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PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF THE EIR

The Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) provides a detailed description and analysis of a rail transit project that would serve
portions of the Cities of Burbank, Glendale, and Los Angeles (Figure 1). It identifies,
describes, analyzes, and evaluates potentially significant environmental effects associated with
the proposed project. In addition, the report provides specific measures to improve the project's
environmental. compatibility.

The proposed rail transit alignment would be located along the Southern Pacific Transportation
Corridor (SPTC) right--of-way from the Pasadena-Los Angeles Rail Line Junction to the vicinity
of the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Allport at Hollywood Way. This proposed rail transit project
forms a part of a larger regional transit system that would link activity centers within these cities
with Metro Rail service in Downtown Los Angeles and beyond.

Prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State CEQA
Guidelines, the EIR intends to serve two purposes:

• To provide the lead agency, responsible jurisdictions, civic decision makers, and the
general public with detailed infonnation of the proposed project's potential environmental
impacts. and;

• To serve as a tool for decision makers to facilitate the decision-making process on the
proposed project.

Because the proposed project may pose significant impacts to the environment, the Los Angeles
County Transportation Commission (LACI'C), as the lead agency for this project, directed that
-an EIR be -prepared.·--Ir:. -September 1991,LAGfG-performed--an Initial-Environmental.- Study
which assisted in determining the environmental issues to be analyzed in the environmental
document. Following completion of the Initial Study J LACTC circulated a Notice of Preparation
to all identified responsible agencies as well as distributing a project summary letter to the
general public and, -those on the project mailing list. The Initial Study and the Notice of
Preparation appear in Appendix A of the EIR. while responses to the Notice of Preparation are
included in Appendix B.

THE PROPOSED PROJECT

For the purposes of this environmental review. the proposed project refers to the Burbank­
Glendale-Los Angeles rail line included as a candidate corridor in the Los Angeles County
Transportation Commission's (LAcrC) 3O-year Integrated Transportation Plan. The project
would comprise part of the County's 300-mile Metro Rail System (Figure 2), and would extend
from the Pasadena-Los Angeles rail line junction in the City of Los Angeles to the
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ExECUTIVE SUMMARY

vicinity of the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport in the City of Burbank. As illustrated in
Figure 3, ten stations are currently planned along the 11.9-mile rail transit route.

The report is prepared by LACTC in conjunction with the Cities of Glendale, Burbank, and Los
Angeles. The scope of work for this rail alignment includes not only its environmental
documentation, but also route refinement, engineering feasibility, and station site design analysis;
this information appears under separate cover. ]n addition to these documents, assessment of
previously completed planning studies has assisted in guiding the planning and environmental
review of the proposed project. These planning studies have been utilized to develop planning
consistency between the Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project and local transit­
oriented planning efforts. Planning reports that have been evaluated are listed below:

• LACTC, County of Los Angeles, City of Los Angeles. Downtown Los Angeles to
Sylmar/Santa Clarita Rail Transit Study. November 1990.

• Los Angeles County Public Works Department, LACTC. Preliminary Feasibility Study
for the San Joaquin Valley Line: Commuter Rail Service. May 1988.

• City of Glendale, LACTC. Glendale Corridor LRT Route Refinement Feasibility Study.
April 1990.

• City of Glendale. Glendale Transponation Ceruer Feasibility Study, Needs Assessmeru,
and Master Plan. December 1991.

• City of Burbank, County of Los Angeles. Burbank Metrolink Monorail Feasibility Study.
September 1990.

• City of Burbank. Burbank City Ceruer Multi-Modal Transponanon Facility Feasibility
Study. March 1991.

PUBLIC REVIEW

Public officials, affected agencies, and the general public have the opportunity for reviewing and
commenting on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) through a 45-day review period
established and administered by the State of California's Office of Planning and Research.
During this review period, LACTC will conduct individual public workshops and public hearings
in the Cities of Burbank, Glendale, and Los Angeles. During the workshops, persons interested
in understanding the specifics of the project may meet with staff to ask questions. The public
hearing that follows the workshop provides a forum for taking public testimony concerning the
proposed rail transit project and the EIR. The preparers of the DEIR are required to re5fX>nd,
in writing, to relevant comments on the DEIR received from both citizens and public agencies.
The comments and the responses to comments will be included in the Final Environmental

__ ._ . -lmpacLRepo!1 (FElR). to. be prepared following the completion of the public. circulation period
for the DEIR.

4
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ExECUfIVB SUMMJlRY

PERMITS AND A;PPROVALS

In order to construct the proposed rail transit project, LACTC and other responsible agencies
will be required to implement a number of discretionary actions. The following agencies may
use this EIR as part of the process of issuing permits, approvals, or cooperative agreements
required to construct the project:

• City of BurbaD.k
• City of Glendale
• City of Los,Angeles
• California Department of Transportation
• Public Utilities Commission
• Federal Railroads Administration
• South Coast Air Quality Management District
• Southern California Rapid Transit District
• California Regional Water Quality Control Board
• Los Angeles County Public Works Department

PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

As illustrated in Table Ion the following page, the preferred. project alternative is an l1.9-mile
light tail system that would provide transit service within the Southern Pacific Transportation
Corridor (SPTC) from the vicinity of the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport to Pasadena-Los
Angeles Rail Line Junction, with through service to Union Station in Downtown Los Angeles.
This alignment represents the end product of previously prepared rail planning studies that
explored various alignment and transit mode alternatives. 1 For the purposes of studying project
alternatives, Chapter 6.0 of the EIR explores the relative merits of four other potential project
choices:

• No Project: No transit improvement to SPTC right--of-way.
• Alternative Alignments: Six alignments through the Glendale CBD.
• Alternative Modes: Commuter Rail, High Speed Rail, Magnetic Levitation (Maglev).
• Alternative Stations: Various station designs and locations throughout the route.

City of Glendale and LACTC, Glendale Corridbr LKT Alignment Alternatives Study, April 1990; LACTC,
County of Los Angeles, City of Los Angeles. DoWntOW1l Los Angeles to Sylnuu/Sanra Oarita Rail Transit Study •
November 1990.

6



ExECUTIVE SUMMARY

Table 1
Summary of Project Characteristics for the

Burbank-Glendale-Los Angeles Rail Transit Project

Characteristic

Length

Right-of-Way

Environmental Documentation

Description

';'-'

11.9 miles from BurbanK Airport to Pasadena Line Junction.
, 3.6 miles from Burbank Airport to Union Station.

Southern Pacific Transportation Corridor, utilizing LACTC's
40-100t transportation easement.

Environmental review for the proposed rail transit project will cover
issues related to the development of the alignment from the Pasadena­
Los Angeles Rail Line Junction to the vicinity of the Burbank-Glendale­
Pasadena Airport.

The proposed project extends from the Burbank Airport to the
Pasadena-los Angeles rail line junction. Activity centers that could be
served by the proposed rail alignment include the Burbank Airport,
Burbank City Centre, Burbank Media District, Glendale Grand Central
Industrial Business Park, Glendale Central Business District, Los
Angeles Zoo, Gene Autry Western Heritage Museum, and the
residential communities of Northwest Glendale, Atwater Village,
Glassell Park, and Mount Washington.

Total

Park-&-Ride Facilities

10, all at-grade.

7 ..
Number of Parking Spaces 6,860

Joint Development Potential 6

Average Weekday Trips (20' 0) 33,000 - 38.000

Train Type Ught Rail Technology: 19-vehicle fleet.

Maximum Train Speed 65 miles per hour, with an average train speed of 34 miles per hour
from Burbank.-Glendale-Pasadena Airport to Union Station.

Train Headways Peak Hour: 6 to , 0 minutes.
Average: 10 to 15 minutes.

Travel Time:
Burbank Airport to Approximately , 3 minutes.
Glendale Transportation Center

Travel Time:
Burbank Airport to Approximately 23 minutes.
Downtown Los Angeles

7



ExECUTIVE SUMMARY

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT SUMMARY

The proposed light rail alignment would result in changes to the project study area's physical
environment in built out areas adjacent to the rail line and at station areas. Figures 4-6 illustrate
the "developed" context of the proposed rail alignment along various portions of the route.
Table 2 summarizes environmental impacts and mitigation measures for the proposed rail transit
project. Impacts that would remain after mitigation are noted in the summary as ·unavoidable
adverse impact" if the project receives approval as proposed in this document.

AREAS OF CONTROVERSY Al'ID ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED

A number of environmental concerns have been raised by both the community and affected
agencies regarding the proposed project. The most frequently raised issues involve noise
associated with the Blue Line air hom, safety and security, increased traffic volumes in nearby
residential communities, and impacts on sensitive land uses in close proximity to the proposed
rail alignment. These issues have been addressed in this EIR in the Noise, Public Services,
Transportation and Circulation, and Land Use sections.

8
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View lookIng north at the old Glendale Rail Depot The proposed rail alignment's station platform would be located
approximately 400 feet south of the existing depot. LRT VehIcles (as deple:ted in the rendering) would come no closer
than 25 feet to the historic stlUcwre.
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Aerial Perspective of proposed Burbank Airport-Hollywood Way Slalion area. The slalion platform would be located
north of Hollywood Way. Facilities which will need 10 be constructed include a railroad bridge to span Hollywood
Way, a 1,500-ar park and ride facility on the northwest corner of !.he Intersection, and a pedestrian overpaSi to acce5S
the stal!on platform.
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FIGURE 5

View of Proposed Rail line at
San Fernando Blvd.• Hollywood Way



Aerial Perspective of proposed Avenue 19 Slation near Lawry's California Center. The Center could become the focal point of a
potential joint development project following the construction of the rail line. In order to develop a slation platform at this location,
three feet of right-of-way will be displaced along San Fernando Road.
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FIGURE 6

View of Proposed Rail Line at
at Lawry's California Center



INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Table 2
Summary of Envlronmentallmpaets

Category

.6.v:P6Wti1IdN::1No··~600~~·\·:::..~
.---: .. ",; ..; :~:~:); ;'.,. . '.;:::

No direct 1mp.c1. .inea tM propoaed profect dOlI. not •
dllplece exiltlng ,..ldanea. and hou.1ng flock.

Realdenta could "'0 experience 1mp.c1.. reilited to
traffIC, air qUIUty. noi.., and ViaUI' quality.

None requlNd. Refer to Section 6.6
tor nolH-nll.-red rnnlQltlona.

CQtr1plJ tibJllry with Loc./ •
PfrIlI6 end Em ring Lrmd Ua ftIII

•

l.rJnd Acqu;,hion

lihe lJIIgrvr.ent wo~ be In clo,. proldmlty to ..n.!tlve •
~nd u.... ThII couldl ,..uIt In Impact I reined to
pedeltMn cireulatlon. nolN, air quality.. andl [I
MlItMtJca.

Local planning document. governing tlv rail Ir_1t
corridor ge,..."'" Id_ntlty the R.O.W. 'M quMi-pUbIlc,
light lnd~rv. or lheavy Indlntrv. In the ca.. at
CIJlTent plana and pi..... being prepared In the poIect
rtudy arel, the propo~ , .. IIIIgnment would be
OMnpItIbIe, and In many r,lt.nca•• support the..
plannlog efforta.

UD!voldebia Actv!!!! 1...01. lmplementttion of the •
propoHd pro}Kt would ,.ault In fM taklno 0' 22.4
~a on 12 parce18. 14 bu.Ine..... and public u...
totalln; RIO'" than 81.000 square teet In building
apace would be taken. An Iltimated 143 emploY66'
would be d"p1~ fTom their plolCe of .mploymem.

In the .nvlrorvr-.ntaJ I1lvM-W~..

for the MuIt~.. F.cIIlt•• pw-d
In BLwbanir Illd QIend_, the..
~lcUon. IIhoUd ...flrene. thI. EIR
10 'be oonllilatent with fNl propoud
proj6ct WId other local plan•.

Coofdlnat.. proJ-ct dnlt:ln ttvough
TIvb" YMd with tn. outc:omII of
other planning .Hort., including the
Taylor Yard DlI....lopm-t Study.

'Ol~-.:lbu.q.... will ...cel". f.ir
reioc:adon colt•.

Joint dawloprnant Opportunltlel
lhould be.lCPbradw~ bualnH...
_ cP&plecedl In order to provldo
opportunit»& for lOme 'byalneu-el to
r.maln In t~ IJdJtIng ....

&eau.. of tpeclal coMldar.tlona,
LACTC IhouId work with tt. CIty
WId tenantl of tM CIty JaR BuBdIng
to identity acceptable raloclltlon
.ltllmatlV" within the ~....

'.

TM project would keve • beneflcl,1 etfltC1 on tM
region'a • quality with • pro}et:ted reduction In
• utomoblle~nerated pollutant.:

UnIVold!lblt Ad".,.. 1...01. ot tM I!x receptor
Ioc-rlort:: Itudled, only one, lit San Femanc:to Rd. near
Sonorl Ave., would not experience Incraaeed 1-tv.
and 8-tw. c.rbon monoxide concentrltlona. BaNd on
SCAOMD Uve.holdl. tM propoaed pfO~ would
have Ilgnlflcant !rnp.c1. near the Pmer Nolter High
SGhool lite.

•

•

... .. __.Carbon.ITlOQDlC!d.: .
Nllrogen oxide:
Organic 13.10.:
Partlcul~. mltter:

.24 tonsJcby

.06 ton,/d,y

.02 tona/day

.01 tonl/dly
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•

The propoNd proj6ct •.,.. comply
with BCAOMD Rae "03.

In an effort to rad~ air quility
Impacta ...11t.d to Incr.a••d
concentl'lll»na of -nlclea ~ rail
tranalt Itltlona _ .. end proJect­
retat.d conatructlon mj>acte of d~
and p.~e matter, mitigation
me'lOUr.. recommended by th6
BCAOMD ehould be Implememed .
n_" mitlulltloru .ppe.r In greater

... detail In Section 15 .3.



lNTRODUcnON AND SUMMARY

Table 2
Summary of Environments/Impacts

Category Environmentol Impacts Propoeed Mitigation Meaeuroe

S~4,-TRANSPOR.TA~n'ON AND elACULAliON
-.

Raglan-wide Trevlll • The project will have. benef"lCial impact on the region
with a projected reduction In vehicle mile. troveled
(VMT) daUy:

VMT Reduction: 37,800 "'ehicle milo. ddy

InttJnection. " M6)or SUGar. A 8ignlflcant impact .ULAme. an Inc...... In the •
lntarHCtlon capacity utlJlzatlon (ICUI of at Ie.,t
0.020, with • flrlaJ ICU of 0.900 or more.
Implementation 0' tt.e propoaed project would Impactt...... Int• ..-.ectlo1bO:

1. From SUINt and Burbank Blvd. (Burbank)
2. San Fernando Bl",d, and Verdugo Ave. (Burtllnk)
3. San Fernando Road and Fairmont Ave. (Glendale)
4. San 'F.mando Road and Doran St. (Glendale)
6. San Femand.o Roed and loa Feliz Blvd. (Glendale)
e. Brand Blvd. and il08 Feliz Blvd. (Glend.le)
7. San Fernando Road and Brlnd Blvd. (Glendale)
8. San fernando Roed and Aetc....r Dr. (LA)
9. San I1mando Road and northbound SR-2. (lA)

Recommended mitigation nwUUle.
for traffic Impacta InIlOlw 81gnIll
Improvement_, ~.- widening, i&rMt
r.nrlplng, elimination of greet
paoclng, and In eorne 1Mt'0C88,
relocation of at,..tacape and public
fIlCWtie.. T.... m1tlgatlona for the
Impact Intersectlone a .. dl,,::uIMd In
great.r detail In Section 6.4.

Dallly alld Queuing Delay and queuing at It -grede intaraectJona couId
,..utt In tr'HIc Impacte. Howe"o" the axpected deley
per ",ehlcle (under 8.6 ...conda) I. oot .lgnWlClm.

U.. lower aound !eval hom. without
compromiaing ..faty. Tho hom
aerv.a to warn padeltrllns.
AJtamatl'" warnlrll;l d."as. for
pedegrlan• .nould M explored.

8emltlve land UNa adJacent or with
no .c....nIng from the IIIlgnmerrt
.nould be buffered by mean. of
benn., I10lu blrrie.., or other
,.,.."••uro•.

No'.. p,oducad by the meting Blue Une train air hom •
reac..... nol... Ie",.l. of 106 dB. An electncal tnln
hom ta being propoeed and would produce single

_. a"em. nolMa levM of 87. dB.

• Implementation 01 the proposed pro)ect would r.null
r, Inc,..... In the nol.. environment ranging from •
0.2 to 0.9 dB. Trw. If\T CNEl ne., the ,..ldance.
AdJ.cent 10 ..... ,All line .. 84.1 dB. According to the
Draft FTA nol.. guldennIHI. t~a does not conrtltute 10

.ignlflcant !rr~ac1, .Ince the ambient no'" Ie_I ~

alrudy 77 dB.

;i~;fJ.:l~~9~f;;:i~i~~I~f:!~P$f;r:::i!:::\:~:k:::::t~{\~:('::;;>:':p::::\:§:}:}:::: :-ilij

GtIO}ogy • The proJ6ct Is not expoctlld to crute g60logic Imp"c.. •
in the Ent VAlley and North La. Angele. r6glon.

None ...quired.
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INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

Table 2
Summary of Environmental Impacts

Category Environmental Impact. Proposed Mitigetlon Me..ure~

6.6 EARTH, WATER. AND RISK. OF UPSET (contInUed)

S"ismlcJty

Warercoura.., and DnlJm.ge

Rid of Up••,

•

•

Allhough t he project I. IQ.c at ltd In an are" with a •
number ot .ctlve fault., the alignment i. not a-.:po.ed
to gralltor Mi.mic ri.k than oth!Jr locatiofla in
Southern Callfoml.. •

The projoct wOiIId CnaM8 temporary Imp.ct. related to •
the wldanlng of the ArroVO Vordugo W••h bridge.
Imp~hcould Include dlaturbancllln the weah bonom
and minor Incro..... In Oownltlum Mdlment loads,

The,e m.y exist I\Igh t,_e of aoll contwnlnatlon, •
plll1lcuilor1y at IItlltion locnlonl with long h1atorlee of
lodurtrlal UN, «ld In and neltTaylor Yard. The yard,
however, ItI cutrantly undergoing clNnup under the
luparvi.ion of tIY C.nfoml. Enviro"""ntll Protection •
Allancy. All potentt.uy eontamirYted .It.. wtthln the!
conatNC1.lan zone .hould tNI ~dra • ..o.

All structure. .nouId tNI conItructed
In antlclplltion of a m.;or earthquake.

Solla tutlng .hould tNI conducted to
d~termine potenti.l ri&le of 1.011
liquefaction or .ub.lde~.

None required.

Sou. telt\l1g .hould be conducted to
dlltermirw> .pec:1flc sub.urf.c. IOU
condition•.

Conduct detailed lIeotechnlc.ll
atudi... of Ktation arM' to help
datermlne potentlal for up....

Schools

•

FIfteen ~hool. are In cIo.. proximity to thll ,all line. •
Soma of the" e.mpu... may exparlao.::e Impact.
related to nolae, traffic: Ind pedlliltrian movement.

S.fety problem. could ,rI.. from paraei'll walking to
.nd from eLI.....

LACTe eafery criteria should be
distributed to nudant••nd uac:twlr•.

PedaltriAn all... ahoUd tNI clearly
mllic.ed neer the R.O.W.

• Con~ructIon ..quencl!>g ehould be
coordiruted with 1oc.1 achooll,
bu.... and carpoola.

PoNca

•

•

LACTC cont,lIcts with the L.A. County Sh!Jrtff'. •
dap.rtment to patrol train.. litatlan platform.. and
.ration .,.llS. ExIlting Blue Uno Nrvice experiencel
very IInle crime. Crlrne. comrntned typlcaUy Includll
petty theft. f ara eva.lon••nd rule vlollltionl. •

Protect development could crellt. Impact. related to •
fire now. fin pratllc:tlan. amervency medical Hrvic••,
and Increased faiN .Iarm•.

Aceellrbnlty could allO be Impacted .Inca the LRT
operate. on priority ~ lIt~radll intllr5llc:tion•.

14

Security me••ure. .hould be
Incorporllted Into the ph.,..M:al de.lgn
of rall-related facIUtla•.

T,..,.1t Di.rnct Pollc:a Ihould
con.lde, the developmeM of •
contr8llzed wb.riltJon along the

rout. to ImproVII fnpon.. tlmo•.

Every efton wfIl be m.o. to mItlgllte
ImpacU thet affect e Fire
Department', ability to provide
emerQancy &o?rvlce.....Ittl adequate
,.epon.. time•.



e.togory

Table 2
Summary of Environmental Impacts

Environment..l ImpllC11

SpoeiH of .peclal interest tM lTI4Iy be Impacted by •
tile project .,. t~ California Gnsteatetlor and ~
Southwenam Pond Turtle. Both .pecla. n.v.. been
lighted 10 the pro)oci .-tudy .,.. and "-\HI ault.ble
hablt.lt.l In cion proxlmlty to the rall line.

DmPWced p'-n I1w wOUd lndude • vwlorty of Wlrubl
and ~I. Molt algnlficently Impacted would be tM
Omamerrtal IIld Evarv~...at uee.loest.cl bet'W"een
Grandvl6w Ave. and Colorado St. In GloIndaie wl\lch
would be dl8pa.<:ecI by t.~ proIec1.

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMAR.Y

~" ulstlng landacAplog Is
F1unoved. new lMId.e.llplng ahaH be
plM1ted a. .st~lhed In •
IandK4lPIng plan. Tr.. uprooted .....r
treel thouId be boxed, rnM1t~.
and t1WIapl¥Jt.o d~ tr.. time of
project conltructlon.

Energy Colll4JmprJoll

•

•

Imp.lcts relsted to ~reatlonalf8clll!:l6. Include nol..
end acce..lbWty. 01 v.. Iix park. ldentlfle<l within
.25 mile. of the elignmam. only Pal-.conl aIld Chevy
ChaM Parb lTI&y experience ~Kte I9Iated to nol...

Corvtnrtlon of tN protKt would requn tN •
relocation of IN following: 8PTC Freight RalI
allgrvnent; Western UNon Talolgraph ~eraroLnd

line.; Mel. us Spt1m.. ATIo.T fiber optic cAble.; And
SoutMm C.llfomi. Edison electrical line I .

14.4 mIIWon kWhlyur at Itatlon _M.
16,000 kWh/day In raM uu"t, .

TM project wou14 tuwo nat beneflcYl effect. on
regional anergy eoneunlption tlvough • redltCtlon In
ve"'lcN mila, traveled. ThI. would ••ve approldmnely
1.700 g8IIone of fuel poet' dIY.

Refer to SectIon 6.6 fM m1tigatlorw
reUited to nolaa .

LACTC w. wont with 80uthwn
'"-clfIc to relocsta MCI, U8 Sprint.
and AT 10.T fib..- optic CI.tl... wt\6n
t ..... Qne. COC'N In conflict with tM
LAT elIQntnMIt.

To fwthor ntduce _rgy dunandl,
the proposed proJect IIho'*l employ
~Mntlve trAlnlt VtIhk:.. brMJng
lmprovemantl, coordn-t. traffle.~.
,... ~rwIIlng. Md~ TlUa 24
de."'n festural.

If

VJw6J Oulllry • VIIUAI Impact. would Includa: •

Ramov" orIt~ tIIof'll SPTC R.O.W.
o ....rt.ad cr.anary wino••

DeVtllopment of rall-ftllated f~ a.t., 8LWb~ •
AIrport Stltlon pa<Htltrian bridgtl.

•

15

Re~ ItrMt~ aIo-oO SPTC
R.O.W. wtth new 1trMtt.:1PC or
other 6ecoratlve f..tLn.

I.Jrban dnlgn ItWldanll en.a be
.ltabll.~ In .,... identified ••
having vl.u.a,. ""lltlVtlland u.n.

Provide fiming Nt...1dtI for public
Art In ItItk!n .,......
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Table 2
Summary of Environmental Impacts

EnviroMlent.1 Impact.Clltlgory

•

•

•

Impact. wou6d Includ. IIghtng lit atlrtlon plnforma •
and parll-Md.ftde facllltie., ".;htlng from ~Ilght.

from L.RT, and potenti. glare from new .tructU/'&I,

,., lIIgnlflclnt cutur. ...~. -... dINctly •
ancoUl'ltanod dLring ~ r...,alltlglltlone. How.v.r.
bec.uutho propo..cl reU corridortravlrn. _.,.1 of
known historic. developments. It lNy be poI.1ble
tlwt th6 colTidor II~ Of" Dbscurtng .Ignfflcant
~.

Unavold!bIe Actv!rH Imp!ot. The old CIty Jail •
8u11d\ng near th6 lOutham larrNnu, of the route
wo'*! be tab" and damohhed In ord... to facDitate
the dewlopmal'lt of the propo.-d allgnmem. 8ec.UH
It II allglbIa for Ioc AI 1aNlm.n: 1t~U'f In t he City of
Loa ~"'., It. demolIllon COftItltut•• a .Ignlflcant
advarH Impact to Ioc.tJ hWtortca nlaource.. •

SUUon lighting .hould bIo 6ealgned
to r-.duc. aplIloYar light lind Illata on
edillC8nt Nnaltlvtl I.nd UN•.

A. qualified IIIclwcMocIIeaI monItOf"

.r..:>uld bIo 111 mencl.nc. dlrlng IN
initial phaM. of any l80d c.1Iring '"
tha eautH 0' proiect ccnauuctlon.

PI10r to UIdng end demolllq the
City Jail BuIlding, • cost.:-a.~ftt and
.ng Irwamg anaIysI. ahouk' be
~rtormedto datI",*- If damolltlon
of thA building c_ be .voIded.
If d.rnoIItlon CA/VIOt be .~, a\

H1atoric BtructlAS Aapart ..... bIo
~. Thls,.port wi! docurr-rt
ttw ~nIftca,_ of the building ..-.d
Ita ptlysk:. condlt)ona, both historic
arld curr.nt. through ........~
drawW1g" photog,.... wrltt..'d••••
and taxt.

Traffic. IrnpWnentatlon wou6d crellte ~1tI)' '­

C\OauN. at at1Jrao. ln~ersaco.JoN,do-. or~
of traffic lit CDltUruction ....:0 tor 01.., railroad
brldlle., lind Inc,..weI truck tr.ffic geneiatkon lit •
rnIIjor nation ......

Unavoldllblt Ad!tlf!! 1!DD!01!: Short-term.

• UtIlItv Rooloclltlon. T!'la prot-ct w~ '*'o<;1It. the
SPTC freight rill ~nrroent;W.1tam UnIon T.aagiaph
underground In..; Mel, US SprInt, arJd ATItT flb&r
opUc cable.; -.>d Southam Cdfomla Edlaon elactnc.l
Inoaa htw to s....'"tlon 6.8). T!'la rMocukl-rt of the
bight BM .-grmem -.0 Impact. Commuter AMI
~ WMf Amtr. -*-.

•

~ W'd Dull. Ttw bulId~ of thol IIIgtvnartt'.
bridge. would CNatl ~1lZ6d nol.. aI)d dint Impact.
,..luItlng from explnded conttruetlon parIad and

. " - twwlll' conltructlon equipment.

•

•

•

Fonnutata tr.ffIc contfDI .... with
reapon6lb,* )wladlctloN 80d Call,.,...
prior to Itan of conftIUCtlon.

Employ public Informatton c.np.Mgn
to pro~ affected prop.tty owne,.
wlltl epecifIa d1It1. and Ioc8tionI
whMw COI\ItrueUon .. tab pilM:I.

NoiM IIpiMltfIcIltlona tor lnduUon IrI
COI\Itruetlondoc~.n.II comply
wIIh local ord~.

Conatructlon of the Vatdugo W..h
brlcI~ shocKJId ~~ d.,tng
the drlY ...aon to t"-t no

Wlltet In the d'~. cNinoell II
IxpoMd to comtrUCt~eddun
Impact••

• Coordlnatl conltruc:tlon to rnIIYnlz.
Impact. an p....ng.r tr.-u.
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