GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

SR-91/I-605/I-405 Technical
Advisory Committee
AGENDA
Tuesday, August 23, 2022 - 1:30 PM
Gateway Cities Council of Governments
MEETING REMOTE LOCATION: VIA Webinar
Please register in advance for the webinar
ADDRESS:
https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_xrrhUCVCSG6lfGHKqf7Xig
Phone:
669 900 6833
MEETING NUMBER:
839.9755.0457

AGENDA REPORTS AND OTHER WRITTEN DOCUMENTS ARE AVAILABLE ON
THE GATEWAY CITIES COG WEBSITE AT WWW.GATEWAYCOG.ORG.
PUBLIC COMMENTS: To address the 91/605/405 Technical Advisory Committee on
any agenda item or a matter within the Committee’s purview, you may provide
written comments by 10:30 a.m. the day of the meeting, via email to
info@gatewaycog.org. All written comments timely received will be distributed to
the 91/605/405 Technical Advisory Committee and will become part of the official
record. You may also make oral public comment during the Public Comment
period on the agenda

I.

CALL TO ORDER

II.

ROLL CALL

III.

AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA - This is the time and place to change the
order of the agenda, delete or add any agenda item(s).

IV.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: The 91/605/405 Technical Advisory Committee will hear
from the public on any item on the agenda or an item that is not on the agenda but
within its subject matter jurisdiction. The 91/605/405 Technical Advisory
Committee cannot discuss or take action on any item not on the agenda. The limit
for each speaker is three minutes unless otherwise specified by the Chair. Please
use the “Raise Hand” feature on Zoom to indicate that you wish to make a
comment. If you are calling in, please dial *9 to use the “Raise Hand” feature.

V.

CONSENT CALENDAR: All items under the Consent Calendar may be enacted
by one motion. Any item may be removed from the Consent Calendar and acted
upon separately by the Committee.
A.

Approval of Minutes for the Meeting of July 26, 2022, of the SR-91/I605/405 Technical Advisory Committee

CONSENT CALENDAR ACTION: A MOTION TO APPROVE THE
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM.
VI.
45 Min

REPORTS
A.

Measure R (Remaining Contingency) Funding Requests
• Measure R Funding Request for Construction Funds related to the
Firestone Blvd. at Lakewood Blvd. Project (MR 315.66) – City of
Downey
• Measure R Funding Request for Right of Way Funds related to the
Valley View / Alondra Intersection - City of Santa Fe Springs
• Measure R Funding Request for Construction Funds related to the
Pioneer Blvd. and 183rd Street Intersection Capacity Improvement –
City of Artesia

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO APPROVE INDIVIDUAL FUNDING
REQUESTS, OTHER POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
5 Min

B.

Gateway Cities COG Engineer Report by Yvette Kirrin and/or Kekoa
Anderson

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT,
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
VII.

COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS

VIII.

ADJOURNMENT

NOTICE: New items will not be considered after 4:00 PM. unless the Committee votes
to extend the time limit. Any items on the agenda that are not completed will be forwarded
to the next scheduled meeting.
IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICAN WITH DISABILITIES ACT, IF YOU NEED
SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING, PLEASE CONTACT
THE COG OFFICE AT (562) 663-6850. NOTIFICATION 48 HOURS PRIOR TO THE
MEETING WILL ENABLE THE COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS TO MAKE
REASONABLE ARRANGEMENT TO ENSURE ACCESSIBILITY TO THIS MEETING.

V. CONSENT CALENDAR
Item A.
Minutes
July 26, 2022

SR-91/I-605/I-405 Technical Advisory Committee Minutes
July 26, 2022
MINUTES OF THE
SR-91/I-605/I-405 CORRIDOR CITIES
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) MEETING
via Zoom
JULY 26, 2022
I.

CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order at 1:35 p.m.

II.

ROLL CALL

Roll Call was taken and presented below.
COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

Name
Ernesto Chaves
Jerry Stock (Vice Chair)
Kanna Vancheswaran
Dan Garcia
Ed Norris
Yunis Rahi
Bing Hyun
Max Withrow
Carl Hickman
Glen Kau
Bill Pagett
Terry Rodrigue
Noe Negrete (Chair)
Michelle Chapman
Mahdad Derakhshani
Ernesto Chaves
Nancy Pe
Eric Shen

City / Agency
Present
Artesia
X
Bellflower
X
Cerritos
Compton
X
Downey
X
Hawaiian Gardens
Industry
Lakewood
X
Long Beach
X
Norwalk
Paramount
X
Pico Rivera
Santa Fe Springs
X
Whittier
X
County of Los Angeles
Metro
X
Caltrans
X
San Gabriel Valley COG
Total =
11

Absent

X

X
X

X
X

X

X
8

OTHER ATTENDEES: Kekoa Anderson, Yvette Kirrin, Ana Pantoja, GCCOG Staff;
Lourdes Kriste, Isidro Panuco, Julio Perucho, Ricardo Corona, Steven Lee, Lucy
Delgadillo, Naomi Iwasaki, Jessica Medina, Hector Gutierrez, Metro; Wayne
Richardson, Michael Hynes, Jessica Slater, HDR, Inc.; Luke Klipp, LA County Hahn;
Maggie Cheung, LA County; Karen Lee, City of Artesia; Margaret Novak, M. Baker,
Int; Rafael Anaya, Tran Systems; Bill Stracker, JM Diaz; Sam Ekrami, Amit Shah,
Parsons; Shannon Willits, HNTB; Joe Linton, Streetsblog; Jackie Martinez, Emily
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Brandes, BKF Engineers; Mike Chesney, Gannett Fleming; Andy Nowak, Stephanie
Oslick, Georgia Medina, Nicholas Velazquez, Moffat & Nichol; Jeff Fromhertz, WSP

AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA
There were no amendments to the agenda.
III.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None.
IV.

CONSENT CALENDAR

Approval of Minutes for the Meeting of April 26, 2022, of the SR-91/I-605/405
Technical Advisory Committee.
It was moved by Ed Norris (Downey) and seconded by Jerry Stock (Bellflower).
Without objection, the vote was passed, without abstention.
V.

REPORTS
A.

91/605/405 Hots Spots Update

Isidro Panuco (Metro) provided an update to the 605 CIP EIR/EIS – He noted that the
last time they presented was at the May 2022 TAC, to start up the project again, and
they will be kicking off meetings with jurisdictions to discuss baseline of the project,
the new policy considerations, and community engagement strategy with the public
works, city managers and elected representatives. He noted that the Metro Board has
adopted objectives for multimodal highway investment and those will need to also be
considered to advance the project.
GCCOG Staff, Yvette Kirrin, clarified that the initial meetings would be to meet with us
first, including the PW Directors, CM and Elected officials, to discuss the baseline
project and get everyone on the same page, and then they will go out to the public
with the project outreach strategy.
Chair Noe Negrete requested additional clarification in context with the CCC motion.
Metro’s Ernesto Chaves noted that step one is touch base with the individual members
to determine the best way to conduct the outreach. Metro is open to other/additional
alternatives including revisiting, retooling alternatives, as a result of the meetings.
Metro’s Lucy Delgadillo provided the Hot Spots updates to the group. She shared a
PowerPoint presentation regarding the status of each project noting that Carlos
Montez was on vacation and could be more helpful with additional details.
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

605/South Street was supposed be advertised next month. Construction is
working on the procurement process.
605/91 is close to completion of design in end 2022.
91/Central to Acacia – anticipating RTL in October 2023, so the project is under
design.
Atlantic to Cherry design is completed and project is going to construction in
early 2023.
605/Beverly is close to final design, in September 2022, which will go to bid in
mid-2023.
605/Valley – PAED approval was last year, and design is expected in
November 2022.
605/7yh street – no changes and design is on hold.
Whittier Boulevard – design complete and advertising is pending with City of
Whittier.

It was moved by Bill Pagett (Paramount) and seconded by Michelle Chapman
(Whittier) to receive and file report. It was approved without objection or abstention.
B.

Current Program Funding Update

Ernesto Chaves (Metro) noted that the handouts were distributed and asked if any
questions. Lucy Delgadillo (Metro) provided a little more detail on the reports. Total
Programmed available for Measure R is $11.6 million. Measure M projects were
approved, and FA’s are underway.
Yvette Kirrin (GCCOG) brought up the request for Measure R exception for the
City of Artesia at our next TAC meeting.
It was moved by Carl Hickman (Long Beach) and seconded by Nancy Pe
(Caltrans) to receive and file report. It was approved without objection or
abstention.

C.

Metro Objectives for Multimodal Investment

Ernesto Chaves (Metro) presented the item, along with noting the report provided
in the agenda package. Ernesto will also provide a presentation to the
Transportation Committee and full GCCOG Board. He noted that policy landscape
has changed at the local, regional, state and federal levels. He noted that the
highway group is now part of Multimodal Corridors in the Planning Department,
and they will be moving to integrate these objectives into all new projects. He noted
a summary of the objectives.
Both Noe and Yvette expressed how we need to get a better feel for the actual
menu of ways that address VMT and the Project Need, as an example. Also

SR-91/I-605/I-405 Technical Advisory Committee Minutes
July 26, 2022
discussed were the concepts of opportunities and resiliency. In this context,
resiliency is the availably of the transportation system that can to bounce back into
service and opportunity means options available for people to travel to jobs. In
climate change context, resiliency is the ability to withstand the various shocks and
issues that we’ll see over the next few decades, and how well are our systems able
to respond to it. Noe said the he thinks that 98% of peoples access is a roadway
and freeway, and their shock would be the freeway not working well, so how does
this work? Ernesto noted that the addition of capacity can increase VMT. Noe
said if overwhelmingly people use cars, then why isn’t that our focus. Then he
mentioned multimodal, and the lack of access to it, such as GoldLine and
EcoRapid, is going to take years and years, so live with the freeway and wait for
the multimodal for years and years more. We are not investing in the option most
used which is the freeways. Lastly, he expressed his frustration with traffic,
commute times, and even the local streets are getting bad. He noted that he just
wants things to get better.
Bill Pagett noted that he seems like all were talking about is the major freeways,
vs. how we get to the major multimodal locations, and our arterials are already very
impacted. Ernesto noted that they are working to advance multimodal options,
which includes access on freeways and arterials. Bill expressed concern of
freeway money going to multimodal options rather than solving hotspots.
Lastly, Noe noted that we can’t get to a multimodal system, like Chicago, without
acquiring property, as we all want other options like trains. It works in other big
cities, and it’s unclear how we get there without property.
It was moved by Ed Norris (Downey) and seconded by Carl Hickman (Long Beach)
to receive and file report. It was approved without objection or abstention.

D.

Metro Equity Framework

Ernesto brought up the presentation and turned the presentation over to Naomi
Iwasaki, senior director of Metro’s Office of Equity and Race, created in 2020.
Equity was defined as disparities and is a process to distribution resources and
services fairly and based on need. The platform was described as a combination
of “define and measure” “Focus and deliver’ “listen and learn” and “Train and
grow”.
Based on a question raised, Naomi noted that the Rapid equity assessment
provides an outline and guide for reports being submitted, and it asks questions to
make them think about the indirect and equity impacts. Also used as an “Internal
facing document” to Metro where budget requests are under scrutiny and how
equity impacts expenditures. For the 710, they have compared impacts over time
that have resulted in conditions today. They have an Equity Working Group.
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Bill said that he likes the word equity with regard to the subregion, and see map
the how we are inadequately served, unlike the west side. Carl also commented
that was talking with a grant coordinator and equity was in the conversation. He
expressed concern that we are used to solving problems based on technical safety
concerns, and benefit cost data, and this all needs to be connected together, and
there are 2 different priorities, including solving safety issues, vs trying to be
equitable. There is so much going on at a macro level, that we don’t have a way
to tie this into meeting our goals in solving infrastructure needs.
Noe provided final comments that public works wants all these philosophies, and
he noted that he became an engineer for everyone to have the benefit of good
infrastructure. He noted that we are good with code, manuals, etc. and we need to
understand the process of how things are applied, so that designs are improved
within his own City.
It was moved by Carl Hickman (Long Beach) and seconded by Michelle Chapman
(Whittier) to receive and file report. It was approved without objection or
abstention.
E.

Measure M Funding (Increase) Request

This item was tabled by the chair for the next meeting, which will be scheduled for
Tuesday, August 24, 2022, as the TAC lost quorum after the last agenda item was
received and filed.
F.

Gateway Cities COG Engineer’s Report

No Report.
VI.

COMMENTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS
No Comments.

VII.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 3:07 p.m.

VI. REPORT
Item A
Measure R Funding
(Contingency) Requests

I-605 Hot Spots
Congestion Study Early
Action Plan
Lakewood Boulevard at Firestone Boulevard

Intersection Improvement Project
(intersection no. 10)
City of Downey
August 23, 2022

Presentation Format
◼
◼

◼
◼
◼

Project Description, Background & Location
Proposed Improvements
Early Action Project Funding Nomination Criteria
Project Funding Summary & Request
Questions and Answers

Project Description
This Early Action (EA) Intersection Project (Project #10 on the EA List)
includes Improvements to the Lakewood Boulevard at Firestone Boulevard
intersection to address long term traffic projections identified in the I-605
Freeway Hot Spots Congestion Study and to eliminate bottlenecks at the
intersection. The work under this project includes, but not limited to the
following:
◼

Double left-turn lanes in southbound and northbound directions;

◼

Reconstruction of the intersection with a concrete intersection with
decorative crosswalks;

◼

Modification of traffic signal; and

◼

Incidental striping, signing and pavement markings.

◼

All work will be completed within existing right-of-way.

Project Location – Existing Condition

Project Location – Proposed Condition

Background
The following information provides background for this request:
◼

Lakewood Blvd:




◼

35,000 VPD
Major arterial
Connects to the I-5 Fwy. about 1.7 miles north of the intersection

Firestone Blvd.:




40,000 VPD
Major arterial
Connects to the I-605 Fwy. about 1.4 miles east of the intersection

◼

The Lakewood Blvd. at Firestone Blvd. intersection (study
intersection no. 10) is subject to diverted traffic from the I-5 Freeway
by virtue of the connections to the freeway.

◼

Several large generators of traffic are located nearby the
intersection, including two large and several other retail uses, CocaCola bottling facility and Downey H.S. which contribute to significant
vehicular and pedestrian volumes at the intersection.

◼

The intersection has the highest accident rate (by far) among
intersections in the City.

Background (cont.)
◼

The proposed improvements at the Lakewood Blvd. at Firestone
Blvd. intersection (study intersection no. 10) will be completed as a
City project (Capital Improvement Project No. 14-09). Currently,
$1.3 mil. in I-605 Corridor Hot Spot Measure R funds is
programmed for this project. $2.7 mil. in I-605 Measure R was
originally earmarked for this project based on the estimated cost at
the time. The City made a presentation to the 91/605/405 TAC on
7-28-15 to request $1.3 mil. for this project only, since the city was
originally planning to also use a $1.4 mil. federal congressional
earmark for this project which would have covered the remainder of
the $2.7 mil. project budget. However, the city ended up
exchanging the $1.4 mil. earmark with Metro for repurposed Prop C
funds in 2018 to fund another project which had higher priority at the
time. Based on the current engineer’s estimate for the project, an
additional $2.693 million in 91/605/405 Congestion Hot Spots
Measure R funds are being requested at this time in order to fund
the construction phase of the project.

◼

Together with the Florence Blvd. at Lakewood Blvd. (study
intersection no. 11) and Imperial Hwy. at Lakewood Blvd. (study
intersection no. 9) Intersection Improvement Projects, this project
will complete the last “piece” as far as street and capacity
improvements along both the Firestone and Lakewood Boulevard
corridors.

Early Action Project Funding
Nomination Criteria
1.

2.

o

o

o

Is the initial project consistent with the I-605 Alternatives as currently defined? How is the
project consistent (provide details)? Yes
The project, as designed, is consistent with the I-605 preferred Alternatives (Arterial
System Improvements). The Lakewood Blvd. at Firestone Blvd. intersection is defined as
a major intersection with a level of service of F during peak hours. The project is needed
in order to alleviate congestion from the intersection and eliminate a bottleneck along the
Lakewood Blvd. corridor. The intersection is located approx. 1.4 miles west of the I-605
Freeway.
Can the initial project stand alone by itself?
Yes
Does it have independent utility?
Yes
Can it be built consistent with existing and ultimate conditions in the I-605 corridor?
Yes
Are there any costs that could be “lost” to make the project consistent with the potential
ultimate configuration?
No

o

If so, how much? Not applicable

o

What are the “risk” costs estimated to be associated with building the project early if the I605 corridor design changes as currently proposed? None

Early Action Project Funding
Nomination Criteria
4.

What clearance(s) does this initial project already have (or will have)? What is the status of the
clearance(s)?
– Not applicable
PR – Not applicable
Environmental – Categorical exclusion (recorded on 5-11-21)
PS&E – To be Completed in August 2022
R/W – Not applicable.
PSR

5.

Is there local support (or opposition) for this initial project? Is this project a local priority? There is
local support for the project. In addition, the project is a local priority.

6.

Can this initial project proceed independently of I-605 Corridor Project?
Yes

Early Action Project Funding
Nomination Criteria
7.

What funding is being requested? What is the time frame for that funding request? Are there any
existing funds, potential funding or matching funds (identify sources or potential sources)?
o Is the project consistent with the funding programmed for Measure R ? Yes
Remaining Project Costs
1. PS&E
$ 5,000
2. Construction
$ 3,300,000
3. Construction Management & Contingency $ 450,000
Total =
$ 3.75 million

8.

What is the schedule for this potential initial early action project.
Environmental
Complete
Complete PS&E:
August 2022
Advertise:
September 2022
Contract award:
November 2022
Construction Start:
January 2023
Construction End:
July 2023
Close-out/Acceptance
August 2023

Project Funding Summary & Request
Estimated Total Project Cost:

$3.988 million

Estimated Total Expenditures To date:
( PS&E and R/W Acquisition)

$238,000

Estimated Remaining Project Cost

$3.75 million

Current remaining Measure R fund balance:
_________________________________________________

Additional funding request:

$2,693,000

$1,057,000

To Summarize:
◼

City’s Funding Request:
City is requesting funding in the amount of $2.693 million of the remaining project cost to
cover the construction phase of the project.

Questions and Answers

SR-91/I-605/I-405 HOT SPOT PROJECT

Valley View Avenue and Alondra Boulevard
Intersection Improvements

TAC Meeting Presentation
July 26, 2022

1
Project
Milestones /
Overview

➢ City has existing Funding Agreement (FA)
with LA Metro, seeks Amendment to FA
1.

Preliminary Engineering / Final Design LACMTA (Lead Agency) COMPLETE

2.

Right of Way Acquisition – City of Santa Fe
Springs (Lead Agency) IN PROGRESS
1. Order of Possession of all
properties June 2022

1.

Construction - City of Santa Fe Springs
(Lead Agency) EST. SUMMER 2023

The Valley View Avenue and Alondra Boulevard intersection is shared by the
Cities of La Mirada (E/S) and Santa Fe Springs (W/S).

Valley View Ave

2
Project
Location
Alondra Blvd

City Boundary

3
Proposed Project
Improvements

Alondra Boulevard
➢ Two thru lanes, dual left turn lanes,
A
through/right outside lane in both directions
Valley View Avenue (N/B)
➢ One through lane, dual left turn lanes,
through/right outside lane, Class II bike lane
B Valley View Avenue (S/B)
➢ Two through lanes, dual left turn lanes,
through/right outside lane
C
Right of way necessary along south side of
Alondra Blvd. and east side of Valley View
Avenue, south of intersection.

ALONDRA BOULEVARD

VALLEY VIEW AVENUE

C

A

A
B
N

Rosecrans Avenue/ Valley View Avenue

A. Rosecrans Avenue and Valley View Avenue Intersection –
Include ROW Phase

4
Right-of-Way
Acquisition

Three (3) properties are impacted and need a combination of
land acquisition and/or temporary construction easements.
Assessor Parcel
Numbers
APN

Impact Type
(Acquisition
and/or TCE)

Cost*

1

7001-012-126

Acquisition and
TCE

$553,000

2
3

7001-012-043
7001-012-039

Acquisition and TCE

$600,000*

4

8069-006-004

Acquisition and
TCE

$82,000

Total ROW Cost $1,235,000

*Estimated

VALLEY VIEW AVENUE

Right of Way Acquisition

ALONDRA BOULEVARD

N

Phase

5
Project Funding

Budget Amount

Actual / Est.
Cost

Right-of-Way
Support

$110,000

$110,000

Right-of-Way
Acquisition

$315,000

$1,235,000

Construction
Support

$250,000

$250,000

Construction

$1,992,000

$1,992,000

$2,667,000

$3,587,000

TOTAL

Funding
Request

$920,000

6
Proposed
Schedule

Phase

Proposed Schedule

Presentation to
TAC/Additional
Funding

June 28, 2022

Bidding / Award of
Contract

Spring 2023

Construction

Summer 2023

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS (Q & A)

Pioneer Blvd. and 183rd St. Intersection
Capacity Improvement Project

Overhead view of larger area
showing relation to SR-91

Detail of intersection

August 19, 2022

City of Artesia

Overview

•
•
•
•
•
•

Project Location and Need
Project Description
Proposed Cross-Section
Funding Criteria
Summary
Questions & Answers

Project Location and Need
• Pioneer Blvd. & 183rd St.
• Major link to SR-91 Fwy and within
one mile from on- and off-ramps
• Existing traffic deficiency
• Unsafe lane conditions
• Inadequate traffic volume control

• Improve flow from traffic coming into
and out of the City from SR-91 Fwy
• Pinch point for major commuting
route

SR-91

Project Description
Project consists of the following construction activities:
•

Restripe Pioneer Boulevard south of 183rd Street
• Add a dedicated right turn lane from Pioneer
Blvd. northbound to 183rd Street
•

Remove painted median and restripe lanes to
align with the lanes on Pioneer Blvd. north of
183rd Street

•

Prepare intersection for future bike lanes per
City’s adopted ATP

Project Location and Need
Address existing safety deficiencies
• Restriping will help drivers stay in lanes
• Restriping will provide safe left and right turn movement
at the intersection and alleviate traffic
• Caltrans is modifying SR-91 Fwy WB on- and off-ramps

Project Description

Benefits:
• Facilitate traffic movement for users to get to and from for
SR-91 Project from Pioneer Boulevard
•

Prevents excessive queuing on Pioneer Boulevard

•

Complementary to the traffic signal project at Pioneer Blvd.
and Arkansas St.
Prepares Pioneer Blvd. for future active transportations
improvements in City’s adopted ATP

•

Traffic Striping Plan

Cross Section

Funding Criteria
1) Is the initial project consistent with the I-605/ SR-91 Alternatives as
currently defined? How is the project consistent (provide details)?
•

Yes, it is consistent

•

The project is within a mile from the SR-91

•

Will make it safer to get on and off of SR-91 at Pioneer
Boulevard

•

Will facilitate safer traffic in the neighborhoods near SR-91

Funding Criteria
2) Can the initial project stand alone by itself? Does it have independent
utility? Can it be built consistent with existing and ultimate conditions in
the I-605 / SR-91 corridor?
•

Yes, project can stand alone by itself and is needed to improve
current traffic conditions

•

Independent Utility
• Beneficial to City regardless of the SR-91/ I-605
improvements
•

Will mitigate existing traffic deficiencies

•

Not dependent on any other utility projects

Funding Criteria
3) Are there any costs that could be “lost” to make the project consistent
with the potential ultimate configuration? If so, how much? Is the initial
project consistent with the I-605 / SR-91 Alternatives as currently
defined? How is the project consistent (provide details)?
•

No lost cost

•

Project will complement with future SR-91 expansion plans by
addressing existing traffic flow deficiencies

•

Project is consistent with City’s adopted ATP

Funding Criteria
4) What are the “risk” costs estimated to be associated with building the
project early if the I-605/ SR-91 corridor design changes as currently
proposed?
• No “risk” costs associated with building the project
•

The project will not interfere with upcoming expansion plans for
SR-91

Funding Criteria
5) What clearance(s) does this initial project already have (or will
have)? What is the status of the clearance(s)?
• All improvements are within the City’s right-of-way
• Categorically exempt under CEQA
6) Is there local support (or opposition) for this initial project? Is this
project a local priority?
• Project requested by the City Council during recent
council retreat
• Frequently requested by residents and businesses at
community meetings
• No known opposition

Funding Criteria
7) What funding is being requested? What is the time frame for that funding
request? Are there any existing funds, potential funding or matching funds
(identify sources or potential sources)? Is the project consistent with the funding
programmed for Measure R?
Activity
Construction
Construction Management
Contingency
Total Project Request

$
$
$
$

Costs
80,000
10,000
10,000
100,000

• City is requesting Measure R funds to fund the construction of the striping
plan.
• Proposed striping is part of a larger public works project for which the City
has already leveraged funds.

Funding Criteria
Leveraged funding:
• The City has already leveraged the costs of the PS&E for a total of $10,000.

• The City will internally fund the administrative costs for the project at
approximately $2,500.
•

The City projects a total cost of approximately $100,000.

Funding Criteria
8) What is the schedule for this potential initial early action project?
Activity

Schedule

Final Design, Preliminary Engineering and Environmental, and ROW
Acquisition

Completed

Obtain Construction Funding

In progress

Bid Solicitation

Dependent on
securing funding

Construction Begins

TBD

9) Is there any other information that should be presented?
•

Project plans are completed and is bid-ready

Summary
• Proposed restriping consistent with SR-91/I-605 project
goals
• Location within one mile of SR-91 on-and off-ramps
• Improves existing traffic deficiency
• Safer Access
• Funding requested
• Construction

$80,000

• Construction Management

$10,000

• Contingency

$10,000
$100,000

Questions and Answers

