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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Ay

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

RALPH W. KEITH, et al.,
CIVIL NO. 72-355-HP
Plaintiffs,
AMENDED FINAL CONSENT
ve. DECREE
JOEN A. VOLPE, individually and as

Secretary of Transportation, et al.,

Defendants.
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WHEREAS, the above-entitled actién was filed on
February 16, 1972, in the United States District Ccurt, Los
Angeles, California, by several indiv?duals who reside in thé path
of the proposed I-1(CS (sometimes hereéftgr "Century”) Freeway, the
Los Angeles chapter of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored Fecple, the Sierra Club, and the
Environmental Defense Fund:;

WHEREAS, the complaint alleged that the California

Department of Transportation (hereafter "Caltrans"), its Diractocr

and officials (her aftar "State defendants”) and the United States

Department of Transportation, its Secretary and cfiicials
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(hereafter "Federal defendants"”) failed to comply with the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, the Urban Mass Transportation
Act of 1964, the Uniform Relocation Assistance aqﬁ Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, the Federal-Aid Highway Act, and
the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States

Constitution;

WHEREAS, on July 7, 1972, after a hearing on the issues,

this court enjoined all activities in furtherance of conmstruction
of the I-105 Freeway until such time as State and Federal
defendants complied with the applicable requirements of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the California
E:mriromne-ntal Quality Act of 1970, the Federal-Aid Highway Act,
and the Uniform Relocation Assistaﬁce and Real Property
Acqﬁisition Policies Act of 1970;

WHEREAS, State and Federal defendants have, in
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compliance with the court's order, held additional public hearingsf

on the Century Freeway and completed preparation of a Final

Environmental Impact Statement ("EIS"), which EIS has been filed

with the above—entitled court;

|
|

WHEREAS, the court finds that the defendants have fully

complied with appiicable requirements of the National

Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the California Environmental

Quality Act of 1970, the Federal-Aid Highway Act, and the Uniform :

Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act K

of 1970, and the terms of the preliminary injunction heretofore

entered by this court on July 7, 1972;
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WHEﬁEAS, the court finds that the Housing Plan, attached
hereto as Exhibit B, is in full mitigation of the environmental
impacts on housing stocks resulting from the I-105 Freeway
project; N o

WHEREAS, plaintiffs have reviewed the Final ;
Environmental Impact Statement to determine whether to challenge :
its adequaey in light of the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970; | ' '

WHEREAS, plaintiffs and State defendants and Federal
defendants have agreed to settle all claims in this action;

WHEREAS the purposes of the Decree are to permit the
I-105 Preeway to be built so long as it incorporates the design
features and suéporz facilities described by the Decree, includin{
six lanes for general traffic and two transit/HOV lanes, ten
transit stations, ten park-and-ride facilities and ramp metering;
to provide that State and Federal defendants will use their best
efforts, consistent with applicable law, to authorize and provide_

funds for a bus or rail transitway with supporting facilities on

the Harbor Freeway with capability for a link to the I-10S5 i

Freeway; to assure that the housing stock whlch is in

distinguishably short supply in the affected communltzes is not

depleted and to provide for the housing needs of those living in i

the area of the proposed path of the freeway; to ensure that '

employment opportunities generated by the project will benefit Ehé

communities which have been economically impacted by the size and
location of the'project: and to avoid further costly and lengthy

delays from litigation or otherwise;

3
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WHEREAS, for and in consideration of the mutual promises
of plaintiffs and State and Federal defendants and conditioned
upon the undertakings set forth herein, the parties have agreed to
settle thié\{;tigation under the terms of this Dﬁcree;

WHEREAS, the following exhibits are attached hereto an&
incorporated as terms of this Decree: .
(a) Exhibit A, referfed to as "LACTC SCRTD
Commitments,* is the commitments made by the Los Angeles
County Transportation Commission ("LACTC") and the Southern
California Rapid Transit District ("SCRTD") for the ' ;
necessary financial allocations to fund the required local '
share for transitway support facilities and operating costs.g
. '(b) Exhibit B, refgrred to as the "BHousing Plan,”
is that relocation housing plan describiné tne.héusing‘which

will be provided pursuant to this Decree.

(c) Exhibit C, referred to as the "Employment
Action Plan,” is that affirmative action plan which will
provide employment opportunities for minority citizens ahd’ i

residents of the communities affected by this project.

WHEREAS, the parties have met to discuss the cost of the
project as orlginally designed and lxmztatzons on avazlable :

resources, and have reached the conclusion that modlflcatlon of

the project is desirable in the interest of cost reduction and
have agreed upon certain modifications in the Decree originally
entered in this case, which modifications are acceptable to the“ -
court;

WHEREAS, the court has been fully informed of the facts

and circumstances;
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STI2ULATED, ORDERED,

ADJUDGED AND DECREED that:

In view of the EIS and the terms contained in this

Decree, the\p@rties agree that the injunction he;etofore entered

by this court on July 7, 1972 shall forthwith be dissolved.

This court shall retain jurisdiction of this matter,

until the Judgment of Dismissal is entered pursuant to the terms

of this Amended Decree.

I.

I-105 FREEWAY -- DESIGN AND OPERATION

The I-105 Freeway shall be constructed as proposed in

the Final Environmental Impact Statement on file with the

above-entitled court, except as modified by the specific

provisions of this decree.

A. Six-Lane Controlled-Access Highway -

A freeway transit facility, including a transitway

" as described in paragraph I. B. below, approximately 17.2

mileé long, running west to east in the County of Los
Angeles from the wvicinity of the Los Angeles
International Airport to the San Gabriel River Freeway
(Route 605) shall be built. It shall contain six lanes
for general traffic with a basic median width not to
exceed 64 feet'(except where necessaky to'prcvide for
such facilities as stations and bridge columns), which
will contain 'a séparate transit/HOV facility which will
be convertible to ocperation of a light rail transit
facility, The freeway will have ramp meters as

necessary, to be built and installed and
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‘operational when the freeway opens. Such metering will

be operated by State defendants, and will regulate flow
of traffic onto the freeway according to traffic
conditions to minimize congestion. The I-105 Freeway
shall be constructed as a landscaped freeway, and
incorporate noise attenuation measures, all as set out in
the Final Environmental Impaét Statement previously filed
in this court.

The design will include four freeway-to-freeway
interchanges and ten local interchanges, to'beb
constructed in the immediate wvicinity of the ten transit
stations in the approximate locations depicted in Exhibit
D-and referred to in paragraph I. D. below. Termination
facilities interchanging with the surface street system
shali be constructed at the easterly and westerly termini
of the freeway.

Transit/High-Occupancy Vehicle ("HOV") Lanes

Transit/High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes carrying
bBuses and carpools in the median of the freeway shall be
incorporated into the initial construction of the
freeway and shall be operational at the time the freeway
is opéned fo traffic. (These lanes maf heréafter be
referred to as a "transitway.") Although the transitway
is presently designed for buses and carpools, the
facility shall be designed to.be convertible to light

rail. Nothing in this Decree shall preclude the

- ¢ ————— e — -
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substitution of light rail as an alternative mode of
public transportation for the bus/HOV/carpool facility
which would otherwise have operated within the
transitway. Ay

The design will include provision for a Qransit/HOV
connection to the Harbor Freeway although this
connection will not be included as part of the initial
construction of the I-105 project. Plaintiffs do not
favor the use of buses as permanent or long-term pub;ic

ransportation in Los Angeles. Plaiﬁtiffs would prefer
to have the light rail alternative constructed from the
ygginning but recognize the limitations on funding..

In the event State defendants find that a rail
alternaﬁive is appropriate, State defendants may modify
the project without court order to provide:

(a) for a light rail facility as a substitute for
the busway/HOV/carpool obligations contained herein: (b)

that the light rail transitway will be completed at a

" time certain, which date may be after the freeway is

opéned to aiitomobile traffic; and (c) that FHWA will’
participate -in-the initial construction of a light rail
and transit station facility only t§ éhe eitent of the
costs of the‘ki) transit/HOV facility/carpool facility °
described ‘in this -Paragraph B; and (ii) the support

facilities described in Paragraph D at page 8.
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Transit Operating Costs

Operating costs for the buses which will use the

transitway shall be provided by local transportation

sources. Such funds may include funds from the Federal

Urban Mass Transportation Administration ("UMTA"). A

commitment to allocate such funds has been made by the

LACTC and SCRTD by letters attached as Exhibit A, and

incorporated herein by reference. Levels of service

shall be established and supported by sufficient funds

as set forth in Exhibit A. It is further agreed that

the plaintiffs and defendants shall take all reasonable

steps to enforce the commitments secured from the

appropriate agencies that buses shall be operating when

the entire I-10S Freeway is open to traffic.

Support Facilities for Transit/HOV Lanes

Support facilities for the transitway shall be

built and shall be operational at the opening of the

freeway. Such facilities shall consist of not more than

ten transit stations, designed and built to be

convertible to rail stations if necessary in the future,

to be constructed with their attendant loading

platforms, pedestrian access-ways and park-and-ride

facilities. These stations will be at the approximate

locations depicted in Exhibit D.

Funding for such facilities shall be included in

freeway project costs covered by Federal-aid Interstate

funds to the full extent budgeted by Coﬁgréss.

In the

.
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extent possible. The resultant plan“shéll be

N

event that transit station facilities are constructed .
more elaborately than ﬁhe loading platforms, pedestrian
access-ways and park-and-ride facilities provided for ini

tﬁi§ Paragraph D as a project cost, then the additional

\
cost shall be provided by Federal funds from'UMTA, if

available, and local matching funds from the LACTC. By
Exhibit A, incorporated by reference, these local funds
have been committed. If the local transit agencies

involved do not honor these funding commitments, upon

petition by and consultation with plaintiffs' counsel or
State defendants, the United States Secretary of i
Transportation may, based upon a written statement of
°reasohs, cut off discretionary funding to those local
agencies for other transportation purposes in an amount
equivalent to those unfulfilled obligations.

Caltrans shall consult with the. intervenor Cities
herein in regard to the location and configuration of the
support facilities within their respective jurisdictionF

as well as the conventional freeway facility.

Connection Between Century Freewav and Los Angeles

International Airport ("LAX")

Access shall be provided from the freeway to LAX.

State defendants shall work with the Los Angeles

Department of Airports to develop a plan to facilitate
access from the freeway F°”LAx-f‘Pr{brity.access to LAX ¢

may be providedyﬁdf:buses and carﬁéélsntdsﬁﬁé.maximum
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incorporated into the initial construction of the
freeway.

HARBOR FREEWAY LINKAGE

A. Bus or Rail Transitwavy on Harbor Freeway !

b

To the extent consistent with appiicable state andf
federal laws, tﬁe Federal defendants will use their best :
efforts to authorize and provide funding for a transitway onT
the Harbor Freeway from the proposed intersection with the :
I-105 Freeway to a point approximately 7.5 miles north. When;
federal authorization and funding has been provided, the
State defendants shall construct this transitway. It is
intended that this.transitway be funded from the Interstate
Higfxway Trust Fund. Although the transitway is presently
designed for buses and carpools, the facility shall be
suitable for transition to rail. Nothing in this Decree
shall preclude the substitution of rail for buses as an
alternative mode of transportation. The transitway,
therefore, shall be built in such a way that engiﬁeering,
design and physical features necessary in the evenﬁ of
conversion to rail are incorporated into the initial
construction to the fullest extent feasible. The deﬁign of

this ttansitﬁay shall provide for direct'linkége to the

Century Freeway transitway. This transitway shall be funded
by Federal-Aid Interstate funding. State defendants shall

make their best efforts to obtain said funding and to have

said transitway operating at the same time as the I-10S
Freeway is opened to traffic. Provided State defendants make

|
their best efforts, the funding, commencement of construction’
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is referred to herein as the "Advocate” who shall be selected by

and operation of said‘tfansitway is not a condition to the
construction and operation of the I-105 Freeway.

B. Support Facilities for Transitway

Passenger stations, passenger loading platforms,
’ \
pedestrian access~ways, and park-and-ride facilities
comparable to those provided for the I-105 Freeway will be

provided. .Funding for these facilities will be made

available in the same fashion as for the I-105 Freeway, as i
provided in Paragraph I. D., pages 8 and 9 above.
III. REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION AND RELOCATION ASSISTANCE:

ESTABLISHMENT OF AN "OFFICE OF THE ADVOCATE FOR

CORRIDOR RESIDENTS"

All property acquisition and relocation activities shall
be in compliance with the relocation assistance requirements of
42 United States Code, section 4601 et seg., 23 Code of Federal -
Regulations, section 740.£ et seq., and 24 Code of Federal
Regulations, section 43.1 et seq., if applicable, and 25
California Administrative Code sections 6150-6176, except insofar _
as the State and Federal defendants have committed‘by the terms of
this Dééree to exceed the minimum requirements set forth under
these applicable'statutes and regulations.

There sh$11 be created an Office of ﬁhe Aévocate'for
Corridor Residents ("Office”). All funding for the Office as
authorized by the budget shall be provided in the same manner as

any other project cost. The individual in charge of said officed
and serve at the pleasure of the plaintiffs. Upon motion by any

11
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of the defendants and by goocd cause shown, the Court may remove
the individual sefving as the Corridor Advocate. The Advocate
shall be compensated at the same level as a senior right-of-way
agent. The Advocate initially shall have authority to hire two
additional staff people, one at a salary level comparable to that
of an associate right-of-way ageét (state of California) and one

at a salary at least equivalent to that of a stenographer Range B

(State of California). Caltrans shall be responsible for under-

writing all reasonable costs associated with the operation of the
Advocate's Office necessary to perform all duties assigned to it
by this Decree. The Office of the Advocate for Corridor Residents

is not an agency of the federal government for any purpose. At .

any time when r;quested by the Advocate, Caltrans or plaintiffs,

or on his own initiative, the Director of Housing and Community
Development may review the staffing needs of the Advocate's Office
to determine wﬁether demands placed on the Office fequire its
expansion or reduction. If Caltrans or plaintiffs believe that
the staff and budget increases or decreases authorized by the "
Director of Housing and Community Development are not supportable

based upon demonstrated or projected demands on the Advocate's

Office, the Director of Caltrans or plaintiffs may appeal to the

Secretary of Business, Transportation and Housing whose judgment
shall be final.
The Office shall have assigned to it the following
duties and responsibilities:
“A. To establish a local office in the general area

where the remaining displacees reside and in a location

12
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reasonably convenient to public transportation. The office

will be open during hours convenient to the persons to be

relocated, including evening hours when necessary. Notice of

the existence of the office and its hours sh§ll be included
in all State defendants’ communications with displacees

including the first notice. .
B. To monitor State defendants' compliance with all
applicable state and federal regulations pertaining to the

relocation rights of displacees. Such monitoring shall

~include but not be limited to review and comment upon the

draft texts of notices and information sheets to be supplied

to displacees. It shall review and comment upon the strategy.

for notification and advising of tenants of rental units of
their eligibility for benefits.

C. To receive and record all displacee complaints.

D. To provide, upon request by any displacee, any
information relevant to the displacee's relocation benefits
under applicable federal and state laws and regulations.

E. To assist displacees who have claims or complaints
arising out of determinatioﬁ of eligibility, the amount of
payment ﬁhef will receive, or the provision of adequate

replacement h&using. State defendants shﬁll méke available

~all relevant information concerning a particular displacee

upon request by the Office.

LT

l
'
]

F. To assist displacees in resolving any disputed claim'
!

with Caltrans by seeking conciliation, review, or appeal of a '

decision by State defendants consistent with the procedures

13
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set forth in 25 California Administrative Code, sections
§150-6176, in those instances where the Advocate deterﬁi ¢
that the displacee's claim has merit.

G\\\To prepare and file with plazntlffs. Caltrans, |
Housing and Community Development quarterly reports on the
activities of Advocate. The report shall xndzcate.

1. The number and type of corridor resident
complaints;

2. Perceived patterns, if any, of wviolation <«
laws'br regulations by Caltrans; or perceived misint
pretations of laws or regulations by Caltrans; and

3. The disposition, if any, of said complaints

) perceived violations or misinterpre£ations.

H. To request Caltrans to correct any claims of sim
ficant widespread noncompliance and to submit recommende
tions, if any, for correction. (To the fullest extent
possible, the Advocate shall have direct access to the
highest levél of Caltrans administration when field staj
either unable to or will not resolve conflicts arising wi
current corridor residents.)

Plaintiffs may petition this court for judicial rev
using appropriate judicial standards to compel complianc
after the above-described method of éonflict resolution "
been followed, which, in the judgment of plaintiffs, has
resulted in termination of the alleged significant wides

noncompliance. Plaintiffs may also seek declaratory reli

from this court interpreting the law or any regulation

14
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the Advocate believes is being misapplied by Caltrans.

Plaintiffs shall not have the right to seek judicial relief

for ingividual corridor residents. However, evidence showing

cumulative individual experience may be offered for the sole

purpose of tending to prove alleged significant Qidespread
noncompliance by Caltrans. _ .

IV. HOUSING PLAN -- REHABILITATION.AND RELOCATION OF UNITS

PRESENTLY OWNED AND TO BE ACQUIRED BY STATE DEFENDANTS

Exhibit B entitled "Development and Implementation of
Housing Plan™ as modified herein by agreement of the parties is

attached hereto and incorporated by reference.

V. EMPLOYMENT ACTION PLAN

As assurance of their intent to provide employment

opportuni&ies for women and minority citizens and residents of the:

communities affected by this project, defendants shall initiate
and complete the Employment Action Plan which is attached hereto
as Exhibit C, and incorporated herein by reference.

VI. AMENDMENT TO AND ENFORCEMENT OF FINAL CONSENT DECREE

Upon noticed motion and opportunity to any party to
object, this Amended Decree may be modified or amended if
plaintiffs’ counsel and State and Federal defendants to this
litigation agree in writing with the approval of this court. As
part of its inherent power, the court may modify this Amended

Decree upon motion by either plaintiffs or Federal defendants or

State defendants.
If the terms of this Amended Decree are not complied
with by any party, then any party may apply to this Court for

aporopriate relief.
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This court shall issue an injunction to enforce any
terms of this Amended Decree only as a last resort remedy and only

when no other remedy would reasonably assure compliance with a

"significant term. When selecting a remedy for noncompliance, if

any, with the terms of this Amended Decree, to the extent that
effective enforcement of a significant term of the Amended Decree .
permits, a primary consideration shéll be to avoid delay of the
construction, completion, and ultimate opening and operation of
the freeway or implementation of themhousing prograﬁ. |

VII. - NONSEVERABILITY OF DECREE'S PROVISIONS

In the event that any of the material portions of the
project as described in the Amended Decree are declared invalid
and enjoined, plaintiffs, Caltrans or Federal defendants may seek .
an injunction against the implementation of the remaining portionsf
of the project as described in the Amended Decree. Should.the- ;
invalidity be upheld on'appeal, Caltrans, plaintiffs or Federal i
defendants shall have the right to seek dissolution of the :

Amended Decree and to pursue all available legal claims. ',}

VIII. TERMINATION OF COURT JURISDICTION

Upon motion to the court setting forth a description of'
how all terms of this Consent Decree have been fully complied
with, and absent ébjeczion thereto, a Judgmen£ of Sismissél shall
be entered by the court. If opposition is filed, then the motion
shall be heard in the ordinary course.

IX. ATTORNEYS' FEES

Upon entry of the Final Consent Judgment, plaintiffs may

within thi}ty (30) déys file an application with this court for

16
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reasonable attorneys' fees which are to be paid by State
defendants. The State defendants shall have thirty (30) days to
respond, and plaintiffs may file a reply within fifteen (15) days
later. IL\Eéquested by either party, the court shall calendar the
matter for hearing w1th1n fourteen (14) days after the request. :
After the court makes its determination and order, Caltrans shall
pay any award within a reasonable time. If, for any reason, the
fee award is not paid (a) within a reasonable period of time, or
in the alternative, (b) as provided in the manner set out here- E
after in the event of appeal, then no funds shall be expended in ;
furtherance of the I-105 project. It is understood that both
plaintiffs and defendants may appeal the amount of the award. In;
the event of an appeal, then there shall be paid to plaintiffs é
within a reasonable time 75% of the amount awarded and the Salance
of the award shall be deposited in an interest bearing escrow or :
trust account. In the event that an appeal results in a reductioé
of the award then defendants shall recover aay reduction of the
award (a) first, from the escrow or trust account, and (b) seconég
from the Center for Law in the Public Interest, if insufficient
funds are in the escrow or trust account. In the event that an
appeal results in no reduction of the award, the balance in the
escrow or trust account (anludlng accumulated 1nterest) shall be
paid to the Center for Law in the Public Interest. In the event i
that the award is increased as a result of appeal, then Caltrans
shall pay the Center whatever increase in the award may be ordeée&

by the court. Other than the funds deposited in the escrow or

trust account, any funds recovered by defendants or any fees paid

17 i
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. low=income housing stock and employment, certain features of this

-Decree are unique to the I-10S5 project. Set out hereafter are the

" Employment Action Plans which Federal defendants agree are project

to the Center shall include interest based on the average Prime
Rate from the date of the award or the date of payment to the

Center, whichever is applicable.

i
|
|
The Federal defendants may appear in the litigation or i
settlement of any issue regarding attorneys fees. i

Plaintiffs are aware of and in accord with the terms of
this section. ' :

X. FEDERAL PARTICIPATION E

Federal defendants will be participating in the cost of
the I-105 project in the same manner as any other interstate
freeway project cost. Because the unique size and geographical

location Qf the I-105 project will have a significant effect on

most obvious provisions of this Decree including the Housing and

costs entitled to fedefal participatioh:

l. BHousing project as provided for in the Bousing Plan,
Exhibit B, as amended and modified by agreement of the
parties: State defendants, acting by and through the State
of California, Department of Housing and ;ommupity Develop--
ment (HCD), agree to use their best efforts to rehabilitate
existing housing within the corridor to implement the Housing
Plan. It is understood, however, that housing approved by
the Federal Highway Administration subsequent to August 25;‘”

1981, may be either new construction or rehabilitation at the!

option of the State of California, Housing and Community

18
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Development or its successor as may be designated pursuant to
this Decree;

2. Housing Project Director: Cost of operation
incluééhg staff; : N\

3. Housing Advisory Commitéee: Cost of operation
including staff; | .

4. Office of the Corridor Advocate: Cost of operation
including staff;

S.. Century Freeway Affirmative Action Committee: Cost
of operation including staff; .

6. Vacant Excess Land: No credit to federal funds
shall be reguired for vacant land previously acquired by
Calérans for the I-105 which has become or will become excess
land and which is‘made available for sites to meet the' E
replacement housing obligations contained in this Decree; - ;
7; ‘Rehabilitation in Excess of HUD standards: é
Incremental Costs’occasioned by construction in excess of HUﬁ
standards where determination made that long-term benefits af
such higher standards will outweigh any additional costs :
invelved;

8. Reasonable moving expenses for 180-day
post-acquisiéioq¥tenants as set forth in-Paraéraph IV. H. 1

of the Housing Plan, Exhibit B herein;

The above list is not intended to be exclusive, but is

solely an effort to fix responsibility for participation cleatl§
as to the matters listed. Whether Federal defendants will

participate in a particular unanticipated future project cost not
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listed shall be determined by resort to federal law and regula-
+ions and, if a_plicable, to the intent of this Amended lecree.
In addition to the above-special iﬁems Federal defendants will
participate in the project cost of the I-10S5 Fr;eway as described
ia the final Enviroqpental Impact Statement on file with the
above-entitled court, except as set forth herein,. including the
transit/BOV facilities described hérein.

I. Plaintiffs: |

A. CENTER FOR LAW I HE PUBLIC INTEREST i

a (. |
By X = N\ _;Z/(f . pate A5 7.t !5
] e e
1

JOHN R.” PHILLIPS

]
At:?rneys for Plaintiffs Ralph W. Keith, et al.
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Tederal NeZfendants:

;-

V\;c\o\'. M Gar'ftdr; Date C(./l“)./&\ '

ROBERT M. GARRICK, Rear Admiral, USNR (Ret.)
Ceputy Counselor to the President ’

Y

\

A&U&S Date q\l72 l&\ .

By

jale} 3
Chief Counsel,
Federal Highway Administration

|
w !

ate 5'/2'2/8/

By,

MICHAEL E. WOLFSON7
Assistant U.S. Attofney

5 :b DIyKIN ///( 77
w}' Asgistant A..torn Genél /

Land and Natural Resources Division
U.S. Department of Justice
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III. Stata2 of Califcrnia Defandants:

A. BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGZENCY
STATE OF CALIFORNIA .

By i_.:lr\n A Sehenk pate ‘F/23/%(

- LYNN A. SCHENK
Secretary

B. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

By £§Af\gg-¢ 6“\«-\{-@" ate _§/3afgy
ADRIANA GIANTURCO ¢

Director, Department of Transportation

C. DEPARTMEND=OUR, TRANS : oN
STATE,OF CALI ORSI
By . L T O

RICHARD G. RYPINSKI

Date q jn/s—:

Attorney for Defendant State

Cepartment of Transportation
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1 v Intervenor:
2 AO
3 ’/', /’ ;/’ /. — .
r e //r"‘"/ Date (/‘J'—//.;\(

4 -7 =
5 Attorney for Intervenor

CITY OF SOUTHGATE
6
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The court having been fully apprised of the facts and

circumstances hereto, IT IS SO ORDERED.

ted: :gz ; z- q . K
L‘a\d 14,}"2 /' /Lf?é N

¥ PRECERSON, Judge
United States Circuit Cours,
Sitting by Designation
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LCS ANGELES CTUNTY TRANSPORTATION CSHIMISSISN « 31 SOUTH SPRING STREST — SUITE 1204. LOS ANGELES. CALFORNIA S0C13 » (213) 625-0370

\ March 29, 1979

JERCME C. PREMO : 3 | .
BECUTIVE DiReCICR _

Mr. John R. Phillips

Center for Law in the

Public Interest

10203 Santa Mcnica Beculevazd -
Fifth Floor ‘ X ) - -
Los Angeles, CA 90067 '

Dear Mr. Phillips:

I am writing in response to your Januazy 9, 1979 letter
recuesting the Los Angeles County Transportation Commission
to cormmit future funds available to it for certain transit
purposes. This fequdst relates to satisfaction of certain
conditions which now preclude work cn I-105 from proceeding.
Of course, we are sures you :ecognzze that the Los Angeles '

° County Transportation Ccmmission is not a party to the *
existing court injunction en I-10S. ' .

At its March 14, 1979 meeting, the Commission unanimously
endorsed the recommendation of its Finance Review Committee,
. to support programming of transit capital funds for certain
staticn facilities on I-105, and for transit operating
* costs and service levels for I-10S. Attached is an excerpt
from the minutes of the March 14 meeting, which references
this action. The Commission is authorized to program local
funds under Sections 130303(b) and 130306 of the Public
Utilities Code. Also attached is a Februacy S5, 1979 letter
from Jack R. Gilstrap,‘ Southern California Rapid Transit
District General Manager, comcurring in the settlement
terms as they affect the District.

The Commission is now reviewing the proposed State Trans-
portation Improvement Program (STZP) of Caltrans for the
FY 79/80 through FY 83/84 period, in accordance with the
provisions of AB 402. Principal among new construction
projects proposed in Los Angeles County during this period
is the initiation of actual construction for I-10S. The

- ’



‘Mr. JOoan K. PR1221PpS
sarch 29, 1979
Page -2

Ccmmission's main concern in considering I-10S is in its
time schedule for implementation. Obviously, £final design,
land acguisition and construction cannot proceed until the
court injunction is lifted and a final go-ahead is granted.
Accordingly, we sincerely hope and urge that remaining

issues precluding a cocuszt settlement can be resclved promptly,

and work can finally procsed.
Please let me know if I can be of further help on this.
Sincerely, -

d}--\ f&LﬂTLo

JZROME C. PR=MO
Executive Director

JP:kyt
ttachments | . .-

e

“‘.'



Soty=m Caltiomia Rapid Trarsit DisTist )
425 S hian St Les Ange=s, Canlerng S2013 . : .
friiivly

Tesorcra: (213) S72-28C8 . . ..

Februazy 5, 1978

Jercme C. Pre=o, Executive Director

Los Angeles Ceounty Transportation Commission
311 Scizh Spring Street, Suite 1208

Los Angeles, Californi 80013

JACK A. GILSTRAP
Generat Manager

Dez= M-, Prexo:

We have reviewed the proposed terms of setilement prepared by the
Cegtar for Law in the Public Intarest incidental to the legal acticon
agzainst the constTuciion cof the Century Freeway. :

In callizg for 2 com=itmernt from the Los Angeles County Transpor:a-
tion Cormmission to provide funds supporiizg service at a level consist-
ent with projected demand on the facility and susroundiaz travel cor=idor,
the zg-eemest also provides that the Southera Califor=is Rapié Transit
District will make a determination of suck service levels, with the
concusreace ~f tie Commission. Additiczally, should it be proposed -
that the aumber of stztions and/or support facilities presently planned

be reduced, it is understood that any such reduction would be subjec:

to DO7T, Calizans, LACTC and Souther= Czaliforziz Rapid Trarsit
District concusTence afiar notice and consultation with Flaizti#Fst
couzsel.

. -
-

Also inkerent to the tar=s of the settlement is the understanding thae
the Com=ission and the District will work together to the extent neces-
sary to easuse ocur awareness-and suppom of the requested loczl comm-
nitments. . .

‘The prspose of this letter is to give you tHe assurance that the Sowthera
.Califoraniz Rapid Traasit District sees no proklexm with the general terms
cf the proposed setilement as it pdrtains to the level of DistTict service.
We lock forward to working with the Los Angeles County Transportation
Commission on this project and will cooperata with you in every way

possitle.
Sincerely, - °
-, c.,—--.
A=.. . <. 7 /-
R B N SRR LY.
/s

Jack R. Gilstrap -




' LACTC Minutes -2- March 14, 1979

have Mr. Premo as Executive Director, as he has an extremely good
rapport with these people and that the Commission should take more
advantage of that capability and that the Commission should send
him to Washington as often as possible to lobby for the Commission.

Committee Reports

Finance Review Committee

Commissioner Tweedt reported on the committee's actions <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>