. Lot g5 consisting of 1ot 104 end [ot

109, Trect No. 6557, ss recorded in Mep Book

77, of officisl records 8t pages 39-t0, records

of the County or lLos Angeles, Stete of Callrornla.

parcels, including removal of existing Structures or other obstpryuel
tions 8s necessary, peving, the 1nstal]ation of liahtlng fec1ly-
ties &g Neécessary, angd the'Constructlon of cement tlock wells,
dafety lighting, bumper blocks, the peinting or pParking stg)}
lines and directions] lines snd 8reas, trafrie control lanes andg
slgning, end the Instelletion of eppropriate informset ion sipgns

on ell the parcels, together with sany necessary work end meterislg
8ppurtenent to 8ny of thg Foregoing or necessary to comply with

city ordinsnces,




28
29
30
31
32

Section 2, Thig City Counctl hereby mskes the

€xpense of sald work chargesble upon a district, which
district this City Counciil hereby declereg to be the district
benefitegd by the gaid work and to bhe assesseq to pey the

c;st and expenae thereor, For & description of s81d distriet
reference 1s hereby made to s meép of ssid district on file

in the office of the se&ld City Clerk snd designeted "Map of

Perking Assesament District No. 3" which map or plat indicetes

Section 3, That meris] bonds beering interest ot
8 rste not to exceeq 31x percent (6%) per annum shall pe
13sued to represent each assessment or fifty dollers ($50)
or over remaining unpaid for thirty (30) days sfter the
date of recordation of the a8ssessment, Ssid serjgl bonds
shall extengd over s period ending nine (9) years from the
second day of January next Succeeding the next September
lat following their date, Ssid bonds mav be redeemed by
the owners or any persons Interested in eny lot or parce}l
of lend described therein, in the menner pProvided in saig
Streets and Highways Code, ot any time herohe’maturity,
énd before commencement of Droceedings for sele, upon pay-
ment to the City Treaagrer of the emount then unbeid on
the principal sup thereof; with interest thereon celculated
up to the due date of the next maturing interest coupon,
end 811 pensglties dccrued and unpeid together with g premium
of 5% of sagid unpeid principal, sei4 bonds are gg authorized
under the Munieipal Improvement Act or 1913, Division 12,
Chapter 7, of the Streets and Highways Code of the State of
Calirornia, and are to be is3ued bPursuant to gng 88 provided

in the Improvement Act of 1911, Division 7 ol said Code,




1463

30
3!
32

Section 4, That 833egsments under fifty dollars

($50) shall be Subject to the penslties end costs ang collected
838 provided for cash 8ssessmenta in the Street Opening Act

of 1903,

' Section 5. fThat the seid work is to be done under
and broceedings therefor ére to be under and pursuent to the
sald Municipsl Improvement Aect of 1913,

Section 6, That the City Engineer 1g hereby
directed to procure the required information end pregéﬁe and
present to thig City Council the written report on said-work
or improvement required by ggig Municipsei Improveﬁént Act of
1913, 88 set forth in Section 10203 end 10204 of s81d Streetsg

and Highweys Code,

improvement.

ADOPTED, SIGNED AND APPROVED this 13th dsy of

—September 1965, . —
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
25
24
25
26
27

28

30

31
32

STATE OF Ca LIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, SS.
CITY OF SOU'I’H GATE.

I, DOROTHY McGAFFEY, City Clerk of the City of South Gate, California, do hereby
certlt‘y that the whole number of members of the City Council of said City is five; that the
foregoing . . . RESOLUTION .. being. RESOLUTION No. 2663
was duly passed and adopted by the said City Council, approved and signed by the Mayor
of said City, and attested by the City Clerk of said City, all at a regular mee!mg of the
sald Councit held on the... SBth day of September ,195.5 )

and that the same was so passed and adopted by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmen.. Henv{] e, Weaver, Hardy, Savyer, Da) Imann
Noes: Councilmen = Nonpe.
Absent: Councilmen ... None

Not Voting: Councilmen . None.

Witness my hand and the seal of said City this 13th  dayof September .19 4%

Aol < G 1
C’It) Clerk of thyn\ of South Gap %xma

(SEAL}
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21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

32

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGEIES 8g,
CITY OF SOUTH QATE

I, DOROTHY McOAFFEY, City Clerk or the City
of South Gete, Californis, DO HEREBY CERTIFY thet the
sbove and foregoing 1s & full, true end correct copy of
Resolution No, 2663 | snd thet the seme haes not‘been
amended or repesled,

DATED: ber 13th , 1965,

(SEAL)
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RESOLUTION NO. 2604

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF SOUTH GATE, CALIFORNIA, APPRO-
VING REPORT AND FIXING TIME AND PLACF
OF HEARING THEREON,

(Parking Assegsmert District No, 3)

'WHEREAS, thie City Council hes heretofore adopted
1ts resolution of intention, Resolution No. _%603 , declsr-
ing 1ts intention to take proceedings under the Municipel
Improvement Act of 1913, Division 12 of the Streets end
Highways Code of the Stete of Callfornie for the ascquisition
and construction aof cértain Improvement work consisting of
parking facilities and sppurtenences snd eppurtensnt worle; anpd

WHEREAS, this City Councll has heretofore directed
the City Engineer to procure the required Informetion snd
prepare and present to this Clty Counc!l the written report
on seld proposed vwork or improvement required by ssid Muntclipe}
Improvement Act of 1913; and

WHEREAS, the City Enginecer h?2s prepsred sald report
énd presented the same to this Clty Counci? end this City
Counctl hes exsmined spid report: ‘

NOW, THEREFORE, the Clty Council of the City or
South Gate, Californis, DOES HEREBY RESOLVE, DETERMINE AND
ORDER a8 follows:

Section 1, Thet 581d report te and the Seme hereby
is epproved and the City Clerk or sailg clty hereby 1s directed
to endorse the fact ond dete or such approvel on Seld report
and to file seid report in his office.

Section 2., That the 25¢th dey of October, 1965, nt

the hour of 7:00 o'clock P.M. st the Council Chembters of this
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25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

City Council 1in the City of South Gete. Celifornis, are hereny

fixed es the time end plece of heering on ssid epproved report,
and such hesring shell pe heid by this City Council,

Section 3, fThe City Clerk 1s hereby directed to
c;use & notice of such hesring to nhe published once o weel
for two succesaive weeks, the first publicetion to be mede
at leest 20 deys before the dste get for heering or protests,
The South gate News Press, a Newspaper of genere) c{rculatlon
published and circulated in the City of South Gete, f;-ﬁéreby
selected as the newspeper in which notice of such heeriné
shell te published, . .

Section 4. fThat gaig City Clerk 1is hereby directeda
to mei1l notices of sueh heering ss provided in sgid Municipel
Improvement Act of 1913, postage prepeid, to 511 persons owning
resl property which 13 PToposed to he 839sessed to pe&y 8ny pert
of the cost of s8aid work, whose names and esddresses appear on
the lest equelized assessment roll or as known to the city
Clerk including the malling of such notices to every owner or
property assesged by the Stete under Section 14 of Articile
XIII of the Constitution at the address Lhereof shown on the
last bosrd roli trensmitted to the County Auditor. Seiqg meiling
1s to be completgd at least 20 dsys before the dete set for
hesring of protests,

Section 5. The City Clerk 18 hereby directed to
ceuse notices of the bassege of this resolution to be conspicu-
ously posted on a)1 open streets within gaig éssessment dlistriet,
8t not more then 300 feet eparl on each Street sg posted, hut
not less then three in 811, except that in the case vhere there
are no such open Streets said notices shell te posted in three
conspicuous places within the f#Ssessment district, Said posting
1s to be completed at lesst 20 deys before the date set for

hearing of protests.




21
22
23

Section 6. Seid City Clerk 1s hereby directed

to flle » copy of the sBsessment district mep or dlegrem In
the office of the County Clerk of Los Angeles County within
15 days of the adoption of asid resolution or Intention snd 1p
no event less thsn 15 dsys prior to the date or heering fixed
in Section 2 hereof, Ssid mep or diegram sheil beer the
certificate of said City Clerk evlidencing the dste end
edoption of smigd regsolution or intention, .

ADOPTED, SIGNED AND APPROVED this 13th déy of

September , 1965,

/«/{ﬂ(—\_-\_
ayor 1 [¢)

e y
South Gete, Celifornia

(SEAL)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, SsS.
CITY OF SOUTH GATE.
I, DOROTHY McGAFFEY, City Clerk of the City of South Gate, California, do bereby

certify that the whole number of members of the City Couneil of said City Is five; that the
foregoing.... RESOLUTION <o being. . RESOLUTIay . No. 2664
was duly passed ang adopted by the said City Council, approved and signed by the Mayor
of said City, and attested by the City Clerk of said City, all at a regular meeting of the
sald Council held on the. .. 13gn day of. September . , ‘,'1;3.,55

and that the same was so passed and adopted by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmen . .Hen.v‘ille.._weave.r. Hardy. Sawyer_ Oeltmann
Noes: Councilmen Nane
Absent: Councilmen .. None.

Not Voting: Councilmen Noae

Witness my hand and the seal of sajd City this  )3ith day of Septenber .19 65

, (/{ é—-wtlidff")l-).f.gﬁ- L2y
City Clerk nf the y‘_\' cf South Gat 4 ,A%r/nia

(SEAL)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF [0S ANGELES 8.
CITY OF SOUTH GATE

I, DOROTHY McGAFFEY, City Clerk of the City
of South Gate, Californis, po HEREBY CERTIFY that the~ '
above snd foregoing i3 s full, true end correct copy or
Resolution No, 2664 ; and that the same hes not been

emended or repesled,

DATED: September 13th  , 1965,

(SEAL)
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PRKG ASSESSHENT
OIST #3

Heartng on
assessmants
(cont'd}

20NE CHANGE

On San Carlos g
San Gabrlel
(Sav-0n Drugs)
Hearing (cont'd)

ZONING

Re telephone
exchange § com-
munications
equip bidg

ZONING
Reclasslfying
certain uses re
cammunications

HMUNICEPAL COQE
45-day notice
re appcals

ZONE CHANGE
(Zimme rman)

11-8-85

Hayor Dellmann stated that due to the absence of Counc! jman Weaver at
thls meeting and the announced absence of Counci Iman Hardy at the meer-
ing of Rovember 22, 1965, and on the advice of Specla) Counsel 0'Helveny
£ Myers, the hearing on assessmenats fqr Parking Assesxment'Olstrict No.
3 wil) be continued until the meeting of December 13, 1985,

The City Clerk stated that this was the time sex for hearing with re-
927d to Planning Commission Resclution No. 372, which Fecomnends ap-
proval of the requast of Sav-0n Orugs, inc, for a Zone change from R-3
to €3 for certain Properties located south of Tweedy Boulevard between
5an Larlos and San Gabriei Avenues, She stated fyrther that the Affi-
dayies of Publication and of Malling Notice of Hearlng are on flie In
her office and that no writren Protests have been recelved,

Following a ruling by Clty Attorney Gottes that a L/5ehs majority vate
wouid be required In order elther to grant or deny the above applica-
tion for a zone change, Mayor Oellmann stated that In view of the
absence of CounciIman Weaver at this maeting, the hearing would pe
continued unti! the meeting of November 27, 1965

Personal interest in the above matter thraugh his own business enter-
prises, he would nelther speak before Counci! nar vote on thls zone
change, since doing so would constitute a conflict of interests,
Foliawing reading af the titie of Ordinance No. 977, it vwas moved by
Counci iman Sawyer, seconded by Vice Mayor Henv!1le, ‘and unanimous fy
carried, Councliman Weaver being absent, that further reading be walved,

Adopted on matlon of Caunci iman Hardy, seconded by Counctiman Sawyer

and unanimaus ly carried, Councilman Weaver belng absent, was Ordi ance
No. 977, whlch amends the Hunlcipal code by addling the definition of

“'Communications fquipment Bullding'' and including it In the permitted
Jses in C-R and C-3 20nes; and by deteting the terminology '"Te iephaone
Exchange' from the Permitted uses in C-g and C~31 Zones,

Following reading of the title of grdinance No. 978, It was moved by
Caunctlinan Hardy, seconded by Counci iman Sawyer, and Unanimaus ly carried
Cauncilman weaver being absent, that further reading be waived,

Adopted on wotion qof Counci Iman Hardy, seconded by -Counci Iman Sawyer,
and uNANiMo s ly carried, Councilman Weaver being absent, was Crdinance-
No. 978, which amends the Municipal Code by Providing that ‘electric
distribution substatlons ‘'miCrowave fnstallations,“ and “utility sub-
stations {f Jocated in the R-3, C-R, and C-3 Zones, and has any tower
Of portion of a receiver that externds 6° cr mare in height and Is not
enciosed within a building, shali be Subject to issuance of an unclassi-
fied use permit; and by providing for the placement of the term "micro-
wave installatlons, where_any tower or portion of the recefver extends
more than &' in height and s not enclosed within a bul ldlng” In the
Unclassified ysa Chapter of the Cede.

Following reading of the title of Ordinance No. 979, it was moved by
Counci Iman Hardy, seconded by vice Mayor Henville, and unanimoudly
carried, Councliman weaver being absent, that further readlng be walved.

Adopted on motlon of Counci Iman Hardy, saconded by Counciiman Sawyer
and unanimousiy carrled, Councl iman Weaver belng absent, was Ordl nance
No. 979, which amends the Municipal Code by froviding that within and
not to exceed 45 days following receipt of a written appeal the City
Council shail conduct a public hearing on Planning Commlssion matters
which have been appealed to the City Council.

Following reading of the title of Ordinance No. 980, it was moved by
Counciiman Hardy, seconded by Counci Iman Sawyer and Unanimousty carried,
Counct lman Weaver befng absent, that further reading be walved,

Adopted an motion of Caunci tman Hardy, seconded by Counciiman Sawyer and
Lnanimous |y carrled, Councllman Weaver being absent, was Qrd!nance No.
980, which amends the Municipal Lode by providing that property located
at 8656-8692 Madicon Avenue (the southerly 40 of Lot 23 and all of Lots

2
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RESOLUTION NO. 3049

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCII OF

THE CITY OF SOUTH GATE, CALIFORNIA,
DECLARING ITS INTENTION TO ESTABLISH

A PARKING AND BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT
AREA, TO PROVIDE FOR THE LEVY QF AN
ADDITIONAL BUSINESS LICENSE TAX ON
BUSINESSES CONDUCTED WITHIN SUCH AREA,
DESCRIBING THE BOUNDARIES OF THE PRO-
POSED AREA, THE PROPOSED USES TO WHICH
THE PROPOSED REVENUE SHALL BE PUT, THE
INITIAL OR ADDITIONAL RATE OR LEVY OF
THE LICENSE TAX, FIXING THE TIME AND
PLACE OF A HEARING TO BE HELD BY THE
CITY CQUNCIL TO CONSIDER THE ESTABLISH-
MENT OF SUCH AN AREA, AND DIRECTING THE

GIVING OF NOTICE OF SUCH HEARING.

WHEREAS, the Downtown Merchants Association circulated a
petitién among the businessmen along Tweedy Boulevard in the City
of South Gate requesting the formation of a Business Improvement
District in that area between State Street and Hunt Avenue in the
gsaid City; and

WHEREAS, said petition was submitted to the City Council of
said City urging the said City Council to implement the Parking
and Business Improvement Area Law of 1965; and

WHEREMAS, the City Council of said City, proposés that said
Business Improvement District be extended to include all c-C,
C-2, C-R, C-3 and C-M Zoned areas lying within the following
described area: On the north by Missouri Avenue, on the south by
Michigan Avenue, on the west by the east side of Long Beach Boule-

vard, and on the east by the west side of Hunt Avenue;
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH GATE,

CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. That the City Council of the City of South Gate,
California, hereby declares its intention to establish a parking
and business improvement area under the "Parking and Business
Improvement Act Law of 1965", being Part 5 of Division 18 of the
Streets and Highways Code, Sections 36b00 through 36081 of said

Streets and Highways Code.

SECTION 2. The description of the boundaries of the proposed
area are set forth in "EXHIBIT A" attached hereto and incorporated
herein by reference. A map delineating said proposed boundaries
is attached hereto marked "EXHIBIT B" and incorporated herein by

reference.

SECTION 3. The proposed uses to which the proposed revenue
shall be put are as follows:
a. The acquisition, construction or maintenance of
parking facilities for the benefit of the area.
b. Decoration of any public place in the area.
c. Promotion of public events which are to take
place on or in public places in the area.
d. Furnishing of music in any public place in
the area.
e. The general promotion of retail trade activities

in the area.

SECTION 4, The initial or additional rate or levy of the
license tax of the businesses within the Parking and Business
Improvement Area as finally established is hereby made, and the
tax or additional business license tax imposed upon each such
hﬁsiness shall be in an amount equal to two (2) times the business

license tax applicable to each such business.




1 SECTION 5. That Monday, the 14th day of September, 1970, at
21 7:00 o'clock P.M., in the Council Chambers of the South Gate City
8 Hall, 8650 California Avenue, South Gate, California, is hereby
4| fixed and designated as the date, hour and place of a hearing to
6| be held by the South Gate City Council to consider the establish-
6! ment of such parking and business {mprovement area, the boundaries
T) thereof, the proposed uses to which the proposed revenue shall be
81 put, the initial or additional rate or levy of the license tax,
9 and all related and pertinent matters, including protests to any
10 of the foregoing.
11
SECTION 6. The City Clerk shall give notice of the time,
12
place and purpose of said hearing by the publication of the within
13
Resolution once in the South Gate Press, a newspaper of general
14
circulation, published and circulated in said City, and by mailing
15 )
a complete copy of the within Resolution to each business in the
16
proposed or established area, such publication and mailing to be
17
complete on or before September 3, 1970.
18
19 SECTION 7. That the City Clerk shall certify to the passage
20| and adoption of this resolution; shalf cause the same to be
21}l entered in the book of original resolutions of said City; and shal)
22} make a minute of the passage and adoption thereof in the records
231 of the proceedings of the City Council of said City in the minutes
24| of the meeting at which the same is passed and adopted.
25
Passed, approved and adopted this 27th day of July, 1970,
26 ‘
27 VoA
28 Mayor of the City o%
’ South Gate, California.
29 || ATTEST:
{ 30 c%i}“’
E
31 ty Cler
South Gate
32
(SEAL) .
-3 -
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, SS.
CITY OF SOUTH GATE.
I, DOROTHY McGAFFEY, City Clerk of the City of South Gate, California, do hereby

certlfy that the whole number of members of the City Council of sald City is five; that the

foregoingA RESOLUTION being. RESOLUTION

was duly passed and adopted by the said City Council, approved and signed by the Mayor
of sald City, and attested by the City Clerk of said City, all at a regular meeting of the

said Council held on the 27th day of............. UL ,19.70.

Ayes: Councilmen... Henville, Wakefield, Sawyer, Gafkowskl, Cox
Noes: Counclmen..No0e 3
Absent: Councllmen..None . =

Not Voting: Councilmen..None................_

Witness my hand and the seal of said City this...27th.._day of....... July o ,19.70.

(SEAL)




"EXHIBIT A"
3 DESCRIPTION OF TWEEDY BOULEVARD
PARKING AND BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT

Beginning at the intersection of the northeasterly line of Long
Beach Boulevard as 1t existed on July 16, 1970 and the northerly line
of Lot 86, Tract No. 4753, as shown on map recorded in Book 50, page
51 of Maps, 1n the office of the Recorder of the County of Los Angeles,
State ofACa11forn1a; thence easterly along said northerly line to the
northeasterly corner of said Lot 86; thence southerly in a direct 1ine

to the southeasterly corner of Lot 88, said Tract No. 4753; thence

easterly 1n a direct line to the northwester]y corner of Lot 92, said
Tract; thence southerly in a direct line to the southwesterly corner

! of sald Lot 92; thence southeasterly in a direct line to the north-
westerly corner of Lot 94, said Tract No. 4753; thence southerly and
easterly along the westerly and southerly lines of said Lot 94, to
the southeasterly corner of sid Lot, which is also in the westerly
11he of Lot -8, Tract No. 12959, as shown on map recorded in Book 246,
page 9, of Maps fn the'off1ce of said recorder; thence souther]y along
safd westerly line and its southerly prolongation to the center line
of the 20 foot vacated alley lying adjacent to and southerly of said
Lot 8; thence easterly along said center line and its easterly prolonga-
tion to an- intersection with the easterly line of Madison Avenue (50
foot wide) shown on map filed in Book 12, page 14, of Record of Surveys,
in the office of said Recorder, being "Part of Lot 2, Subdivision of
the Estate of Robert Tweedy "Deceased"; thence northerly along said
easterly line to the southwest corner of Parcel No. 26; thgnce easterly
along the southerly 1ine of said parcel to its southeast corner; thence
northerly along the easterly line of said parcel and {ts northerly
prolongation to an intersection with the southerly 1ine of Missouri
Avenue as 1t existed on July 16, 1970: thence easterly along said
Southerly line to an intersection with the westerly line of Deeble
Street, as shown on map of Tract No. 5487, recorded in Book 59, page
5, of Maps in the office of said Recorder; thence southerly along
sald westerly 1ine to an intersection with the westerly prolongation

of the southerly line of the first alley north of Tweedy Boulevard,
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as shown on map of said Tract; thence easterly along said prolongation
and southerly line to an intersection with the southerly prolongation
of the easterly line of Lot 465, Tract No. 5248 as shown on map recorded
in Book 56, page 41 of Maps, in the office of said Recorder; thence
northerly in a direct line to the northeast corner of Lot 484, said
Tract No. 5248, which 1s also in the southerly line of said Missouri
Avenue: fhence easterly along said southerly line to the northeast
corner of Lot 331, Tract No. 4707, as shown on map recorded in Book
52, page 14, of Maps in the office of said Recorder; thence southerly
in a direct line to an 1ntersect10nAw1th southerly prolongation of the
easterly line of Lot 312, said Tract No. 4707, and the southerly line
of the first alley north of Tweedy Boulevard: thence easterly along
said southerly line to an intersection with the easterly line of
Mallison Avenue as shown on map of Tract No. 6000, recorded in Book
65, pages 29 to 32 inclusive, of Maps in the office of said recorder;
thence northerly along said easterly line to an intersection with

the southerly line of said Missouri Avenue; thence easterly along said
southerly 1ine to an intersection with the westerly line of 0tis Street
as 1t existed on July 16, 1970; thence southerly along said westerly
line to an intersection with the westerly prolongation of the southerly
line of the first alley north of Tweedy Boulevard as shown on map of
sald Tract No. 6000; thence easterly along said prolongation and
southerly line to an intersection with the westerly line of Hunt
Avenue (50 feet wide), being also the northeast corner of Lot 921,
said Tract No. 6000; thence southerly along said westerly line and

1ts southerly prolongation to the southerly line of Tweedy Boulevard
(80 feet wide); thence westerly along said southerly l1ine.and its
westerly prolongation to an intersection with the northerly prolonga-
tion of the westerly line of said Hunt Avenue; thence southerly along
sddd prolongation and said westerly line to an intersection with the
northerly line of the first alley south- of said Tweedy Boulevard,
being also a point in said westerly line that is 35 feet southerly

of the southeast corner of Lot 1, Tract No. 3739 as shown on map

-2 .
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recorded in Book 12, page 45 of Maps, in the office of said Recorder;
thence westerly along the said northerly alley -line and {ts westerly
prolongation to the southeast corner of Lot 2665, Tract No. 5772 as
shown on map recorded in Book 65, page 49 of Maps, in the office of
sald Recorder; which 1s also in the westerly line of San Gabriel
Avenue as shown on map of said Tract No. 5772: thence southerly along
sald westerly line to the southeasterly corner of Lot 2672, said
Tract No. 5772i thence westerly along the southerly 1ine of said Lot
to 1ts southwest corner; thence southerly in a direct line to the
southeast corner of Lot 2648, said Tract No. 5772; thence westerly’
along the southerly line of said Lot to 1ts southwest corner, which
Is also in the easterly line of San Carlos Avenue as shown on map of
sald Tract: thence northerly along said easterly line to an intersec-
tion with the easterly prolongation of the northerly line of the.said
first alley south of Tweedy Boulevard; thence westerly along said
prolongation and northerly 1ine to an intersection with the northerly
prolongation of the easterly line of Lot 2284, said Tract No. 5772;
thence southerly a]ong'said prolongation and easterly to the southeast
corner of Lot 2259, said Tract No. 5772, said corner being also in
the northerly line of Michigan Avenue, as shown on map of said Tract
No. 5772; thence westerly along said northerly line to the southwest
corner of Lot 2133, said Tract No. 5772; thence northerly in a direct
line to an intersection with the said northerly line of the first
alley southrof Tweedy Boulevard, and the northerly prolongation of

§| the westerly 1ine of Lot 2108, said Tract No. 5772; thence westerly
aloﬁg sald northerly line to the southwest corner of Lot 1916, said
Tract No. 5772; thence southwesterly to the southeasterly corner of
Lot 1783, said Tract No. 5772: thence westerly along the southerly

%i T1ines of Lots 1783, 1782, 1781 and 1780, to the southwest corner of
said Lot 1780, which is also the southeast corner of Lot 1, Tract

No. 4936, as shown on map recorded in Book 53, page 100 of Maps 1in

the office of said Recorder; thence westerly along the southerly

lines of Lots 1 to 8 inclusive to the southwest corner of said Lot
8, which is also 1n the westerly boundary line of the City of South
Gate; thence northerly and westerly along the said City boundary line
1
-3 -
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to an intersection with the southeasterly prolongation of the north-
easterly line of-said Long Beach Boulevard: thence northwesterly

along said prélongation and northeasterly line to the place of

beginning.

-4 -
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Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

tk-/ being first duly sworn, deposes and says: that he i3, and at
ali of the tUmes hereinaffer mentloned was, a citizen of the United States of America, over the age
of eighteen years, and a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of California; that he was, at,
and during all of the time of the publication of the instrument hereunto attached the principal clerlk
of the printer and publisher of the South Gate Press, a newspaper of general clrculation, printed,
published and circulated in the City of South Gate, In said County and State; that saild newspaper
had been so printed, published and circulated for more than one year immediately preceding the publi-
cation of the instrument hereunto annexed; that sald newspaper is, and was, at all of the times herein
mentioned, o newspaper of general circulation within the meaning of Section 6000 Serles of the Gov-
ernment Code of the State of California; that as provided by sald section, said newspaper is published
for the dissemination of local telegraphic news and intelligence of a general character, having hona
fide subscription st of paying subscribers; that sald newspaper is not and was not at any of the times
herein referred to, devoted to the interests, or published for the entertainment or Instructlon of a par-
ticular class, profession, trnde, calling, race or denomination, or for any number of classes, professions,
trades, callings, races or denomlnations, and that said newspaper Is not devoted to or published
for, nor was it at any of the times hereln mentioned devoted to or published for the purpose, whether
avowed or otherwise, of entertaining or instructing such classes, professions, trades, callings, races or

denominations, or any of such classes, professions, trades, callings, races or denominations.

That the notice, order, ordinance, resolution or instrument hercunto attached on page 72'
hereof in’ all respects, including subject matter, and size and arrangement of type, is a full, true,
and correct copy ‘of the sald notice, ordinance, resolution or instruments, in words and figures ex-
Actly as published; that the same was set and printed In type not smaller than nonparell and that the
body of the same was preccded with wWords printed black-face type not smailer than nonpareil, describ-
ing and expressing in general terms the purpose and character of the notice, order, ordlnance, resolution

or instrument ln:en/d‘?o be published as will appear from an inspection of the said annexed instrument;
that the

of which the annexed lu a printed copy reinabgve stnr.edi%!)publlshed and printed in sald
newspaper at least )Z’ Alta< -

times by commencing on the
.t;«r7 day of . / w‘z_, A. D. 197.(1., and ending on the .;—7 day of

A. D. 19. 70 and as often during said time as said newspaper was authorized to publish said notice.

-
Subscribed and sworn to before me this | ':’/ dny

of . /" '&Lrl L. A. D, 19, e
_7< o -7’\4,{ 4’?( ' LA__,L/(“

City Clerk of the @ﬁmr South Gate, Zyfity
ey, S

Los Angel tate of California




1 ORDINANCE NO. 1129

2 AN ORDIMANCE Of THE CITY OF SOUTIH GATE,

8 CALIFORNIA, AMENDING THE MUNICIPAL CODE

4 OF SAID CITY, BY ADDING A NEW CHAPTER |
b 2.64 "PARKING AND BUSIMNESS IHPROVEMENT l
6 AREA BUSTMESS LICENMSE" T TITLE 2

7 [LICENSES -- PUSIMESS REGULATICNS] OF

8 SAID CODE: ESTABLISHING A PARKING AND

9 BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT AREA, SPECIFYING

10 THE INITIAL OR ADDITIONAL PRATE OR LEVY

11 OF THE LICEMSLE TAX TO BE IMPOSED ON

12 RUSINESSES, AND SPECIFYING THE USES TO

13 WHICH THE REVENUE SHALL BE PUT.

14 ,

The City Council of the City of South Gate, California, does

» ordain as follows:

16

11 SECTION 1. That on July 27, 1970, the City Council of the

18| City of South Gate, California adopted Resclution Ho. 3049,

10 entitled: '

20 "A RESQLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF

21 THE CITY OF SOUTH GATE, CALIFORNIA,

22 DECLARING ITS INTENTIOM TO ESTABLISH

23 A PARKING AND BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT

24 AREA, TO PROVIDE FOR THE LEVY OF AN
25 ADDITIONAL BUSINESS LICENSE TAX OH

26 BUSINESSES CONDUCTED WITHIN SUCH AREA,

27 DESCRIDING THL ROUNCARIES NF THE PRO- }
28 POSED AREA, TIE PROPOSED USES T0O WHICH '
29 THE PPOPOSED REVEMUE SHALL BE PUT, THU

30 INITIAL O ADDITIOHAL RATE OR LLVY OF

31 THE LICENSE TAX. FIXING THE TINLD AND

32 PLACE OF A HOARING TO RE HELD RY THE

-1 -




CITY COUNCEIL TO CONSIDER THE ESTABLISH-
MEMT CF SUCH AN AREA, AND DIRECTING THE
GIVING OF MNOTICE OF Suri HEARIMG.®
That pursuant therclo a hearing was .«uly held by and before
sajid City Council on September 14, 1970, at 7:00 o'clock Pt in
the Council Chambers of the South Gate City Hall, 8650 California |
Avenue, concerning thc formation of the Parking and Business Im-

provement Area therein described and proposed. That said hearina

© O ~1I B M s W N

was continued until September 28, 1970. That said City Council

—t
[

did on the 28th day of September, 1970 adopt Resclution Ho. 30506,

amending the proposed uses to which the proposed revenue shall be

p—t
[y

put and amending the proposed tax or additional rate or levy to

[
Do

be imposed. That the description of the boundaries of such Arca

ot
[#%]

are set forth in Section 2 of this Ordinance in Section 2.64.020

—t
=9

thereof.

Y
w

That the businesses in the Area cstablished by this Ordinance

ooy
21

shall be subject to the provisions of the tax or additional tax as -

-
~

specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance. That the initial or

—
[o o)

additional rate or levy, of the license tax to be imposed upon each

oy
o

such business is specified in Section 2 of this Ordinance. That a

oo
o

Parking and Business Improvement Area is hereby and by the adoption

no
d

of this Ordinance has been established. That the uses to which the

[N
(3]

revenue shall be put shall be only those specified in Section 2 of

(o]
(2]

this Ordinance.

X

25
26
27

SECTION 2. That a new Chapter, to be known, numbered and

designated “CHAPTER 2.64 PARKING AND BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT AREA
BUSINESS LICENSE", shall be and the same is herehy added to Title

2 [LICENSES -~ PUSIHESS REGULATIONS] of the Municipal Code of the
29

30
31
32

City of South Gate, and which said new Chapter shall rcad as follow

to wit:




1 CIHAPTEP 2.64
2 PARKING AND BUSINESS IMPROYEMEMT APEA BUSINESS LICENSE
3 .
2.64,010 CREATIOHN.
4
2.64.020 BOUMDARIES.
b
2.64.030 DELINEATIONM.
6
2.64.040 USES AND PUPPOSE.
1
2.64.050 FUND CREATION -- SOURCE OF FUNDS -- PURPOSE.
8
2.64.060 RATE OF LEVY OF BUSINESSES.
9
2.64,070 PAYMENT OF TARX.
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11
2.64.090 PAYMENT PREREQUISITL TO LICENSE.
12
13
14
15 . .
2.64.010 CREATION. Pursuant to the Parking and Business
16
Improvement Act Law of 1965, being Part 5 of Divisian 18 ¢t the
17
Streets and Hiadhways Code of the State of California, Sections
18
36000 through 36081, there is hereby established 2 Parking and
19 . . .
Business Improvement Area Business License Area, which is herein-
20
after in this Chapter referred to simply as said Area,
21
22 2.64.020 DOUNDARIES. The boundaries of said Area are speci-
ogf fically described as follows:
%4 A11 that property in the City of South Gate, County
25 of Los Angeles, State of California, Lounded and described
26 as followus:
o Beqinnina at the intersection of the northeasterly
line of Long Beach Boulevard as it existed on July
28 16, 1970 and the northerly line of Lot 86, Tract ;
No. 4753, as shown on map recorded in Book 50, page %
29 51 of Maps, in the office of the Recorder of the
County of Los Angeles, State of California; thence
30 easterly along said northerly line to the north- i
ecasterly corner of said Lot 86: thence southerly in
81 a direct line to the southeasterly corner of Lot 38,
said Tract No. 4753; thence easterly in a direct
32 line to the northwesterly corner of Lot 92, said

Tract: thence southerly in a direct line to the
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13
14
15
16

18
19
20
21

29
30
31
32

17

southwesterly corner of said Lot 92: thence south-
easterly in a direct line to tne northwesterly
corner of Lot 94, said Tract Ho. 4753, thence
southerly and easterly along the westerly and
southerly lines of said Lot 94, to the southcasterly
corner of said Lot, which is also in the westerly
tine of Lot 8, Tract No. 12959, as shown on mayp
recorded in Book 246, page 9, of Maps in the office
of said recorder; thence southerly along said west-
erly line and its southerly prolongation to the
center line of the 20 foot vacated alley lying
adjacent to and southerly of said Lot 8: thence
easterly along said center line and its easterly
prolongation to an intcrsection with the easterly
line of Madison Avenue (50 foot wide) shown on map
filed in Rook 12, page 14, of Record of Surveys,

in the office of said Recorder, being "Part of Lot
2, Subdivision of the Estate of Robert Tweedy
Deceased"; thence northerly along said easteriy
line to the southwest corner of Parcel No. 206:
thence easterly along the southerly line of said
parcel to its southeast corner: thence northerly
along the easterly line of said parcel and its
northerly prolongation to an intersection with the
southeriy line of Missouri Avenue as it existed on
July 16, 1970: thence easterly along said Southerly
line to an intersection with the westerly line of
Deeble Strect, as shown on map of Tract No. 5487,
recorded in Book 59, page 5, of Maps in the office
of said Recorder; thence southerly along said west-
erly line to an intersection with the westerly pro-
longation of the southerly linc of the first alley
north of Tweedy Boulevard, as shown on map of said
Tract; thence easterly along said prolonqation and
southeriy line to an interscction with the southerly
nrolongation of the easterly line of Lot 465, Tract
No. 5248 as shown on map recorded in Bgcok 56, page
41 of Maps, in the office of said Recorder; thence
northerly in a direct Tine to the northeast corner
of Lot 484, said Tract No. 5248, which is also in
the southerly line of said Missouri Avenue; thence
easterly along said southerly line to the northeast
corner of Lot 331, Tract fio. 4707, as shown on map
recorded in Book 52, page 14, of Maps in the office
of said Recorder: thence southerly in a direct line
to an intersection with southerly prolongation of
the easterly line of Lot 312, said Tract MNo. 4707,
and the southerly line of the first alley north of
Tweedy Boulevard; thence easterly along said south-
erly line to an intersection with the easterly line
of Mallison Avenuve as shown on map of Tract No.
6000, recorded in Book 65, paqes 29 to 32 inclusive,
of Maps in the office of said Recorder; tnence
northerly alonn said casterly line to an intersec-
tion with the southerly line of said Missouri five-
nue; thence easterly along said southerly linec to
an intersection with the westerly line of Otis
Street as it existed on July 16, 1970;thence sgutherly
along said westerly line to an intersection with the
westerly prolonqation of the southeriy line of the
first alley north of Tweedy Boulevard as shown on map
of said Tract No. 6000: thence easterly along sgid
prolongation and southerly linc to an intersection




1 with the westerly line of Hunt Avenue (50 feet
wide),,being also the northeast corner of Lot

2 21, said Tract No. 6000; thence southerly along
said westerly line and its southerly prolongation

3 to-the southerly line of Tweedy Boulevard (80
feaet wide): thence westerly along said southerly

4 line and its westerly prolongation to an inter-
section with the northerly prolongation of the

5 westerly line.of said Hunt Avenue; thence southerly
alonqg said prolongation and said westerly line to i

6 an intersection with the northerly line of the
first alley south of said Tweedy EBoulevard, being

i also a point in said westerly 1ine that is 35 feet
southerly of -the southeast corner of Lot 1, Tract

8 No. 3739 as shown on map recorded in Book 12, page
45 of Maps, in the office of said Recorder; thence

9 westerly along the said northerly alley line and
its westerly prolongation to the southeast corner

10 of Lot 2665, Tract No. 5772 as shown on map recorded
in Book 65, page 49 of Maps, in the office of said

1 Recorder; which 1s also in the westerly line of San
Gabriel Avenue as shown on map of said Tract HNo.

12 5772; thence southerly along said westerly line to
the southeasterly corner of Lot 2672, sald Tract

13 Mo. 57723 thence westerly along the southerly line
of said Lot to its southwest corner; thence south-

14 erly in a direct line to the southeast corner of

) Lot 2648, said Tract No. 5772; thence westerly

15 along the southerly line of said Lot to its south-
west corner, which is also in the easterly line of

16 San Carlos Avenue as shown on map of said Tract;:
thence northerly along said casterly line to an

17 intersection with the easterly prolongation of the
northerly line of the said first alley south of

18 Tweedy Boulevard: thence westerlv-along said pro-
longation and northerly line to an intersection

19 with the northerly prolongation of the easterly line
of Lot 2284, said Tract No. 5772; thence southerly

20 along said prolongation and easterly to the south-
cast corner of Lot 2259, said Tract Mo. 5772, said

21 corner being also in the northerly 1ine of Michigan
Avenue, as shown on map of said Tract MNo. 57723

22 thence westerly along said northerly line to the
southwest corner of Lot 2133, said Tract No. 5772;

23 thence northerly in a direct line to an intersec-
tion with the said northerly line of the first

24 alley south of Tweedy Boulevard, and the northerly
prolongation of the westerly line of Lot 2108, sail

25 Tract No. 5772; thence westerly along said northerly
line to the southwest corner of Lot 1916, said Tract

26 No. 5772; thence southwesterly to the southeasterly
corner of Lot 1783, caid Tract Mo, 5772: thence

27 westerly along the southerly lines of Lots 1783,
1782, 1781 and 1780, to the scuthwest corner of

28 said Lot 1780, which is also the southeast corner
of Lot 1, Tract Ho. 4936, as shown on map recordgd

29 in Took 53, paqe 100 of Maps in the ‘office of said
Recorder; thence westerly along the southerly lines

30 of Lots 1 to 8 inclusive to the southwest corner of
said Lot 8. which is also in the westerly boundary

31 line of the City of South Gate; thence northerly §nd
westerly along the said City boundary line to an in-

32 tersection with the southeasterly prolonnation of
the northe asterly line of said Long Beach Boulevard:

-5 -




1 thence northwesterly alonn said proloncation and
o northeasterly line to Lhe place of beginning,
3 2.64.030 DELINEATIOM. TFor purposes of nraphic illustration,
4 the boundaries of said Area as described in Section £.64.0620 are
5 delineated on the following wap of the Areca. 5
6 MAP DELINEATING ROUNDARIES OF PARKING AND
n BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT AREA
8 1 1 Popad
50U Y;.i_,i-_"_‘r__u
R T
9 eSO A LT
r - I PRt vy £ : . foye >
10 37 P e | ) qouéoAn,pFPAnmmanlo
o i i ; {BUSINESS IiPROVEMENT /ARE,
11 Lil citplihie v e
1T
12
13
14
15
16 2.64.040 USES AMD PURPOSE. The uses and purposc to which

171l the revenue emanating frem said Area pursuant to and as a result |

181l of this Chapter shall be put are any one or more of the following:

~ 19 a. Decoration of any public place in the area.

20 b. Promotion of public events which are tu take place

21 on or in public places in the area.

22 c. The general promotion of retail trade activities in

23 ithe area.

24

o5 2.64.050 FUND CREATION -~ SOURCE OF FUNDS -- PURPOSE, That

06 there is hereby created and estahlished a special fund designated

on as the "Parking and Pusiness Improvement Area Fund". A1l funds

o8 derived from the additional levy of the general husiness license
tax made pursuant to this Chapter, and any other monfes the City

2 Council may from time to time transfer thergto, shall be deposited

% in said Parking and Business Improvement Area Fund. The Parking

:: and Rusiness Improvement Area Fund shall be used exclusively for

-6 -
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29
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32

one or more of the purposes specified in Section 2.64.040.

2. 64.060 RATE OF LEVY OF BUSINESSES. The initial or addi-
tional rate or levy of the business license tax imposed upon the
businesses within said Area, is hereby fixed, levied, determined
and established as follows:

That the amopunt of tax upon each such business
shall be inlan amount equal to the general busi-
ness license tax applicable to each such pusincss,
but in no event shall said tax exceed the sum of

Four Hundred ($400.00) bollars for any onec licensee.

2.64.070 PAYMENT OF TAX. The additional rate or levy of
the license tax hereby levied shall be due and payable and shall
be paid at the same time and in the same manner that the business
license tax imposed by Chapter 2.08 of this Title is due and

payable in accordance with the terms of this Chapter.

2.60.080 APPLICABILITY OF GENCRAL BUSINESS LICENSE PRCGVI-
SIONS. The provisions of Sections 2.08.060, 2.08.085, 2.08.135,
2.08.195, 2.08.270, 2.08.340, 2.068.430, 2.00.455, 2.08.295, 2.08.
300, 2.08.335, 2.08,356, 2.08.355, 2.08.375, 2.68.440, 2.08.4¢60,
and 2.08.470 shall be applicable to all businesses in the arca
described in Section 2.64.020 and subject to the additional levy

of the qeneral business license tax imposed by Section 2.64.05C.

2.64,090 PAYMENT PREREQUISITE TO LICENSE. MNo business
license shall be issued pursuant to this Title unless the addi-
tional business license tax imposed by this Chapter is paid toqeth-
er with the business license payable pursuant to and imposed by

Section 2.64.050. (Added by Ord. 1129 §2:;11-2 -70)."




SECTION 3. That the Municipal Code. as amended, is heraby

amended as hereinabove in Section 2 of this Ordinance set forth.

SECTION 4. That this ordinance shall take effect and be in
full force and virtue as of the danuary 1, 1971 Business License

year.

SECTION 5. That the City Clerk shall certify to the passage

and adoption of this ordinance:; shall cause the seme to ba entered

© 0 =1 G ov b W

in the book of oringinal ordinances of said City: sihall make a

10 | minute of the passage and adoption thereof in the records of the
11 || proceedinas of the City Council of the said City in the minutes

12| of the meeting at which the same is passed and adopted: and shall,
13 within fifteen (15) days after the passage and adoption thercof,
14 || cause the same to be published once in the South Gate Press, 2

15 newspéper of genceral circulation, published and circulated in said

16}l City, and which is hereby designated for that purpose.

17
18

. (b, ¥, Cor
: : N
20 Mayor of the City o

21 South Gate, California.

Passed, approved and adopted this 2nd day of Hovember, 1970.

22
23 | ATTEST:

25 C"‘ﬁg [l JZ;JU\U‘ ;Jlli.f.‘.LJlQPUlY
e

7€y Clerk of the City o
26

217
28
29
30

a

i
South Gate, California.

(SEAL)
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1 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
2 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, s8S,
3 CITY OF SOUTH GATE.
1, JANET STUBSS, Chiel Depdty
4

/ RXDSORTRMXE BT XX City Clerk of the Cily of South Gate, California, do herchy

5 certify that the whole number of members of the City Council of said City is live; that the
6 || foregoing.... .. ORDINANCE beinge ... ORDINARCL N, HIe
|
|
7 was duly passed and adopted by the said City Council, approved and sighied by the Mayor '
Chiefl Dcputy an adjouraed l
8 of said City, and attested by the/City Clerk of said Cily, all at / regulyr meeting of the §|
9 || said Council ield on the.......200___dayef. . Hovewber o 497U ’
10 and that the same was so passed' and adopted by the following vote:
11
1z Ayes: Councilmen..... Henville, Makcficld, Sowyer, Gafkowski, Loz
13
14 Noes: Councilmen ... Nene . ¥
15 Ahslznt: Counci!mcn4.‘....!’.9!.‘.‘?_.. ¥
16 Not Voting: Councilmen...Nowe iy
17 Wilness my hand and the scal of said City this... 204 _dayof. . . Hovember LR
18

£y ‘f,} B ‘(j ku/*/u ‘.

- Cletk of the Cily of South Gsl(,( alifornia

19 .
Chict Deputy
"

(SEAL)

25

26

27
28
29

30

32




August 7,2015
(trg 5335)

Mr. Steve LeFever

CITY OF SOUTH GATE
8650 California Avenue THE
South Gate, CA 90280-3075 REYNOLDS GROUP

A California Corporation

SITE: FORMER TARGET / LAZAR SITE
3500-3506 TWEEDY BOULEVARD
SOUTH GATE, CALIFORNIA

LARWQCB#: R-23710

GLOBAL ID: T0603705416

SUBJECT: ROUGH BUDGET ESTIMATE TO TREAT
GASOLINE IMPACT & I,

Dear Mr. LeFever,

You asked me to provide a rough engineer’s budget estimate of the cost to cure the
gasoline contamination at the subject property. The ultimate goal would be to
receive a “no further action letter” or “closure letter” from the overseeing agency --
currently the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB).

As you are aware the project was terminated during active soil vapor extraction of
gasoline from the subsurface soils and has been “dormant” for several years. Some
gasoline likely still exists in the soils and has penetrated downward into the
groundwater beneath the property and past the property boundaries to other sites.
The extent of the gasoline in the groundwater is not fully understood; however,
there are some existing: groundwater monitoring wells that can give a partial
understanding of the magnitude of the problem if sampled. The LARWQCB has
recently re-engaged on the project and has prodded the City to take some action.
You told me on:the phone earlier this week that the City has responded to the
LARWQCB.

Based on my experience with such cases over the last 25 years and the current state
of regulations, there would be several steps that generally occur to move along the
pathway to closure:

1. Reassess the soils to determine if soil remediation is required or Human
Health Risks are exceeded..... (<$100,000)

2. Complete the groundwater assessment and perform ongoing semi-annual
groundwater monitoring for up to six years during the additional
remediation period (<$250,000)

Tel 714-730-5397 PO Box 1996, Tustin, California 92781-1996 Fax 714-730-6476
www.reynolds-group.com



Mr. Steve LeFever, CITY OF SOUTH GATE
Re: 3500-3506 Tweedy Blvd., South Gate, CA
August 7, 2015

Page 2

3. Complete Soils Remediation in two to three years if required (<$250,000)
4. Implement, as necessary, Groundwater Remediation over four years
(approximately $500,000)

Our rough engineer’s budget estimate to resolve the matter is on the order of
$1,100,000. Of course, this is just an estimate and could vary significantly lower or
higher depending on the outcomes of Steps #1 and #2.

[ am traveling internationally for the next two weeks, and.will call you upon my
return to discuss this matter. In the meantime, if you have changes to this draft
document, please reach my assistant, Rosanne Fischer, at 714-730-5397 Ext. 114 or
by email to fischer@reynolds-group.com . Thank you.

Sincerely,

THE REYNOLDS GROUP
a California corporation by:

F. Edward Reynolds, Jr,,

California Registered C1v11 Engineer #38677

cc: Patricia Dean, TRG
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Huly 1, 2015

Mr. Steve Lesever

City of South Gate

8650 California Avenue
Southgate, CA 90280-3075

SUBJECT: 2015-2016 ANNUAL ESTIMATION LETTER FOR SITE CLEANUP COST
RECOVERY PROGRAM

CASE/SITE: CITY OF SOUTH GATE - FREEDOM FORD AT 7916 LONG BEACH

BOULEVARD, SOUTH GATE, CALIFORNIA 90280 (SCP NO. (475B, SITE ID

P NO. 2040191)

B
Dear Mr. Legever:

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board) is the lead
agency overseeing the environmental investigation and cleanup of the City Of South Gate - IFreedom Ford
under the authority of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Cal. Water Code §§13000 et seq.)
and other applicable laws and regulations. Section 13304 of the California Water Code authorizes the
Regional Board to recover reasonable expenses from a responsible party for oversecing the investigation
and cleanup of discharges of waste that have adversely affected or threaten to adversely affect the waters
of the state or causc nuisance. It is the Regional Board’s intent to continue to recover costs for regulatory
oversight work conducted at the subject site(s). In compliance with scetion 133635 of the California Water
Code, this annual estimation letter provides you the following information regarding costs for rcgulatory
oversight work:

A detailed estimate of the work to be performed or services to be provided;

A statement of the expected outcome of that work;

The billing rates for all individuals and classes of employees expected to engage in the work; and
An estimate of all expected charges to be billed to you by this agency.

W N

I. Estimate of Work to be Performed

The Regtonal Board staff estimate that during the Regional Board’s 2015/2016 fiscal year (July 1, 2015 to
June 30, 2016) regulatory oversight work may include, but is not limited to, the following tasks to be
performed with respect to your site(s):

1. Review technical reports and conceptual sitc modcls that are intended to identify the sources of waste,
to investigate the waste pathways, and 10 fully delineate the vertical and lateral extent of waste in soil
matrix, sotl vapor and groundwater;

2. Request and review additional assessment work plans and reports, remedial action plans, progress and
monitoring reports, and other technical reports as necessary;,

3. Prepare comment letters on various reports and communicate findings to responsible parties;

CHiRLES STRINGER, GHaR | SaMUEL UNGEA, EXECUTIVE OFFICER

320 West 4th St., Suite 200, Los Angeles, CA 90013 | www.waterboards.ca.gnvilosangoles
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4. Conduct site inspcctions, observe field activitics, collect split samples, and meet with cnvironmental
consultants and responsible parties;

5. Conduct internal and external communication {i.e. mectings, memos) and respond to public inquiries
about or related to the site investigation and remediation; and

6. Provide environmental documentation to address the California Environmental Quality Act, where
required, regarding the sitc cleanup.

7. Implement public participation activities which may include producing baseline community
assessments, factsheets and work notices, developing a circulation/mailing list of interested, affected
and potentially affecied parties, creating a Public Participation Plan, conducting public mectings, and
providing written responses to public comments.

1. Statement of Expected Outcome
The expected outcome of work that will be performed during fiscal year 2015/2016 includes:

» Prepare and issue directive orders regarding the site;
Provide written comments on technical reports;
s Verify the adequacy of technical reports; and
s Prepare correspondence to public inquiries about the site investigations and cleanups as needed.

111 Billing Rates

Attached are the Site Cleanup Program, Monthly Salary Scales by Job Classification {Attachment 1) for
employees expected to perform the work and the Reimbursement Process for Regulatory Oversight
(Attachment 2). The names and classifications of employees that work on and charge time to this site will
be listed on the invoices. The average billing rate is about $150.00 per hour.

If you have any questions regarding billing, please contact the Division of Financial Assistance (DFA) at
the Site Cleanup Program (SCP) Message Line: (916) 341-5643 or via email: DFA-
SCP@waterboards.ca.gov.

IV. Estimation of Expected Charges

A. Regional Board staff expects to charge about 50 hours for work related to this site during fiscal year
2015/2016. Based on the average billing rate of $150.00 per hour, the estimated billing charge by the
Regional Board staff for this site during this fiscal year is about $7,500 which does not include
possible contract charges stated in B (see below). Please note that this is neither a commitment
nor a contract for regulatory oversight. It is only an cstimate of the work which may be
performed.

B. To better evaluate the potential health risk, including soil vapor intrusion into indoor air, from the
detected or residual waste posed to the current/futurc occupants of the site and the immediate site
vicinity, the Regional Board has established a contract with the State Office of Environmental Health
Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), to have their toxicologists review the submitted health risk assessment
work plans and reports. OEHHA will review, evaluate if appropriate, and provide comments on risk
assessment work plans and reports. When requested, OEHIA toxicologists will provide the Regional
Board consultation services on issues concerning human health and/or environmental risks.

CranLgEs ST/
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Under the Cost Recovery Program, the responsible party is required to reimburse the Regional Board
for the costs incurred by OFHHA. Charges by OEHIIA staff will be included in our invoices under
the contract charges category. All quarterly invoices generated for this project will be sent to your
billing contact by the Site Cleanup Program, State Water Resources Control Board.

V. Other Requirements

1. Change of Ownership: You must notify the Executive Officer in writing at least 30 days in
advance of any proposed transfer of this cost renmbursement account’s responsibility to a new
owner, with a specific date for the transfer. In addition, you shall notify the succeeding owner of the
cxistenee of this cost reimbursement account by letter, a copy of whichi shall be forwarded to the
Regional Board.

[\

Public Participation: With increased public interest in our programs and the public knowlcdge
of threat to human health and the environiment, the Regional Board has increased efforts to get the
public more involved in our decision making process. The Regional Board provides information
and opportunities for public participation consistent with State law (including California 1lealth
and Safety Code section 25356.1 and California Water Code scctions 13307.5 and 13307.6). You
may be required to prepare and implement public participation activitics including, but not
himited to producing baseline community assessmennts, factsheets and work notices, developing a
circulation/mailing list of interested, affected and potentialty affected partics, creating a Public
Participation Plan, and facilitating public meetings. Regional Board staff will provide you with
additional guidance as appropriate.

3. Electronic Submittals: In September 2004, the Statc Water Resources Control Board adopted
regulations (Chapter 30, Division 3 of Title 23 & Division 3 of Title 27, California Code of
Regulation) requiring the electionic submittal of information for all site cleanup prograns,
starting January 1, 2005. Currently, all of the information on electronic submittals and
GeoTracker contacts can be found at hitp://www waterboards.ca.gov/ust/electronic_submittal.

To comply with the above referenced regulations, you are required to upload all technical reports,
documents, and well dala to (GeoTracker by the due dates specified in the Regional Board lelters and
orders issued to you or for the site. However, we may request that you submit hard copies of selected
docunients and data to the Regional Board in addition to electronic submittal of information to
GeoTracker.

If you have any questions, please contact David Young at (213) 576-6733
(david.young@waterboards.ca.gov).

SlllCCICl y,
/X

Samuel ﬁx{ger, PE
Executive Officer

Attachments: 1. Monthly Salary Scales by Job Classification
2. Reimbursement Process for Regulatory Oversight

CHar Zs SiRINGER, chaR | SAMUEL UNGER, EXECUTIVE OFFIGER

320 Wost 4t St, Suite 200, Los angeles, CA 50013 | www.waterboards.ca.gov/losangoles

O sECYSliL vArEe




STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM (SCP)
BILLING COST EXPLANATION

Fiscal Year 2015-2016

Employee Salary and Benefit by Classification [1]

Salary/Benefits Range

7500 - AEO CEA
4558 - Admin Officer If
5871 - Assistant Chief Counsel
5393 - Associate Governmental Program Analyst (Statewide)
5778 - Attorney
5795 - Attorney IlI
5780 - Attorney IV
4707 - Business Serv Asst (Spec)
3756 - Engineering Geologist (SWRCB)
0760 - Environmental Program Manager | (Managerial) (SWRCB)
0756 - Environmental Program Manager | (Supervisory) (SWRCB)
0769 - Environmental Program Manager | (SWRCB)
0762 - Environmental Scientist (SWRCB)
3843 - Exec Officer |
3842 - Exec Officer Il
5601 - Information Officer | (Spec)
. 1419 - Key Data Operator
1282 - Legal Secretary
1441 - Office Assistant (General) (Statewide)
1379 - Office Assistant (Typing) (Statewide)
1138 - Office Technician {General} (Statewide)
1139 - Office Technician (Typing) (Statewide)
3851 - Principal Water Resources Control Engineer
5373 - Public Participation Specialist
3826 - Sanitary Engineering Associate (Statewide)
3782 - Sanitary Engineering Technician (Statewide)
3751 - Senior Engineering Geologist (Statewide)
0764 - Senior Environmental Scientist (SWRCB)
0765 - Senior Envirdnmental Scientist (Spec)
3224 - Senior Legal Typist
3844 - Senior Water Resources Control Engineer (SWRCB)
5157 - Staff Services Analyst (General)
4800 - Staff Services Manager |
5815 - Supervising Attorney
3748 - Supervising Engineering Geologist (Statewide)
3849 - Supervising Water Resources Control Engineer (SWRCB)
3850 - Supervising Water Resources Control Engineer (MGR)
3846 - Water Resources Control Engineer (SWRCB)

Intermittent Employees:

1120 - Seasonal Clerk

1931 - Scientific Aid

4871 - Student Assistant Engineering (Statewide)

AP AR BBOANRT RPN NN O RN B P NN AN PO RNSR

9.017
6,920
13,372
6,588
6,997
11,503
13,016
3,736
6,817
14,225
12,865
14,931
4,538
15,911
16,299
6,588
3,224
4,548
3,105
3,209
3,950
3,626
15,523
6,588
7,245
4,989
12,015
11,126
8,031
3,877
12,015
4,218
7,590
11,508
12,776
12,776
14,129
6,817

$9.18/hr
$11.81/hr
$11.78hr

PP AP P AP PRANADNRODARNH RN DL N NN N NNAA D NN NN RN

20,132
8,598
15,488
8,246
12,190
14,758
16,314
5,717
12,833
16,154
15,994
16,962
8,676
18,073
18,514
8,246
4,587
5,980
4,272
4,358
4,948
5,034
17,632
8,246
9,068
7471
15,038
13,831
9,989
5,420
15,038
6,857
9,449
14,626
15,994
15,994
16,051
12,767

$10.35/hr
$14.01/hr-
$18.16/hr

Note: The State is currently in negotiations with the unions so the upper limits of these ranges may be

subject to change.




Operating Expenses and Equipment [2] (both State and Regional Board offices)
Indirect Costs (Overhead = cost of doing business) 125%

Billing Example
Water Resources Control Engineer

Salary and Benefits: $12,767
Overhead (indirect costs): $15,959
Total Cost per month $28,726
Divided by 173 hours per month equals per hour: $166.05

(Due to the various classifications that expend SCP resources and an average of $ 150.00
per hour can be used for projection purposes.)

[1] The name and classification of employees performing oversight work will be listed on the invoice you receive.
[2] The examples are estimates based on recent billings. Actual charges may be slightly higher or lower.




ATTACHMENT 2

REIMBURSEMENT PROCESS FOR REGULATORY OVERSIGHT

We have identified your facility or property as requiring regulatory cleanup oversight. Pursuant to the
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, reasonable costs for such oversight can be recovered by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) from the responsible party. The purpose of the
enclosure is to explain the oversight billing process structure.

INTRODUCTION

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act authorizes the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) to set up Cost Recovery Programs. The Budget Act of 1993 authorized the SWRCEB to
establish a Cost Recovery Program for Site Cleanup Program (SCP). The program is set up so that
reasonable expenses incurred by the SWRCB and RWQCBs in overseeing cleanup of illegal discharges,
contaminated properties, and other unregulated releascs adversely impacting the State's waters can be
reimbursed by the responsible party. Reasonable expenses will be billed to responsible parties and
collected by the Fee Coordinator at the SWRCH in the Division of Financial Assistance (DFA).

THE BILLING SYSTEM
Each cost recovery account has a unique Site ID number assigned to it. Whenever any oversight work is
done, the hours arc entered into the SCP Cost Recovery/daily logs database. The cost of the staff hours

is calculated by the State Accounting System based on the employee’s salary and benefit rate and the
SWRCB overhead rate.

SWRCB and RWQCB Administrative charges for work such as accounting, billing preparation, gencral
program meetings and program specific training cannot be charged directly to an account. This work will
be charged to Administrative accounting codes one per Region. The Accounting Office totals these
administrative charges for the billing period and distributes them back to all of the accounts based on the
number of hours charged to each account during that billing period. These charges show as State Board
Program Administrative Charges and Regional Board Program Administrative Charges on the [nvoice.

The current billing period charges will include associated labor costs, risk assessment contract charges,
overhead charges, SWRCB/DFA Administrative charges, and RWQCB Administrative charges. The
overhead charges are based on the number of labor hours charged to the account. The overhead charges
consist of rent, utilities, travel, supplies, training, and accounting services. Most of these charges are
paid in arrears. The Accounting Office keeps track of these charges and distributes them back monthly
to only those accounts having Labor hours charged to them for the period being billed. No site will be
billed for overhead during a billing period unless Labor hours have been posted to the RWQCB
employee’s daily logs residing in the SCP Cost Recovery database.

Invoices are issued quarterly, one quarter in arrears. If a balance is owed, a check is to be remitted 1o the
SWRCB with the invoice remittance stub within 30 days after receipt of the invoicc. The Fee
Coordinator tnputs a record of all checks received directly or by the Accounting Office on a daily basis.



ATTACHMENT 2

Copies of the invoices are sent to the appropriate RWQCBs so that they are aware of the oversight work
invoiced. Questions regarding the work performed should be directed toward your RWQCB case worker.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

If a dispute regarding oversight charges cannot be resolved with the RWQCB, Section 13320 of the
California Water Code provides a process whereby persons may petition the SWRCB for review of
RWQCB decisions. Regulations implementing Water Code Section 13320 are found in the Title 23 of the
California Code of Regulations, Section 2050,

DAILY LOGS
_ A detailed description {daily log) of the actual work being done at each specific site is kept by each
E employee in the Regional Water Board who works on the cleanup oversight at the property. This

informaiion is provided on the quarterly invoice using standardized work activity codes tc describe the
work performed. Upon request, a more detailed description of the work performed is available from the
RWQCB staff.

REMOVAL FROM THE BILLING SYSTEM

After the cleanup is complete, the RWQCB will submit a closure form to the SWRCB to close the
account. If a balance is due, the Fee Coordinator will send a final billing for the balance owed. The
responsible party should then subimit a check to the SWRCB 1o close the account.

AGREEMENT

No cleanup oversight will be performed unless the responsible party of the property has agrecd in writing
to reimburse the State for appropriate cleanup oversight costs and submitted to the RP. You may wish to
consult an attorney in this matter. As soon as the letter is received, the account will be added to the active
Site Cleanup program Cost Recovery billing list and oversight work will begin.

If you have any questions regarding billing, please contact the Division of Financial Assistance
:. (DFA) at the Site Cleanup Program (SCP) Message Line: (916) 341-5643 or via email: DFA-
E SCP@waterboards.ca.gov




