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Chapter 1 Proposed Project 

1.1 Introduction 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 7 and the Los 

Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), in collaboration with 

the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (GCCOG) and the Cities of Cerritos and 

Artesia, propose to widen and improve approximately 4 miles (mi) of freeway along 

westbound State Route 91 (SR-91) between approximately Shoemaker Avenue and 

the Interstate 605 (I-605) interchange, and at the I-605 northbound exit to Alondra 

Boulevard. The Study Area includes westbound SR-91 (Post Miles [PM] 16.9–19.8) 

and northbound I-605 (PM 5.0–5.8) and traverses the cities of Cerritos and Artesia. 

Caltrans, as assigned by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is the Lead 

Agency for compliance under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

Caltrans is the Lead Agency for compliance under the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA). Figure 1-1 shows the project location and vicinity. 

The Westbound SR-91 Improvement Project (project) is funded by County of Los 

Angeles Measure R sales tax funds, which are administered by Metro. Under 

Measure R, $590 million has been set aside for the I-605 “Hot Spots” Program. The 

project cost is estimated at $140 million and will be listed as an Early Action priority. 

Metro has been awarded $32 million in 2018 Trade Corridor Enhancement Program 

(TCEP) funds by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to design and 

construct the project. 

California participated in the Surface Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program 

(Pilot Program), pursuant to 23 United States Code (USC) 327, for more than 5 years, 

beginning July 1, 2007, and ending September 30, 2012. The Moving Ahead for 

Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21 [P.L. 112-141]), signed by President 

Barack Obama on July 6, 2012, amended 23 USC 327 to establish a permanent 

Surface Transportation Project Delivery Program. As a result, Caltrans entered into a 

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) pursuant to 23 USC 327 (NEPA Assignment 

MOU) with FHWA. The NEPA Assignment MOU became effective October 1, 2012, 

and was renewed on December 23, 2016, for a term of 5 years. In summary, Caltrans 

continues to assume FHWA responsibilities under NEPA and other federal 

environmental laws in the same manner as was assigned under the Pilot Program, 

with minor changes. With NEPA Assignment, FHWA assigned and Caltrans assumed 

all of the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Secretary’s  
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SOURCE: Bing Maps (2014); Michael Baker (4/2017)
I:\RBF1601\GIS\MXD\ProjectLocation_Streets.mxd (4/5/2018)
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responsibilities under NEPA. This assignment includes projects on the State Highway 

System and Local Assistance Projects off of the State Highway System within the 

State of California, except for certain categorical exclusions (CE) that FHWA 

assigned to Caltrans under the 23 USC 326 CE Assignment MOU, projects excluded 

by definition, and specific project exclusions. 

The proposed project is listed in Amendment #3 to the 2016 Regional Transportation 

Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) with Project ID 1163S012. The 

2016 RTP was approved by the Regional Council of the Southern California 

Association of Governments (SCAG) on April 7, 2016, and was adopted on 

September 6, 2018. The proposed project is included in the Federal Transportation 

Improvement Program (FTIP), Amendment #17-22. The FTIP was approved by the 

SCAG on July 31, 2018, and the FTA and FHWA approved the FTIP on December 

17, 2018.  

1.2 Purpose and Need 

1.2.1 Purpose 

The purpose of the project is to reduce congestion and improve freeway operations 

(both mainline and ramps), improve safety, and improve local and system interchange 

operations. 

1.2.2 Need 

Westbound SR-91 approaching the connector ramp for both northbound and 

southbound I-605 currently experiences substantial congestion, which will continue in 

the future No Build condition. This congestion, as a result of inadequate capacity of 

the existing two-lane connector for westbound SR-91 to northbound and southbound 

I-605 as well as the closely spaced freeway entrance and exit ramps, contributes to a 

high concentration of accidents. 

1.2.2.1 Capacity, Transportation Demand, and Safety 

Existing Capacity and Levels of Service 

Freeway traffic flow can be defined in terms of levels of service (LOS). There are six 

defined LOS for freeways: LOS A to LOS F. As shown on Figure 1-2, LOS A 

represents free traffic flow with low traffic volumes and high speeds, and LOS F 

represents traffic volumes that exceed the facility capacity and result in forced flow 

operations at low speeds. 
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Figure 1-2  LOS Thresholds for a Basic Freeway Segment 

The results of the Draft Traffic Analysis Report (which used the Highway Capacity 

Manual (HCM) method of analysis for determining LOS), provided in Table 1.1 and 

shown on Figure 1-3 (a.m. peak period) and Figure 1-4 (p.m. peak period), indicate 

that all existing freeway mainline segments are currently operating at LOS D or better 

during the peak hours. All freeway mainline segments would also operate at LOS D  



SOURCE Revised Draft Traffic Analysis Report, 2017:
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Table 1.1  Year 2016 Existing Conditions Freeway Mainline Level of 
Service Analysis – Highway Capacity Manual Method 

Segment Location 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Density 
(pc/mi/ln) 

LOS 
Density 

(pc/mi/ln) 
LOS 

Westbound SR-91 
Carmenita Road Off-Ramp to 183rd Street On-Ramp 23.8 C 25.1 C 
Artesia Boulevard Off-Ramp to Artesia Boulevard On-Ramp 22.9 C 24.4 C 
Artesia Boulevard On-Ramp to Bloomfield Avenue On-Ramp 25.3 C 27.5 D 
Norwalk Boulevard Off-Ramp to Norwalk Boulevard Loop On-Ramp 25.6 C 27.9 D 
Norwalk Boulevard Loop On-Ramp to Norwalk Boulevard Direct On-Ramp 27.2 D 29.3 D 
Pioneer Boulevard Off-Ramp to Pioneer Boulevard Loop On-Ramp 27.6 D 30.0 D 
Pioneer Boulevard Loop On-Ramp to Pioneer Boulevard Direct On-Ramp 28.6 D 31.8 D 
I-605 Off-Ramp (NB & SB) to Studebaker Road Off-Ramp 22.0 C 26.4 D 
Studebaker Road Off-Ramp to I-605 NB/WB SR-91 Loop On-Ramp 19.6 C 25.0 C 
I-605 NB/WB SR-91 Loop On-Ramp to I-605 SB/WB SR-91 On-Ramp 18.8 C 25.4 C 
Source: Table 2-8, Traffic Operations Analysis Report (2018). 
I-605 = Interstate 605 
LOS = level of service 
NB = northbound 

pc/mi/ln = passenger car per mile per lane 
SB = southbound 
SR-91 = State Route 91 

WB = westbound 

 

or better during peak hours in the 2024 No Build scenario. Caltrans strives for 

freeway facilities to operate at either LOS C or D. Further details regarding existing 

and future traffic conditions are provided in Section 2.5, Traffic. 

All existing freeway weaving segments operate at LOS D or better during the peak 

hours, except for the weaving segment from the Pioneer Boulevard on-ramp to the 

I-605 off-ramp for which the HCM results indicate LOS F, as shown in Table 1.2. All 

existing freeway merge and diverge segments operate at LOS D or better during peak 

hours, as shown in Table 1.3. All existing intersections in the Study Area operate at 

LOS D or better during peak hours, as shown in Table 1.4.  

Table 1.2  Year 2016 Existing Conditions Freeway Weaving Analysis 

Segment Location 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Density 
(pc/mi/ln) 

LOS 
Density 

(pc/mi/ln) 
LOS 

Westbound SR-91 
183rd Street On-Ramp to Artesia Boulevard Off-Ramp 26.7 C 27.7 C 
Bloomfield Avenue On-Ramp to Norwalk Boulevard Off-Ramp 27.7 C 30.1 D 
Norwalk Boulevard Direct On-Ramp to Pioneer Boulevard Off-Ramp 28.8 D 32.0 D 
Pioneer Boulevard Direct On-Ramp to I-605 Off-Ramp (NB & SB) − F − F 
Northbound I-605 
SR-91 WB On-Ramp to Alondra Boulevard Off-Ramp − F − F 

Source: Table 2-10, Traffic Operations Analysis Report (2018). 
Note: Shaded cells indicate unsatisfactory LOS (i.e., LOS E or F). 
I-605 = Interstate 605 
LOS = level of service 
NB = northbound 

pc/mi/ln = passenger cars per mile per lane 
SB = southbound 
SR-91 = State Route 91 

WB = westbound 

 



Chapter 1 Proposed Project 

Westbound State Route 91 Improvement Project IS/EA 1-12 

Table 1.3  Year 2016 Existing Conditions Freeway Merge 
and Diverge Analysis 

Junction 
Merge/ 
Diverge 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 
Density 

(pc/mi/ln) 
LOS 

Density 
(pc/mi/ln) 

LOS 

Westbound SR-91 
Artesia Boulevard On-Ramp Merge 21.8 C 24.4 C 
Norwalk Boulevard Loop On-Ramp Merge 22.1 C 23.2 C 
Pioneer Boulevard Loop On-Ramp Merge 22.3 C 24.7 C 
Studebaker Road Off-Ramp Diverge 25.6 C 29.0 D 
I-605 NB On-Ramp Merge 20.3 C 29.4 D 
Source: Table 2-11, Traffic Operations Analysis Report (2018). 
I-605 = Interstate 605 
LOS = level of service 
NB = northbound 
pc/mi/ln = passenger cards per mile per lane 
SR-91 = State Route 91 

 

Table 1.4  Year 2016 Existing Conditions Intersection 
Level of Service Analysis 

Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delay (sec/veh) LOS Delay (sec/veh) LOS 
Westbound SR-91 
WB SR-91 Off-Ramp/Artesia Boulevard 22.5 C 19.0 B 
Bloomfield Avenue/WB SR-91 On-Ramp 10.5 B 8.4 A 
Norwalk Boulevard/WB SR-91 Off-Ramp 9.9 A 6.9 A 
Pioneer Boulevard/WB SR-91 Off-Ramp 7.2 A 6.4 A 
Studebaker Road/WB SR-91 Off-Ramp 16.5 B 8.3 A 
Northbound I-605 
NB I-605 Off-Ramp/Alondra Boulevard 25.1 C 38.9 D 
Source: Table 2-13, Traffic Operations Analysis Report (2018). 
I-605 = Interstate 605 
LOS = level of service 
NB = northbound 
sec/veh = seconds per vehicle 
SR-91 = State Route 91 
WB = westbound 

 

In areas with long vehicle queues, slow speeds, and high levels of congestion, the 

HCM method of analysis can report LOS that is better than what drivers actually 

experience on the road. In order to report LOS that more closely reflects what drivers 

experience, the speed method of analysis for determining LOS was also employed. 

The speed method of analysis included observing existing speed profiles in the Study 

Area and comparing those speeds to likely LOS designations.  
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Based on the speed method of analysis, the existing freeway mainline segments 

mostly experience LOS E and LOS F during both peak periods, as shown in Table 1.5 

and on Figure 1-5 (a.m. peak period) and Figure 1-6 (p.m. peak period). It should be 

noted that the segments analyzed using the speed method are different than the 

segments analyzed using the HCM method because the HCM segments are 

determined based on criteria used in the HCM manual that define analysis segments. 

However, for the speed method, the locations are entirely dependent on the locations 

of the Caltrans Performance Measurement System (PeMS) detector stations that 

provided the speed information. 

Table 1.5  Year 2016 Existing Conditions Freeway Mainline Level of 
Service Analysis – Speed Method 

Segment Location 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Average 
Speed (mph) 

LOS 
Average 

Speed (mph) 
LOS 

Westbound SR-91 
Carmenita Road Off-Ramp to 183rd Street On-Ramp 40.0 D 30.0 E 
183rd Street On-Ramp to Artesia Boulevard Off-Ramp 29.0 F 27.0 F 
Artesia Boulevard Off-Ramp to Artesia Boulevard On-Ramp 25.0 F 22.0 F 
Artesia Boulevard On-Ramp to Bloomfield Avenue On-Ramp 22.0 F 21.0 F 
Bloomfield Avenue On-Ramp to Norwalk Boulevard Off-Ramp 20.0 F 22.0 F 
Norwalk Boulevard Off-Ramp to Norwalk Boulevard Loop On-Ramp 28.0 F 32.0 E 
Norwalk Boulevard Direct On-Ramp to Pioneer Boulevard Off-Ramp  39.0 D 41.0 D 
Pioneer Boulevard Off-Ramp to Pioneer Boulevard Loop On-Ramp 33.0 E 37.0 D 
Pioneer Boulevard Loop On-Ramp to Pioneer Boulevard Direct On-
Ramp 

37.0 D 46.0 C 

Pioneer Boulevard Direct On-Ramp to I-605 Off-Ramp (NB and SB) 44.0 D 47.0 C 
Northbound I-605 
SR-91 WB On-Ramp to Alondra Boulevard Off-Ramp 32.0 E 40.0 D 
Source: Table 2-9, Traffic Operations Analysis Report (2018). 
Note: Shaded cells indicate unsatisfactory LOS (i.e., LOS E or F). 
I-605 = Interstate 605 
LOS = level of service 
mph = miles per hour 
NB = northbound 

SB = southbound 
SR-91 = State Route 91 
WB = westbound 

 

The existing (2016) congestion during peak hours along westbound SR-91 is caused 

by the freeway geometric design along the Study Area and the high traffic demand. 

The two-lane westbound to northbound/southbound freeway-to-freeway connector 

ramp continues to worsen as the peak-hour flow of traffic creates vehicle queues. The 

vehicle queues cause slowing and congestion on westbound SR-91 leading up to the 

I-605 connector ramp. Demand is forecast to increase in the absence of physical and 

operational improvements. 
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The congestion caused by the ramp is then worsened by current geometric conditions, 

including the closely spaced arterial interchanges at Pioneer Boulevard, Norwalk 

Boulevard, and Bloomfield Avenue. These ramps are spaced much closer together 

than current freeway design standards allow, and this close spacing further 

contributes to congestion due to inadequate distances for vehicles to merge and weave 

to access the freeway on- and off-ramps. The interchange improvements would 

increase vehicular weaving and merging distances between interchanges.  

Travel Times and Speeds 

As shown in Table 1.5, traffic speeds are slowest at the eastern end of the Study Area 

and increase going to the west. This is a result of the fact that over 3,000 vehicles in 

the peak hour exit from westbound SR-91 to I-605, thereby reducing the traffic 

demand on the remaining lanes on westbound SR-91. Additionally, traffic speeds 

leading to the I-605 connector ramp and on the I-605 ramp are low. SR-91 is the 

closest east-west corridor to the two ports and provides direct access to many major 

warehouse clusters and distribution centers in the region. 

Accidents and Safety  

Accident data for the project limits are provided in Tables 1.6 and 1.7 for the 3-year 

period from January 1, 2012, through December 31, 2014. The accident data were 

obtained from Caltrans’ Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System (TASAS) 

database. 

As shown in Tables 1.6 and 1.7, a total of 1,177 accidents occurred within the project 

limits, including the mainline segments, freeway-to-freeway direct connect ramps, 

and freeway-to-arterial ramps. The majority of the accidents (88 percent) occurred on 

the mainline segments, while the remainder (12 percent) occurred at the freeway-to-

freeway direct connect ramps and freeway-to-arterial ramps. Approximately 82 

percent of mainline accidents occurred on westbound SR-91. The accident rates at 12 

locations were higher than the statewide averages for fatal plus injury accidents, 

while accident rates at 11 locations were higher than the statewide averages for total 

accidents. The locations where the actual accident rate is greater than the statewide 

average accident rate for similar facilities are highlighted on Figure 1-7. 
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Table 1.6  Westbound SR-91 Freeway, Summary of Existing (01/2012–12/2014) Accident Rates 

Map 
No.

1
 

Location 
Actual Accident Rates

2,3
 Statewide Average Accident Rates

2
 Number of Accidents

2
 

Fatal Fatal + Injury Total Fatal Fatal + Injury Total Fatal Injury PDO Total 

Freeway Mainline Segments 
 Bellflower Boulevard to I-605 Freeway Interchange 0.000 0.180 0.500 0.003 0.280 0.960 0 (0%) 35 (36%) 61 (64%) 96 
 I-605 Freeway Interchange to Studebaker Road 0.000 0.330 0.830 0.004 0.340 1.110 0 (0%) 8 (40%) 12 (60%) 20 
1 Studebaker Road to Pioneer Boulevard 0.000 0.670 1.990 0.004 0.310 1.050 0 (0%) 100 (34%) 198 (66%) 298 
2 Pioneer Boulevard to Norwalk Boulevard 0.012 0.690 2.550 0.004 0.320 1.050 1 (1%) 56 (26%) 153 (73%) 210 
3 Norwalk Boulevard to Bloomfield Avenue 0.000 0.320 1.230 0.004 0.310 1.030 0 (0%) 25 (26%) 70 (74%) 95 
4 Bloomfield Avenue to Artesia Avenue 0.000 0.370 1.270 0.004 0.310 1.020 0 (0%) 13 (29%) 32 (71%) 45 
 Artesia Avenue to Shoemaker Avenue 0.000 0.290 0.810 0.004 0.300 1.000 0 (0%) 11 (35%) 20 (65%) 31 
 Shoemaker Avenue to Carmenita Road 0.000 0.150 0.620 0.003 0.270 0.910 1 (2%) 14 (23%) 46 (75%) 61 
Freeway-to-Freeway Direct Connector Ramps 
5 WB SR-91 On-Ramp from SB I-605 Freeway 0.000 0.160 0.490 0.003 0.110 0.320 0 (0%) 5 (33%) 10 (67%) 15 
6 WB SR-91 Loop On-Ramp from NB I-605 Freeway 0.000 0.200 0.980 0.004 0.210 0.720 0 (0%) 4 (20%) 16 (80%) 20 
7 WB SR-91 Off-Ramp to I-605 Freeway (both NB and SB) 0.000 0.220 0.790 0.002 0.080 0.250 0 (0%) 13 (28%) 33 (72%) 46 
Freeway-to-Arterial Ramps 
8 WB SR-91 Off-Ramp to Studebaker Road 0.000 0.450 0.680 0.003 0.350 1.010 0 (0%) 2 (67%) 1 (33%) 3 
 WB SR-91 On-Ramp from SB Pioneer Boulevard 0.000 0.000 0.170 0.003 0.180 0.570 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (100%) 1 
 WB SR-91 Loop On-Ramp from NB Pioneer Boulevard 0.000 0.160 0.470 0.002 0.210 0.730 0 (0%) 1 (33%) 2 (67%) 3 
 WB SR-91 Off-Ramp to Pioneer Boulevard 0.000 0.150 0.880 0.003 0.350 1.010 0 (0%) 1 (17%) 5 (83%) 6 
9 WB SR-91 On-Ramp from SB Norwalk Boulevard 0.000 0.520 1.040 0.003 0.180 0.570 0 (0%) 2 (50%) 2 (50%) 4 
10 WB SR-91 Loop On-Ramp from NB Norwalk Boulevard 0.000 0.290 0.290 0.002 0.210 0.730 0 (0%) 1 (100%) 0 (0%) 1 
11 WB SR-91 Off-Ramp to Norwalk Boulevard 0.000 1.290 1.550 0.003 0.350 1.010 0 (0%) 5 (83%) 1 (17%) 6 
 WB SR-91 On-Ramp from Bloomfield Avenue 0.000 0.000 0.200 0.002 0.220 0.630 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 2 (100%) 2 
12 WB SR-91 On-Ramp from WB Artesia Boulevard 0.000 1.050 1.390 0.003 0.180 0.570 0 (0%) 6 (75%) 2 (25%) 8 
13 WB SR-91 Off-Ramp to Artesia Boulevard 0.000 1.120 1.600 0.003 0.350 1.010 0 (0%) 7 (70%) 3 (30%) 10 
Source: Table B, Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System–Transportation System Network (TASAS-TSN). 
1  Map numbers correspond to numbers on Figure 1-7. 
2 Accident rates are per million vehicle miles traveled for the mainline and per million vehicles for the connector and arterial ramps. 
3 Shaded cells indicate accident rates that are higher than the statewide average. 
Caltrans = California Department of Transportation 
I-605 = Interstate 605 
NB = northbound 
PDO = property damage only 

SB = southbound 
SR-91 = State Route 91 
WB = westbound 
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Table 1.7  Northbound I-605 Freeway, Summary of Existing (01/2012–12/2014) Accident Rates 

Location 
Actual Accident Rates

1
 Statewide Average Accident Rates

1
 Number of Accidents

1
 

Fatal Fatal + Injury Total Fatal Fatal + Injury Total Fatal Injury PDO Total 

Freeway Mainline Segments 
South Street to SR-91 Freeway Interchange 0.006 0.170 0.658 0.004 0.280 0.920 1 (1%) 27 (25%) 82 (74%) 110 
SR-91 Freeway Interchange to Alondra Boulevard 0.000 0.170 0.600 0.003 0.270 0.910 0 (0%) 21 (28%) 53 (72%) 74 

Freeway-to-Freeway Direct Connector Ramps 
NB I-605 On-Ramp from WB SR-91 Freeway 0.000 0.050 0.150 0.003 0.110 0.320 0 (0%) 2 (33%) 4 (67%) 6 

Freeway-to-Arterial Ramps 
NB I-605 Off-Ramp to Alondra Boulevard 0.000 0.080 0.470 0.003 0.350 1.010 0 (0%) 1 (17%) 5 (83%) 6 

Source: Table B, Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System–Transportation System Network (TASAS-TSN). 
1 Accident rates are per million vehicle miles traveled for the mainline and per million vehicles for the connector and arterial ramps. 
Caltrans = California Department of Transportation 
I-605 = Interstate 605 
NB = northbound 
PDO = property damage only 
SR-91 = State Route 91 
WB = westbound 
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Rear-end collisions were the most common accident type. Other key accident types 

included broadside and hit-objects. Rear-end collisions are typically related to traffic 

congestion in chokepoint areas and are associated with sudden attempts to stop when 

traffic volumes exceed the capacity of the road. The majority of broadside accidents 

can usually be attributed to merging/diverging vehicle movements. 

1.2.2.2 Roadway Deficiencies 

The traffic congestion, delays, and reduced travel speeds currently experienced in the 

Study Area are partly the result of the segment of westbound SR-91 approaching the 

connector ramp for both northbound and southbound I-605, which currently 

experiences substantial congestion and low peak-hour speeds and will continue to do 

so in the future No-Build condition. Closely spaced freeway entrance and exit ramps 

result in a high concentration of accidents. 

1.2.2.3 Social Demands and Economic Development 

From 2016 to 2044, the SCAG regional population1 is forecast to grow by 18 percent, 

and the Study Area population is forecast to grow by 12 percent. During this same 

period, employment is anticipated to follow a different pattern, with regional 

employment forecast to grow by 23 percent and Study Area employment forecast to 

grow by 27 percent. The rate of population growth is projected to be lower in the 

Study Area than in the SCAG region because the Study Area is almost completely 

developed. New growth will be limited to smaller, infill-type developments. The rate 

of employment growth is projected to be higher in the Study Area than in the SCAG 

region because employment in the Study Area tends to be in industry sectors that are 

projected to experience substantial growth over the next several decades (education, 

health care, and professional services). For historical context, the regional population 

was approximately 8 million in 1960 (SCAG 2015). The 2016 regional population of 

nearly 19 million represents a 135 percent increase since 1960. The 2016 RTP growth 

forecast was the basis for the regional traffic modeling that was conducted for the 

project. 

                                                 
1  The SCAG regional population includes Imperial County, Los Angeles County, 

Orange County, Riverside County, San Bernardino County, and Ventura County. 
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1.2.2.4 Legislation 

Measure R Initiative 

The proposed project is part of a larger program of transportation improvements 

included in Metro’s Measure R1. Measure R, a 1/2-cent sales tax for Los Angeles 

County, is expected to provide $40 billion in local sales tax revenues over 30 years. 

Measure R, which took effect July 2009, provided funding for new transportation 

projects and programs and current projects already in development. These future and 

current projects include new rail and/or bus rapid transit projects, commuter rail 

improvements, Metro Rail system improvements, highway projects, improved 

countywide local bus operations, and local city-sponsored transportation 

improvements. 

1.2.2.5 Modal Interrelationships and System Linkages 

Bus service within the Study Area includes three Long Beach Transit (LBT) routes, 

two Cerritos on Wheels routes, two Norwalk Transit System (NTS) routes, one 

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) route, and three Metro routes. The 

Study Area is also slated to receive rail service from the proposed Metro West Santa 

Ana Branch (WSAB) light rail line2 in the coming years. As described in Section 1.3 

below, the proposed project would provide improvements for pedestrians that would 

result in better first-mile/last-mile transit access.  

1.2.2.6 Logical Termini and Independent Utility 

Federal regulations (23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 771.111(f)) require that 

“logical termini” and “independent utility” be established for a transportation 

improvement project evaluated under NEPA. The project limits were defined based 

on providing a logical and independent set of improvements. Logical termini are 

defined as rational end points for transportation improvement and analysis of the 

potential environmental impacts of a proposed project. A project is defined as having 

independent utility if it meets the project purpose in the absence of other 

improvements in the project limits. 

                                                 
1  Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro). Measure R. 

Website: https://www.metro.net/projects/measurer/ (accessed November 11, 

2017). 
2  Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro). West Santa 

Ana Branch Transit Corridor. Website: https://www.metro.net/projects/west-

santa-ana/ (accessed November 11, 2017). 
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Logical Termini 

The focus of the proposed project is to reduce congestion and improve freeway 

operations. The environmental study limits extend from approximately Shoemaker 

Avenue to I-605 and north on I-605 to Alondra Boulevard, although actual 

improvements may not be included along this entire length. As shown in Table 1.5, 

Year 2016 Existing Conditions Freeway Mainline Level of Service Analysis, LOS E 

and LOS F conditions occur on westbound SR-91 during both the a.m. and p.m. peak 

hours within the study limits. Similarly, as shown in Table 1.6, Westbound SR-91 

Freeway, Summary of Existing Accident Rates, accident rates are higher than the 

statewide average for the section of westbound SR-91 from Bloomfield Avenue to 

Studebaker Road within the study limits. The proposed geometric design features are 

expected to result in improved operating conditions throughout the length of the 

project, with reductions in vehicle delay and travel time. Safety would be improved as 

a result of increased weaving distances between interchanges. The proposed project 

provides logical termini because the western and eastern termini assure a sufficient 

length of alignment (approximately 4 mi) to integrate the proposed westbound SR-91 

widening and Pioneer Boulevard and Norwalk Boulevard interchange improvements 

with existing facilities and avoid any abrupt transitions. 

Independent Utility 

The mixed-flow lane in the westbound direction for SR-91, the auxiliary lanes, and 

the interchange modifications included in the proposed project would provide benefits 

to the traveling public without requiring or being dependent on the provision of other 

improvements on SR-91 or other freeways or arterials. These improvements would 

benefit travelers as they enter/exit the freeway or travel in the general-purpose and 

high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes. The proposed project represents a reasonable 

expenditure even if no additional transportation improvements are made in the 

corridor, it can be implemented in the absence of any other improvements, and it does 

not restrict consideration of alternatives for other reasonably foreseeable 

transportation improvements in the SR-91 corridor and areas adjacent to the project 

limits. The proposed project would have independent utility because it meets the 

project purpose in the absence of other improvements in the SR-91 corridor. 

1.3 Project Description 

This section describes the proposed action and the project alternative developed to 

meet the purpose and need of the project and to avoid or minimize environmental 

impacts. The alternatives are the Build Alternative and the No Build Alternative.  
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The project is located in southeast Los Angeles County on westbound SR-91 

(PM 16.9–19.8) and I-605 (PM 5.0–5.8). The total length of the project is 

approximately 4 mi, with the majority of improvements along the westbound SR-91 

three-mile segment. 

1.3.1 Existing Freeway Mainline 

Within the project limits, westbound SR-91 includes four mixed-flow lanes that are 

11 feet (ft) wide, a 1.5 ft wide left median shoulder, a 12 ft wide HOV lane, and one 

12 ft wide auxiliary lane between certain successive on- and off-ramps. Within the 

project limits, I-605 has four to five mixed-flow lanes and one HOV lane in each 

direction plus ramp merge and diverge lanes. 

1.3.2 Existing Ramps and Interchanges (East to West and South to 

North) 

The SR-91/Artesia Boulevard westbound off-ramp terminus is located at the eastern 

end of the Study Area. The exit ramp splits into one left-turn lane and one right-turn 

lane. The Artesia Boulevard westbound on-ramp currently is a direct ramp from 

Artesia Boulevard that merges onto SR-91 just east of the Bloomfield Avenue 

overpass. 

The SR-91/Bloomfield Avenue westbound on-ramp is located northwest of the 

SR-91/Artesia Boulevard westbound off-ramp. The Bloomfield Avenue westbound 

on-ramp currently is a direct ramp from Bloomfield Avenue that merges onto SR-91 

just west of Bloomfield Avenue. 

SR-91 forms a partial cloverleaf interchange with Norwalk Boulevard. The 

westbound side consists of a two-lane off-ramp at Norwalk Boulevard, a one-lane 

on-ramp from southbound Norwalk Boulevard, and a one-lane loop on-ramp from 

northbound Norwalk Boulevard. 

Similar to the SR-91/Norwalk Boulevard interchange, the SR-91/Pioneer Boulevard 

interchange is a partial cloverleaf. The westbound side of the interchange consists of a 

two-lane off-ramp at Pioneer Boulevard, a two-lane on-ramp from southbound 

Pioneer Boulevard (with one dedicated HOV lane), and a one-lane loop on-ramp from 

northbound Pioneer Boulevard. 

The existing outside lane of the westbound SR-91 to the northbound I-605 two-lane 

connector ramp terminates as a trapped auxiliary lane for the northbound I-605 exit to 

Alondra Boulevard; the outside lane forces the driver to exit at Alondra Boulevard. 
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The SR-91/Studebaker Road westbound off-ramp splits into two lanes and is located 

immediately west of the SR-91/I-605 freeway-to-freeway connector. 

The existing outside lane of the westbound SR-91 to the northbound I-605 two-lane 

connector ramp terminates as a trapped auxiliary lane for the northbound I-605 exit to 

Alondra Boulevard; the outside lane forces the driver to exit at Alondra Boulevard. 

The northbound I-605 Alondra Boulevard off-ramp splits into two lanes. 

1.3.3 Alternatives 

1.3.3.1 Build Alternative 

The Build Alternative would add one new mixed-flow lane in the westbound 

direction on SR-91 from approximately Shoemaker Avenue to I-605, joining at the 

point where the westbound SR-91 to northbound I-605 connector ramp flares from 

one to two lanes. In addition, the new mixed-flow lane would create a three-lane exit 

movement on westbound SR-91 to both the northbound and southbound I-605 

connector ramps where only a two-lane exit movement exists now. 

The Build Alternative would keep the existing auxiliary lanes between Bloomfield 

Avenue and Norwalk Boulevard, Norwalk Boulevard and Pioneer Boulevard, and 

Pioneer Boulevard and westbound SR-91 to the northbound and southbound I-605 

connector ramps.  

Interchange modifications at Pioneer Boulevard and Norwalk Boulevard are also 

proposed under the Build Alternative. These modifications include reconstructing 

existing Type L-9 cloverleaf interchanges into Type L-7 cloverleaf interchanges. 

Typical Type L-7 and Type L-9 local street interchanges are shown on Figure 1-8.  

 

Figure 1-8  Typical Type L-7 and L-9 Local Street Interchanges 

These new configurations will eliminate loop on-ramp free right-turn and direct 

on-ramp movements, and will increase the vehicular weaving and merging distances 

on the westbound SR-91 mainline between these two interchanges, as well as on the 

I-605 northbound/southbound connector ramp. These modifications will alter the 
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arterial street operations as a result of the changed interchange access point for the 

arterial street to westbound SR-91.  

The existing outside lane of westbound SR-91 to the northbound I-605 two-lane 

connector ramp terminates at Alondra Boulevard, forcing the driver in the outside 

lane to exit at Alondra Boulevard. Modifications are proposed at the Alondra 

Boulevard exit point to provide a single-lane exit movement and to carry the outside 

lane past the exit point and merge it with the northbound I-605 mainline prior to the 

Alondra Boulevard undercrossing. No Build and Build Alternatives for the I-605 

northbound Alondra Boulevard off-ramp are shown on Figure 1-9. 

 
 No Build Alternative Build Alternative  

Figure 1-9  Interstate 605 Northbound Alondra Boulevard Off-Ramp 

The Build Alternative would include standardized features (such as Best Management 

Practices [BMPs] for water quality) that are generally applied to Caltrans’ highway 

improvement projects. These standardized features avoid and minimize 

environmental impacts. More information on applicable project features can be found 

in the applicable environmental consequences sub-sections of Chapter 2. 

Build Alternative Design Options 

To compare overall freeway, ramp, and arterial street operations, the following design 

options for the Build Alternative were evaluated: 

• Design Option: Full Build. Using standard (12 ft) lane and shoulder widths. This 

standard option would acquire 18 residences and one business on the north side of 



Chapter 1 Proposed Project 

Westbound State Route 91 Improvement Project IS/EA 1-31 

the freeway along 170th Street between the Norwalk Boulevard and Pioneer 

Boulevard interchanges in Artesia, as well as the Arco Gas Station on Pioneer 

Boulevard. A typical section of this design option is shown on the next page 

under the heading Typical Cross Sections as the Proposed Standard. 

• Design Option 1: Reduced Lane/Shoulder Width. Using non-standard 

(narrower than standard) lane and shoulder widths. This non-standard option 

would eliminate the need for right-of-way acquisition (18 residences and one 

business) on the north side of the freeway along 170th Street between the 

Norwalk Boulevard and Pioneer Boulevard interchanges in Artesia. A typical 

section of this design option is shown under the heading Typical Cross Sections.  

• Design Option 2: Pioneer Boulevard L-9. By keeping the Type L-9 interchange 

configuration at Pioneer Boulevard, both the loop and direct westbound on-ramps 

would remain. Both loop and direct westbound on-ramps would intersect Pioneer 

Boulevard at a 90-degree angle, which would slow vehicle speeds at the Pioneer 

Boulevard interchange and improve pedestrian and bicycle safety.   

• Design Option 3: Pioneer Boulevard Westbound Ramps/168th Alignment. 

Aligning the SR-91 westbound ramps with 168th Street in Artesia at the Pioneer 

Boulevard interchange would create a four-legged intersection with Pioneer 

Boulevard as the north and south legs, the westbound ramps as the east leg, and 

168th Street as the west leg. This option would require right-of-way acquisition of 

approximately eight parcels, which would include five residences, but would 

eliminate the need to acquire one gas station along Pioneer Boulevard.   

• Design Option 4: Diamond Ramps. This design option utilizes diamond ramp 

configurations at Pioneer Boulevard Interchange and Norwalk Boulevard 

Interchange in lieu of the proposed Type L-7 cloverleaf interchange 

configurations. The diamond ramps were analyzed for comparison purposes to the 

partial cloverleaf ramp configuration options. The diamond ramps have a smaller 

footprint than the cloverleaf options but provide less weaving distance between 

successive on- and off-ramps, and therefore do not improve safety and traffic 

operations as much as the cloverleaf design options. 

• Design Option 5: Four-Lane Gridley Road Overcrossing. The four-lane 

Gridley Road overcrossing structure is a design option that the City of Cerritos 

requested be studied. This would add approximately $4 million of construction 

cost, require no additional right-of-way acquisition, and is within the 

environmental footprint that is being studied with this project. However, since a 

four-lane Gridley Road overcrossing, when compared to the existing two-lane, is 

not required to fulfill the purpose and need of the project, the City of Cerritos 
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would need to find and obtain the additional funds necessary for the 

improvement. 

Typical Cross Sections 

 

Utilities 

Table 1.8 provides a list of the 20 different utility owners and the type of facilities 

they operate within the Study Area. 

The construction and operation of the Build Alternative will potentially require the 

utilities listed in Table 1.9 to be relocated. No oil utilities will need to be relocated. 

Staging Areas 

Construction staging areas used by the contractor to store construction equipment will 

be limited to public right-of-way areas within the Study Area. Staging areas are 

anticipated to be within available space at interchange ramp areas. 

Reversible Lanes 

Reversible lanes are not a viable alternative for the proposed project since both 

directions of SR-91 have high traffic volumes in both the a.m. and p.m. peak periods. 
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Table 1.8  Utility Companies and Types of Facilities 

Utility Company Type 
1. Central Basin Municipal Water District Water 
2. Chevron Pipe Line Company Oil 
3. City of Norwalk Water, Sewer 
4. Crown Castle Telecom 
5. Frontier Communications Telecom 
6. Kinder Morgan, Inc. Oil 
7. Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Sewer 
8. Shell Pipeline Oil 
9. Southern California Gas Company Natural Gas 
10. Wilshire Connection, LLC Telecom 
11. Charter Communications Telecom 
12. City of Cerritos Water, Sewer 
13. Crimson Pipeline Oil 
14. Defense Fuel Support Point Oil 
15. Golden State Water Water 
16. Liberty Utilities Water 
17. Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts Sewer 
18. Southern California Edison Electric Power 
19. Time Warner Cable Telecom 
20. XO Communications Telecom 
Source: Utility Impacts and Relocation Report (2018). 

 

Table 1.9  Potentially Affected Utilities by Type 

Location Natural Gas Electric Power Sewer Telecom Water Total 
Alondra Boulevard — — — — — — 
166th Street — — — — — — 
Studebaker Road — 1 — 1 — 2 
Gridley Road — — — — — — 
Beach Street — — — — — — 
169th Street — — — — — — 
Pioneer Boulevard — 1 — 3 — 4 
170th Street 2 2 4 — 1 9 
Norwalk Boulevard — 1 — 2 — 3 
Bloomfield Avenue — 1 — 3 — 4 
Artesia Boulevard — — — — — — 

Subtotals 2 6 4 9 1 22 
Source: Utility Impacts and Relocation Report (2018). 

 

Design Exceptions (Advisory and Mandatory) 

The Build Alternative would require design exceptions. Design exceptions are 

necessary when the proposed design deviates from the standard design features 

presented in the Caltrans Highway Design Manual (2017). For example, the design 

standard for a freeway left-side shoulder is 10 ft; design exceptions would be 

requested for locations where the columns supporting overcrossing bridges encroach 

into the shoulder and narrow the shoulder to approximately 7 ft where it is beneath 

the bridge. The proposed Build Alternative would not be standard; therefore, 

mandatory and advisory design exceptions would be required for the Build 
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Alternative. A standard alternative would not be cost effective, would require an 

extensive rebuild of the existing freeway, and would have extensive right-of-way 

impacts. There are 15 mandatory and 8 advisory design standards that would require 

design exceptions at one or more locations in the Study Area (see the Project Report 

for a full list of design exceptions). Notably, Design Option 1 (Reduced 

Lane/Shoulder Width) includes reduced non-standard lane and shoulder widths.   

Transportation Systems Management and Transportation Demand 

Management Alternatives 

Transportation Systems Management (TSM) provides cost-effective improvements 

that increase transportation system performance without the major expense of capital 

expansion projects. These programs include minor geometric improvements, bicycle 

and pedestrian improvements, and other measures such as signal synchronization, 

motorist information, bus signal priority, and freeway ramp metering. Transportation 

Demand Management (TDM) provides cost-effective improvements that reduce 

system demand by eliminating trips or shifting trips out of the peak periods to other, 

less-congested time periods during the day, thus increasing transportation system 

performance without implementing travel restrictions. TDM programs include 

rideshare programs, employer flex-time, parking pricing, and intermodal 

improvements that support TDM programs and transfers between modes at key 

locations. TDM programs are devised to change the behavior of travelers. Some TDM 

approaches are voluntary, and they motivate participants with incentives. Other TDM 

approaches apply disincentives to drive single-occupancy vehicles, such as fees and 

constraints. 

A TSM/TDM alternative is not considered a viable stand-alone option because it does 

not fulfill the project’s purpose and need. A TSM/TDM alternative on its own would: 

• Provide minimal congestion reduction, 

• Provide minimal enhancement of operations and improvement in trip reliability, 

• Not increase mobility significantly because it would have a limited effect on 

congestion, and 

• Not maximize traffic throughput because no additional through lanes are 

provided. 
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TSM and TDM are similar in a number of ways, because they may: 

• Lessen the number of trips, 

• Lessen peak-hour travel, 

• Conserve energy, 

• Reduce emissions, and 

• Provide more travel alternatives. 

Although TSM and TDM measures alone do not satisfy the purpose and need of the 

project, the following TSM and TDM measures are beneficial and will be 

incorporated into the Build Alternative for the proposed project: 

• Upgraded traffic signals that are interconnected and coordinated with adjacent 

signals and ramp meters at locations of interchange improvements 

• Additional way-finding signs on freeways and arterials 

• On- and off-ramps designed to limit impacts to non-motorized travel and preserve 

access to bike lanes and trails 

• Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) elements, including fiber-optic and other 

communication systems for improved connectivity and remote management; 

changeable message signs; closed-circuit television coverage of the entire freeway 

mainline, ramps, and adjacent arterials; video detection systems; and vehicle 

detection systems for volume, speed, and vehicle classification 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 

New construction will be compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), 

per Caltrans standards. This includes curb ramps that will be replaced as part of the 

project. The Build Alternative will replace existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities 

and construct new bicycle and pedestrian facilities at the locations described below. 

The following sidewalks are proposed where sidewalks do not currently exist: 

• 1,293 ft along westbound Gridley Road between Aclare Street and Park Avenue 

• 1,643 ft along westbound Bloomfield Avenue between the SR-91 eastbound off-

ramp and 250 ft north of Lucas Street 

The following bicycle facilities are proposed for future consideration within the 

project area where bicycle facilities do not currently exist: 
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• Bike lane in the northbound direction at the intersection of Pioneer Boulevard and 

the westbound SR-91 off-ramp 

• Bike lane in the northbound direction at the intersection of Norwalk Boulevard 

and the westbound SR-91 off-ramp 

• Bike lane in the southbound direction at the intersection of Bloomfield Avenue 

and the westbound SR-91 on-ramp/Lucas Street 

• Bike lane in the northbound direction at the intersection of Bloomfield Avenue 

and the westbound SR-91 on-ramp/Lucas Street 

1.3.3.2 No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative does not include any planned improvements to the Study 

Area. Under this alternative, there would be no reconstruction or improvements to the 

Study Area. Within the project limits, westbound SR-91 would continue to have four 

mixed-flow lanes that are 11 ft wide, a 1.5 ft wide median shoulder, one 12 ft wide 

HOV lane, and one 12 ft wide auxiliary lane between certain successive on- and off-

ramps. 

1.3.4 Identification of a Preferred Alternative 

A Preferred Alternative was identified after considering all information in the IS/EA 

and technical studies.  It was also based on input from the Project Development Team 

(PDT) members, public stakeholders, federal, State, and local agencies during the 

project development process. Public outreach and coordination resulted in comments 

from the public and governmental agencies; all of which were carefully considered 

during the Preferred Alternative identification process. In addition, consideration was 

given to all issues raised during the public circulation period. After comparing and 

weighing the benefits and impacts of the Build Alternative, the Design Options, and 

the No Build Alternative, the PDT has identified the Build Alternative with Design 

Option 1 (Reduced Lane/Shoulder Width) and Design Option 3 (Pioneer Boulevard 

Westbound Ramps/168th Alignment) as the Preferred Alternative. Also, as part of the 

project, the Gridley Road Overcrossing will be improved to a two-lane road with 

standard shoulders and sidewalks on both sides 

The project was initiated to reduce congestion and improve freeway operations (both 

mainline and ramps), improve safety, and improve local and system interchange 

operations. One of the factors in identifying the Build Alternative with Design 

Option 1 as part of the Preferred Alternative was the impact associated with 

residential acquisition compared to the Design Option: Full Build. The Build 
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Alternative with Design Option 1 substantially reduces the amount of full and partial 

property acquisitions.  

Design Option 2 and Design Option 3 both proposed new configurations at Pioneer 

Boulevard to improve pedestrian and bicycle safety. The need for Design Option 2 

was eliminated after Design Option 3 was identified as part of the Preferred 

Alternative. One of the factors in identifying the Build Alternative with Design 

Option 3 as part of the Preferred Alternative was that this option improves traffic 

operation on Pioneer Boulevard by eliminating existing driveways within the 

westbound on-/off-ramps intersection. The Build Alternative with Design Option 3 

would result in the acquisition of five residences, which could affect approximately 

24 residents.  

1.3.5 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Discussion 

Prior to the Draft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment 

A Value Analysis (VA) for this project was conducted July 31, 2017 to August 3, 

2017. The VA included coordination with Caltrans, Metro, and consultants known as 

the VA Team. The following alternatives from the VA were considered, but 

eliminated from further discussion by the VA Team: 

• Close the Studebaker Road westbound off-ramp and eliminate the 

westbound SR 91/Studebaker Road Bridge widening. This VA alternative was 

rejected because the City of Cerritos expressed their desire for the Studebaker 

Road westbound off-ramp to remain open since it provides access to various 

facilities within the City. Furthermore, Caltrans’ maintenance facility is located 

opposite the ramp terminus intersection. Closing the ramp would make access to 

the Caltrans maintenance facility more difficult. After reviewing the Caltrans 

TASAS accident data, there does not appear to be an accident concentration at the 

off-ramp. Ramp accident rates are below the statewide average. 

• Eliminate the preferential HOV lanes at the Bloomfield on-ramps and 

construct two-lane ramps. This VA alternative was rejected because, while this 

alternative would save some cost, it is inconsistent with Caltrans ramp metering 

policy. HOV preferential lanes are included where there are no additional right-

of-way impacts. However, a preferential HOV on-ramp lane at the Bloomfield 

Avenue westbound on-ramp is not included since it would result in additional 

right-of-way impacts. 
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• Close the HOV lane during construction to facilitate the construction of 

bridge median columns. This VA alternative was rejected because it was 

determined that Caltrans Office of Corridor Management South does not 

recommend the proposal because this segment of SR-91 is heavily congested. 

Closing the HOV lane for 8–10 months would result in significant user delays on 

the mainline. Weekend, nighttime, and short-term closures may be allowed. 

• Keep existing 11-foot lanes at Norwalk Boulevard north of the ramps in lieu 

of the proposed 12-foot lanes. In a meeting with Tracy High School/ABC 

School District, the School District did not oppose the right-of-way acquisition 

needed for the widening of Norwalk Boulevard, on the condition of reasonable 

compensation and parking lot reconfiguration. 11 ft lanes would still require right-

of-way acquisition if any right shoulder is provided for bicycle use. Furthermore, 

curb-adjacent 11 ft wide lanes are extremely narrow next to the sidewalk and are 

not as safe for pedestrians using the sidewalk. Therefore, 12 ft lanes can be 

provided with the acquisition. For these reasons, this VA alternative was rejected. 

• Braid the Norwalk Boulevard on-ramp over the Pioneer Boulevard off-ramp. 

This VA alternative was rejected because the construction cost would increase by 

$15 million and A.J. Padelford Park would be impacted. There would be 

additional noise impacts to the community because this VA alternative would 

require an elevated ramp.  

1.4 Permits and Approvals Needed  

The proposed project is anticipated to require the permits, licenses, agreements, and 

certifications (PLACs) listed in Table 1.10. 
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Table 1.10  Project Permits and Approvals 

Agency PLAC Status 
Federal Highway 
Administration 
(FHWA) 

Air Quality Conformity Approval 
Letter  

The Air Quality Conformity report was submitted to the 
FHWA on December 15, 2018 FHWA made a project-
level air quality conformity determination on January 9, 
2019 that the project conforms with the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) in accordance with 40 CFR 
Part 93. 

California 
Department of Fish 
and Wildlife (CDFW) 

Fish and Game Code Section 
1602 Streambed Alteration 
Agreement 

This application will be submitted after Environmental 
Document approval. Caltrans will coordinate with the 
CDFW to obtain an agreement regarding riparian habitat 
impacts and mitigation. 

United States Army 
Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) 

Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) 
Section 404 Permit  

After approval of the Final Environmental Document, 
Caltrans will submit the Jurisdictional Delineation to the 
USACE. Caltrans will obtain the Preliminary 
Jurisdictional Determination from USACE during the 
PS&E phase. In addition, prior to obtaining grading 
permits, Caltrans will submit a Pre-Construction 
Notification form to the USACE to obtain coverage under 
NWPs 14 and 33, pursuant to Section 404 of the Federal 
CWA. 

Regional Water 
Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB) 

CWA Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification or waiver 

Caltrans will submit the application to the RWQCB after 
approval of the Final Environmental Document. Caltrans 
will coordinate with the RWQCB to obtain water quality 
certification during final design. The RWQCB will provide 
comments on the application. Meetings between 
Caltrans and the RWQCB will be held if necessary 
during final design. Caltrans will obtain the certification or 
waiver from the RWQCB during final design and will 
implement the requirements included in the certification 
or waiver. 

State Water 
Resources Control 
Board (SWRCB) 

NPDES Construction General-
Permit Order No. 2009-0009-
DWQ, (as amended by 2012-
0006-DWQ) 

The permits, including the NOI, will be submitted to the 
SWRCB prior to any project construction. 

State Water 
Resources Control 
Board (SWRCB) 

Caltrans NPDES Permit Order 
No. 2012-0011-DWQ, (as 
amended by Order WQ 2014-
0006-EXEC, Order WQ 2014-
0077-DWQ, and Order WQ 2015-
0036-EXEC, NPDES No. 
CAS000003) 

The Permit Registration Documents, including the NOI, 
will be submitted to the SWRCB prior to any project 
construction. 

California 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans) 

Construction Encroachment 
Permit 

Application for a Caltrans construction encroachment 
permit will be submitted prior to construction, if a 
contractor is procured by Metro. 

City of Cerritos Construction Encroachment 
Permit 

Application for a City of Cerritos construction 
encroachment permit for temporary access onto public 
rights-of-way will be submitted prior to construction. 

City of Artesia Construction Encroachment 
Permit 

Application for a City of Artesia construction 
encroachment permit for temporary access onto public 
rights-of-way will be submitted prior to construction. 

IS/EA = Initial Study/Environmental Assessment 
Metro = Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
NOI = Notice of Intent 
NPDES = National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NWP = Nationwide Permit 
PLAC = permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications 
PS&E = Plans, Specifications, and Estimates 
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https://www.google.com/maps/place/33.87722020350006N118.08322091323316W
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https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8080


https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8104
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8178
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5945
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8035
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6447
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1160
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GATEWAY

Dedicated to providing a local 
community newspaper that serves 
the needs of the community and 
promotes goodwill throughout the 
Gateway region. 

Our mission is to celebrate 
diversity, encourage critical think-
ing, and promote success among 
merchants, residents and local 
governments. This mission will be 
accomplished through the partner-
ship of neighborhoods, businesses 
and professional organizations that 
are dedicated to integrity.

  

  

Melinda Kimsey                    
Publisher/Owner
(562) 522-8776

mkimsey007@verizon.net 

Jerry Bernstein
Editor Emeritus
(562) 650-0437

tbull73@gmail.com

Dan E. Nino 
Correspondent

(562) 508-80 99
     denino1951@gmail.com

Frank Naranjo
Design Editor

(323) 829-4416
naranjofrancisco16@yahoo.

com

Guardian

Mailing Address 
P.O. Box 4948

Cerritos, CA 90703-4948                  
www.gatewayguardiannews.com
   

The Gateway Guardian is 
published bi-weekly. Contents 
of the newspaper may not be 
reproduced without the written 
permission from the Publisher. 
All submissions for publica-
tion become the property of the 
Gateway Guardian and will not 
be returned. The paper does not 
guarantee submissions will be 
published. All submissions are 
subject to editing to conform to 
space limitations.

The Gateway Guardian is grate-
ful for the following guest writers 
who have submitted articles and 
have contributed to the sucess of 
the newspaper: Brad Beach, Edna 
Ethington, Dr. Bob Hughlett,  
Leah Nass and many more.

Ad deadline is the Friday before 
publication date. Camera-ready 
copy is accepted or custom ads 
may be designed by the staff.

  Newspaper, Inc.

Declared a legally adjudi-
cated newspaper of general 
circulation on June 7, 2016, 
in the County of Los Angeles 
by Court Case BS-159353

LOCAL NEWS

      

Next School 
Board 

Meeting:  
 

August 21    
7 p.m.

w w w . a b c u s d . k 1 2 .
ca .us /pages /ABC_Uni-
f i e d _ S c h o o l _ D i s t r i c t

District Office: 
16700 Norwalk Blvd. 
Cerritos, CA 90703

COMMUNITY calendar

GATEWAYGuardian

MAJOR DROP SITES: 
Pick up your copy of the paper at one 

of the following locations. 
ABC School District Office
Artesia Library
Artesia City Hall
Automobile Club in Cerritos
Ave 3 Pizza, Subs & Catering 
Cerritos Chamber Office                         

  Cerritos City Hall & Library
  Cerritos Liberty Park
  Cerritos Park East
  Cerritos Senior Center
  Cerritos Sheriff’s Station
  Cerritos Swim Center

 Invites You to Visit
Artesia Historical Mu-

seum
Frampton/Dantema 

House
 18644 Alburtis Ave.
Old Fire Station #30

      18641 Corby Ave.
     

562-865-3107

Artesia Historical Society

Open the 2nd Saturday 
of each month from 

1-3 p.m.
Free Admission

 
CERRITOS:                                          
Cerritos City Council Meeting
Thursday July 26, 7 p.m. Council Chambers
Property Preservation Commission Meeting
Tuesday July 31, 7 p.m. Council Chambers

Planning Commission
Wednesday August 1, 7 p.m. Council Chambers
 
CERRITOS REGIONAL CHAMBER:

Multi-Chamber Networking Mixer
Wednesday, July 25th, 5pm–7pm
The Grove at Cerritos
11000 New Falcon Way
Cerritos, CA 90703

Keep Pets Safe This Summer

Have You Seen 
T h i s  C a t ?

The hot summer months can 
be uncomfortable and danger-
ous for pets. Here are some tips 
for keeping pets safe in the heat: 

Limit exercise on hot days. 
Walk dogs in the early morning 
or late at night. Pay special atten-
tion to pets with white-colored 
ears (as they are more susceptible 
to skin cancer) and short-nosed 
pets, which typically have diffi-
culty breathing. Dogs absorb and 
release heat through their feet, 
therefore, walk them on grass 
or use doggy boots. Bring water 
to keep pets from dehydrating.

Don’t rely on fans, which 
don’t cool off animals as ef-
fectively as they do people. If 
you don’t have air-conditioning, 

lay down a wet towel for your 
dog to lie on or simply set up 
a fan in front of a pan of ice.

Watch for signs of heat-
stroke, including heavy panting, 
glazed eyes, a rapid heartbeat, 
difficulty breathing, excessive 
thirst, lethargy, fever, dizziness, 
lack of coordination, profuse 
salivation, vomiting, a deep red 
or purple tongue, seizure and un-
consciousness. If a dog is suffer-
ing from heatstroke, move it into 
the shade or an air-conditioned 
area. Apply ice packs or cold 
towels to its head, neck and chest 
or run cool (not cold) water over 
the pet. Give it small amounts of 
cool water or ice cubes to lick. 
Take the dog to the veterinarian.
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NORWALK happenings
Friday, July 27
Family Movie Night: Black 
Panther, 7:30 pm. Bring your 
lawn chair and blanket for a 
screening of “Black Panther” on a 
400-ft. outdoor screen. Norwalk 
Park, 13000 Clarkdale Ave.

Plants in a Glass, 7 pm. A fun 
and entertaining time of planting, 
digging, and creating your very 
own succulent terrarium. An 
instructor will guide you step-by-
step through the whole process. 
All seating is first come, first 
serve. Cost $25. Rich Rehearsal 
Hall, 13200 Clarkdale Ave.

Saturday, July 28
Neighborhood Block Party, 2 
pm. Get to know local residents 
and law enforcement at an 
afternoon of barbecuing and 
community-building. Hermosillo 
Park, 11959 162nd St.

Tuesday, July 31
Creating Connections 
Luncheon, 11:45 am. Network 
with other members of Norwalk’s 
business community. Tam’s, 
11700 Rosecrans Ave.

Wednesday, August 1
Live in Concert: LAvation, 7 pm. 
The U2 tribute band performs 
an amazingly accurate show, 
incorporating stage elements 
from past U2 concerts. City Hall 
lawn, 12700 Norwalk Blvd.

Thursday, August 2
Kids Beach Bus, 9 am. Kids ages 
8-17 are invited to take a bus to 
Redondo Beach for a day at the 
beach. Two pick-up locations: 
Norwalk Arts & Sports Complex 
and Social Services Center.

Friday, August 3
Family Movie Night: Wonder 
Woman, 7:30 pm. Bring your 

lawn chair and blanket for a 
screening of “Wonder Woman” 
on a 400-ft. outdoor screen. 
Norwalk Park, 13000 Clarkdale 
Ave.

Saturday, Aug. 4
Mural Unveiling and Block 
Party, 11 am to 3 pm. Norwalk 
Town Square’s new “Spread Your 
Wings” mural will be unveiled. 
Live music, food, crafts, an art 
walk contest, and more. Norwalk 
Town Square, 11633 The Plaza.

Wednesday, August 8
Business Expo, 5-8 pm. Learn 
more about Norwalk’s growing 
business community. City Hall 
lawn, 12700 Norwalk Blvd.

Live in Concert: Soto Band, 7 
pm. Latin funk, R&B rhythms and 
highly-choroegraphed dance 
moves are signatures of a Soto 
Band concert.  City Hall lawn, 
12700 Norwalk Blvd.

National Night Out, 7 pm. 
Join friends, neighbors, Sheriff’s 
deputies, Public Safety officers 
and other first responders in a 
stand against crime. City Hall 
lawn, 12700 Norwalk Blvd.

Thursday, Aug. 9
State of the Nation, 11:30 am. 
Rep. Linda Sanchez (D) gives 
her annual State of the Nation 
address. DoubleTree Hotel, 
13111 Sycamore Dr.

Home Improvement Workshop, 
6 pm. Learn about Norwalk’s 
Home Improvement Program, 
which assists low-income 
homeowners with household 
repairs. Norwalk Arts & Sports 
Complex, 13000 Clarkdale Ave.

Saturday, August 11
Aqua Carnival, 1:30-5:30 pm. 
In-water and out of water games, 
water slides, recreational swim, 
crazy dive contest, and food. 

Aquatic Pavilion, 12301 Sproul St.

End of Summer Bonfire, 2-11 
pm. Mark the end of summer 
with a bonfire at Bolsa Chica 
State Beach. $7 (includes 
transportation). Call (562) 929-
4260 for details.

Summer Jamz at the Park, 4-8 
pm. Vinyle Funk performs 70s 
funk and 60s R&B. Plus food 
booths and games. Gerdes Park, 
14700 Gridley Rd.

Friday, August 17
Recreational Swim, 7:45 pm. 
Get out of the heat and into the 
pool. The theme is “Glow in the 
Dark”; dress in theme and receive 
a treat. Aquatic Pavilion, 12301 
Sproul St.

Friday Flicks: Transformers., 
8 pm. A free outdoor screening 
of ‘Transformers.’ City Hall lawn, 
12700 Norwalk Blvd.

Friday, August 24
Open Mic., 7 pm. Calling 
all singers, dancers, poets, 
comedians and musicians. 
Norwalk Cultural Arts Center, 
13200 Clarkdale Aven.

Tuesday, August 28

Red Cross Blood Drive: 2 p.m. 
Donate blood to the Red Cross. 
Norwalk Social Services Center, 
11929 Alondra Blvd. 

Friday, Oct. 12
Ambassador Rally., 9 am to 3 
pm. The Norwalk Chamber of 
Commerce hosts its ambassador 
rally, featuring keynote speakers, 
breakout sessions, networking, 
and more. DoubleTree Hotel, 
13111 Sycamore Ave.

DOWNEY –  Kaiser 
Permanente officially broke 
ground on their new hospital 
expansion Wednesday 
morning, kicking off a project 
that will add more than 
90 new beds and updated 
technology to the campus 
once completed.

Once erected, the new 
tower will house 96 additional 
beds, as well as the best of 
“high-tech” and “high-
touch” medicine in the form 
of the latest technological 
innovations currently in 
medicine.

“The hospital tower 
expansion gives me great 
pride,” said Dr. Binesh Batra, 
Area Medical Director. “Our 
membership continues to 
climb; we have 390,000 
members now, and we think 
in the next five years we 
might be going up to 445,000.

“With the 96-bed 
[addition], we’ll be a 448-bed 
hospital, which will be the 
second largest hospital in KP 
Southern California.”

“The most important 
thing is not these figures or 

Kaiser building new 
hospital tower

numbers we share with you, 
but who makes this magic 
happen: it’s the people of 
Kaiser Permanente,” Batra 
added. “That is what it comes 
down to; we all wake up in 
the morning, what motivates 
us to go touch and save lives, 
and that’s what we do.”

Downey City Council 
members were in attendance 
at the groundbreaking 
ceremony.

“We’re happy to be 
here and be supportive of 

Kaiser Permanente,” said 
Mayor Sean Ashton. “This is 
going to be a great addition 
to the hospital to provide 
more healthcare not only 
for Downey residents but 
residents of the immediate 
area.”

The tower is slated to 
be completed by December 
2020, with Kaiser hoping to 
be able to admit patients into 
the facility by March 2021.

Alex Dominguez, staff 
writer

Rep. Linda Sanchez will 
deliver her annual State of 
the Nation address Thursday, 
Aug. 9, at 11:30 a.m. at the 
DoubleTree Hotel in Norwalk. 

Tickets are $30-$35 and 
can be purchased by calling 
the Norwalk Chamber 
of Commerce at (562) 
404-0909 or email info@
norwalkchamber.com.
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Chapter 5 List of Preparers 

The following persons were primarily responsible for preparation of this Draft Initial 

Study/Environmental Assessment and supporting technical studies.  

5.1 Public Agencies 

5.1.1 California Department of Transportation, District 7 

Ronald Kosinski, Deputy District Director. B.A. Geography, California State 

University, Long Beach; Masters in Urban Planning, California State 

Polytechnic University, Pomona. Forty-three years of environmental planing 

experience. Contribution: Management, including analysis, document editing, 

and approval. 

Samer Momani, Associate Environmental Planner; Division of Environmental 

Planning, District 7; Master of Science, Environmental Studies, California 

State University, Fullerton. Ten years of experience in environmental 

planning. Contribution: Environmental Document Oversight.  

Jinous Saleh, Branch Chief and Senior Environmental Planner. Masters of Urban and 

Regional Planning, University of Southern California, Los Angeles. Thirty-

four years of experience (i.e., 8 years in Housing and County Community 

Development and 26 years of environmental planning experience with 

Caltrans). Contribution: Management and document editing. 

5.1.2 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Carlos Montez, Project Manager. B.S. in Chemistry/Natural Science, California State 

University, Los Angeles. Twenty years of experience in project management, 

environmental planning and analysis. Contribution: Project Management. 

Ayda Safaei, B.A. in Communication Studies, California State University, 

Northridge. Community Relations Manager, Los Angeles County 

Metropolitan Transportation Authority. Fifteen years of experience in 

community engagement and external affairs. 
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5.2 Consultant Team 

5.2.1 Michael Baker International 

Steve Huff, Vice President. B.S. in Civil Engineering, California State Polytechnic 

University, Pomona. Experience: 34 years in civil engineering and highway 

design. Contribution: Quality control and quality assurance review of the 

Highway Geometric Design and Draft Project Report. 

Eric Spangler, Senior Project Manager. B.S. in Civil Engineering, California 

Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo. Experience: 18 years in civil 

engineering and highway design. Contribution: Oversaw preparation of the 

Highway Geometric Design and Draft Project Report. 

Mo Ghonim, Civil Designer. B.S. in Civil Engineering, California State Polytechnic 

University, Pomona. Experience: 7 years in geometric highway design, civil 

engineering, and traffic engineering. Contribution: Prepared the Highway 

Geometric Design and assisted in preparing Draft Project Report. 

Da-Cheng Lee, Civil Engineer. B.S. in Civil Engineering, National Taiwan 

University. M.B.A. in Business, University of Arizona. M.E. in Construction 

Management, State University of New York at Buffalo. M.S. in Geotechnical 

Engineering, National Taiwan University of Science and Technology. 

Experience: 16 years in highway and roadway project design. Contribution: 

Prepared the Highway Geometric Design and prepared Draft Project Report.  

Gary Warkentin, Vice President. Certificate, Traffic Engineering, University of 

California, Irvine. Experience: 46 years in geometric highway design. 

Contribution: Oversaw preparation of the Highway Geometric Design. 

5.2.2  LSA Associates, Inc.  

Rob McCann, Principal. B.A. in Geography, California State University, Fullerton. 

Experience: 35 years in environmental planning and analysis. Contribution: 

Quality control and quality assurance review of the IS/EA. 

King Thomas, Associate Environmental Planner. B.A. in Social Ecology, 

Specialization in Environmental Health and Planning, University of 

California, Irvine. Experience: 28 years in environmental planning and 

analysis. Contribution: Quality control and quality assurance review of the 

IS/EA. 
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Janet Danker, Senior Environmental Planner. B.A. in Urban Studies, University of 

California, Irvine. Master in Urban and Regional Planning, University of 

California, Irvine. Experience: 5 years in environmental planning and 

analysis. Contribution: Assistant Project Manager and preparer of the Growth, 

Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities, Cultural 

Resources, and Paleontology sections of the IS/EA. 

David Atwater, Senior Environmental Planner. B.S. in Urban and Regional Planning 

with an Interdisciplinary Minor in Geographic Information Systems 

Applications, California State Polytechnic University, Pomona. Experience: 

12 years in environmental planning and analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the 

Land Use, Community Impacts, Visual/Aesthetics, and Noise sections of the 

IS/EA. 

Ron Brugger, Senior Air Quality Specialist. B.S. Mechanical Engineering, University 

of Wisconsin, Madison. Experience: 26 years in environmental studies, 

specializing in air quality analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the Air Quality 

Study.  

Meredith Canterbury, Senior GIS Specialist. B.A. in Geography with Emphasis in 

Environmental Analysis, California State University, Fullerton. Experience: 

10 years in the GIS field. Contribution: GIS graphics preparation and 

generation of technical data from GIS files for the technical reports and the 

IS/EA. 

Jill Carpenter, Senior Biologist/Bat Specialist. B.S. in Biological Sciences, 

specialization in ecology. Experience: 9 years participating in a wide range of 

field surveys, monitoring, and environmental assessment activities. 

Contribution: Preparer of the Daytime Bat Habitat Suitability Assessment.  

Charity Girard-Sanders, Environmental Planner. B.A. in Psychology, Minor in 

Chemistry, Gallaudet University, Washington, D.C. Master of Urban 

Planning, City University of New York, Hunter College. Experience: 5 years 

in environmental planning and analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the 

Utilities/Emergency Services section of the IS/EA. 
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Christina Hirt, Environmental Planner. B.A. in Environmental Studies, University of 

San Diego. Experience: 3 years in environmental planning and analysis. 

Contribution: Preparer of the Geology/Soils/Seismic/Topography section of 

the IS/EA. 

Beverly Inloes, Associate and Senior Technical Editor/Word Processor. Experience: 

49 years editing and formatting scientific/technical documentation. 

Contribution: Technical editing, word processing, and formatting. 

Amanda Johnson, Senior Environmental Planner. B.A. in Geography, California State 

University, Long Beach. Experience: 17 years in environmental planning and 

analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the Wetlands and Other Waters, Plant 

Species, Animal Species, Invasive Species, and Cumulative Impacts sections 

of the IS/EA. 

Daniel Kaufman, Noise Analyst. B.A. in Environmental Studies, University of 

California, Santa Barbara. Experience: 2 years in environmental studies, 

specializing in noise analysis. Contribution: Preparer of Noise Study Report. 

Patrick Kallas Assistant Environmental Planner. B.S. in Environmental Management 

and Protection, Minor in Water Science, California Polytechnic State 

University, San Luis Obispo. Experience: 1 year conducting research and 

preparing technical sections of environmental documents. Contribution: 

Preparer of Chapter 4 and Chapter 6 of the IS/EA. 

Maebeth Lopez, Senior Greenhouse Gas/Climate Change Specialist. B.S. in 

Environmental Toxicology, University of California, Davis. Experience: 

11 years in greenhouse gas/climate change analysis. Contribution: Preparer of 

the Climate Change section in Chapter 3 of the IS/EA. 

Jason Lui, Senior Noise Specialist. B.A. in Environmental Analysis and Design, 

University of California, Irvine. M.S. in Environmental Studies, California 

State University, Fullerton. Experience: 11 years in environmental studies, 

specializing in noise and air quality analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the 

Noise Study Report. 
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Erin Martinelli, Senior Biologist. B.A. in Environmental Studies, University of 

California, Santa Barbara. M.S. in Environmental Studies, California State 

University, Fullerton. Experience: 14 years in biological analysis. 

Contribution: Preparer of the NES (MI). 

Rod McLean, Associate Archaeologist. B.A. in Anthropology/Archaeology, 

University of California, Los Angeles. M.A. in Anthropology/Archaeology, 

California State University, Fullerton. Experience: 32 years in the 

archaeological field. Contribution: Preparer of the Archaeological Survey 

Report. 

Allison Morrow, Senior Environmental Planner. B.A. in Environmental Analysis and 

Design, University of California, Irvine. M.B.A., California State University, 

Long Beach. Experience: 10 years preparing CEQA/NEPA technical studies 

and environmental documents. Contribution: Preparer of the Water Quality 

section of the IS/EA and CEQA Checklist in Chapter 3. 

Akshay Newgi, Air Quality Specialist. B.S. in Civil Engineering, University of 

Mumbai, India. M.S. in Environmental Engineering, Old Dominion 

University. Experience: 5 years in environmental studies, specializing in air 

quality analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the Air Quality section of the 

IS/EA.  

Sarah Rieboldt, Paleontologist. B.A. in Biology, University of Colorado, Boulder, 

magna cum laude. Ph.D. in Paleontology, University of California, Berkeley. 

Experience: 15 years in the paleontology and geology fields. Contribution: 

Preparer of the Paleontological Identification Report and Paleontological 

Evaluation Report. 

Joe Simmons, Editor. B.A. in Communications, California State University, 

Fullerton. Experience: 10 years as an editor. Contribution: Editing the IS/EA 

for grammar and consistency. 

Ivan Strudwick, Associate/Archaeologist. B.A., Anthropology, California State 

University, Long Beach. M.A. in Anthropology with specialization in 

Archaeology, California State University, Long Beach, magna cum laude. 

Experience: 34 years in the archaeology field. Contribution: Preparer of the 

Archaeological Survey Report. 
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5.2.3 GPA Consulting  

Laura Comstock, Associate Environmental Planner. Master of Urban and Regional 

Planning, University of Hawaii at Manoa. Experience: 5 years in 

environmental planning and permitting. Contribution: Author of the Section 

4(f) and Community Impact Assessment reports; technical editor of the 

Cumulative Impacts Analysis. 

Alen Estrada-Rodas, Environmental Planner. B.A. in Urban Studies and Planning, 

California State University, Northridge. Master of Urban Planning, California 

State University, Northridge. Experience: 8 months in environmental planning 

and analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the Community Impact Assessment. 

Nicole Greenfield, Environmental Planner. B.A. in Integrative Biology, University of 

California, Berkeley. Experience: 1.5 years in environmental planning and 

analysis. Contribution: Preparer of the Cumulative Impact Assessment. 

Jeanne Ogar, Senior Environmental Planner. M.S. in Environmental Science and 

Management, University of California, Santa Barbara. Experience: 10 years in 

environmental planning and permitting. Contribution: Preparer of the 

Community Impact Assessment and Energy Technical Report and review of 

the Draft Relocation Impact Report. 

Laura O’Neill, Senior Architectural Historian. B.A. in Political Science, Lehigh 

University. Master of Architecture, California State Polytechnic University, 

Pomona. Experience: 12 years in historic preservation and architectural 

history. Contribution: Project manager and preparer for the Historical 

Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Properties Survey Report. 

Sylvia Vega, Principal Environmental Planner. B.S. in Natural Resources 

Management, California State University, San Luis Obispo. Experience: 

34 years in environmental planning and analysis. Contribution: Quality 

control and quality assurance review of the Community Impact Assessment, 

Cumulative Impact Analysis, and Section 4(f). 
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5.2.4 Cambridge Systematics 

Gary Hamrick, Principal. M.A. in Transportation Planning, UCLA, 34 years of 

experience in transportation planning and analysis. Contribution: Managed 

development of traffic analysis, travel demand modeling, traffic 

microsimulation and completion of Traffic Operations Analysis Report 

(TOAR). 

Alice Chu, Transportation Analyst. B.S. in Computer Science, University of 

California, San Diego. M.S. in Transportation Engineering, University of 

Texas at Austin. Two years of experience in transportation operations 

analysis. Contribution: Traffic analysis and co-author of draft and final Traffic 

Operations Analysis Report (TOAR). 

5.2.5 WKE, Inc. 

Joseph Carbajal, B.A. in Civil Engineering, University of California, Irvine, P.E. (C) 

81202. 10 years of experience in roadway, drainage, and utility design and 

analysis. Contribution: Utility Relocation and Impacts Report, Project Cost 

Estimate, Pavement Life Cycle Cost Analysis. 

Tyler Lim, B.A. in Civil Engineering, California State University, Long Beach. 3 

years of experience in roadway and utility design. Contribution: Utility 

Relocation and Impacts Report, Project Cost Estimate, Pavement Life Cycle 

Cost Analysis. 

5.2.6 Sanberg 

Dale Schneeberger, Managing Professional Geologist (P.G.). M.S. in Geology, 

California State University, Long Beach. 29 years of experience in 

environmental assessment and analysis. Contribution: Principal author for the 

ISA. 

Ray Rothwell, GIS Manager/Environmental Scientist. B.A. in Environmental Studies, 

California State University, San Francisco. 8 years of experience in 

environmental analysis and data management. Contribution: Data 

management and evaluation, and preparation of GIS-based maps and figures 

for the IS/EA. 
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Taylor Ambriz, Staff Environmental Scientist. B.S. in Environmental Science & 

Biological Science, BIOLA University, La Mirada, California. 1 year of 

experience in environmental studies. Contribution: Summary and tabulation of 

environmental database and internal QA of information for the IS/EA.   
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Chapter 6 Distribution List 

The Draft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA) and/or Notice of 

Availability (NOA) was distributed to federal, State, regional, and local agencies and 

elected officials, as well as Native American representatives, utility providers, and 

other interested parties listed on the following pages. In addition to the list provided 

below, all property owners/occupants within a 500-foot radius of the Westbound State 

Route 91 (SR-91) Improvement Project and interested public members on the 

Westbound SR-91 Improvement Project public mailing list were mailed a postcard 

informing them of the availability of the IS/EA. 

6.1 Federal Agencies 

United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region IX 
Federal Activities Office, CMD-2 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA  94105-3901 
 

Federal Highway Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, D.C. 20590 
 

Federal Transit Administration, 
Region IX  
201 Mission Street, Suite 1650  
San Francisco, CA  94105-1839 
 

Office of Environmental Policy and 
Compliance  
Department of the Interior  
Main Interior Building, MS 2462  
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington, D.C.  20240 
 

Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office 
2177 Salk Avenue, Suite 250 
Carlsbad, California 92008 
 

United States Army Corps of 
Engineers 
Los Angeles District 
Attention: CESPL-CO-R 
911 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1101 
P.O. Box 532711 
Los Angeles, CA 90053-2325 
 

Regional Director  
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency 
1111 Broadway, Suite 1200 
Oakland, CA 94607-4052 
 

  

6.2 State Agencies 

California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife 
Ed Pert, Regional Manager 
3883 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 
 

California Transportation 
Commission 
Commission Chair 
1120 N Street  
Room 2221 (MS-52)  
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

Native American Heritage 
Commission 
Cynthia Gomez, Executive 
Secretary 
1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100  
West Sacramento, CA 95691 
 

California Highway Patrol  
411 North Central Avenue 
Glendale, CA 91203 
 

California Air Resources Board 
Mary D. Nichols, Chair 
1001 I Street  
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

California Department of 
Conservation 
David Bunn, Director 
801 K Street, MS 24-01 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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State Office of Historic Preservation 
Julianne Polanco, Preservation 
Officer 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
 

State Water Resources Control 
Board 
Felicia Marcus, Board Chair 
1001 I Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

State Clearinghouse 
Ken Alex, Director 
1400 Tenth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

California Natural Resources 
Agency 
John Laird, California Secretary for 
Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

California Department of Toxic 
Substances Control 
Barbara Lee, Director 
1001 I Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814-2828 
 

Governor’s Office of Emergency 
Services 
Mark Ghilarducci, Director 
3650 Schriever Avenue 
Mather, CA 95655-4203 
 

California Public Utilities 
Commission 
Michael Picker, President 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 

California Department of Water 
Resources 
Grant Davis, Director 
1416 9th Street, Room 1115-1 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

California Native Plant Society  
2707 K Street, Suite 1  
Sacramento, CA  95816-5113 
 

California Wildlife Federation  
1012 J Street 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 

  

6.3 Regional/County Agencies 

Los Angeles County Clerk 
2400 Imperial Highway 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

Southern California Association of 
Governments Media & Public 
Affairs 
Jeff Liu, Manager 
900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1700 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
 

Los Angeles Regional Water 
Quality Control Board – Region 4 
Irma Muñoz, Chair  
320 West 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 
 

Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California 
Randy A. Record, Chairman 
1121 L Street, Suite 900 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority 
Phillip A. Washington, Chief 
Executive Officer 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
 

South Coast Air Quality 
Management District 
Dr. William A. Burke, Chairman 
21865 Copley Drive 
Diamond Bar, CA 91765 
 

Los Angeles County Sheriff’s 
Department 
Sheriff Jim McDonnell 
211 West Temple Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

Los Angeles Department of Water 
and Power 
David H. Wright, General Manager 
111 North Hope Street, #1221 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

Los Angeles County Department of 
Public Works 
James Yang, Manager 
900 South Freemont  
Alhambra, CA 91803 
 

Los Angeles County Fire 
Department 
Environmental Review Unit 
12605 Osborne Street  
Pacoima, CA 91331-2129 
 

Gateway Cities Council of 
Governments  
Nancy Pfeffer 
Executive Director 
16401 Paramount Boulevard 
Paramount, CA 90723 
 

Los Angeles County Department of 
Regional Planning 
Richard Bruckner, Director of 
Planning 
320 West Temple Street, 13th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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6.4 Local Agencies 

Los Angeles County Fire 
Department Station 30 
19030 Pioneer Boulevard 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

City of Cerritos  
Public Works Department 
18125 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

Cerritos Sheriff Station 
18135 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

City of Artesia  
Public Works Department 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

City of Norwalk Public Services 
Department Administrative Offices 
12650 East Imperial Highway 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

Jim Parker, City of Norwalk Interim 
City Manager 
12700 Norwalk Boulevard, Room 3 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

Art Gallucci, City of Cerritos City 
Manager 
18125 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

William Rawlings, City of Artesia 
City Manager 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

 

6.5 Elected Officials/Federal 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United State Senator 
11111 Santa Monica Boulevard, 
Suite 915 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
 

The Honorable Linda Sanchez 
United States Congress 38th 
District 
12440 East Imperial Highway, 
Suite 140 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

 

6.6 Elected Officials/State 

The Honorable Ian Calderon 
State Assembly 57th District 
13181 Crossroads Parkway, 
Suite 160 
City of Industry, CA 91746-3497 
 

The Honorable Cristina Garcia 
State Assembly 58th District 
8255 Firestone Boulevard, 
Suite 203 
Downey, CA 90241 
 

 

6.7 Elected Officials/County 

The Honorable Janice Hahn 
Board of Supervisors, 4th District 
Norwalk Field Office 
12720 Norwalk Boulevard, 
Room 704 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

  

6.8 Elected Officials/Norwalk 

The Honorable Luigi Vernola, 
Mayor 
12700 Norwalk Boulevard 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

The Honorable Leonard Shryock,  
Vice Mayor 
12700 Norwalk Boulevard 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

The Honorable Tony Ayala, 
Councilmember 
12700 Norwalk Boulevard 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
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The Honorable Jennifer Perez, 
Councilmember 
12700 Norwalk Boulevard 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

The Honorable Margarita L. Rios, 
Councilmember 
12700 Norwalk Boulevard 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

 

6.9 Elected Officials/Artesia 

The Honorable Sally Flowers, 
Mayor 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

The Honorable Tony Lima, Mayor 
Pro Tem 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

The Honorable Miguel Canales, 
Councilmember 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

The Honorable Victor Manalo, 
Councilmember 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

The Honorable Ali Sajjad Taj, 
Councilmember 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

Okina Dor, Planning Director 
18747 Clarkdale Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

6.10 City Officials/Cerritos 

The Honorable Grace Hu, Mayor 
18125 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

The Honorable Mark E. Pulido,  
Mayor Po Tem 
18125 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

The Honorable Jim Edwards, 
Councilmember 
18125 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

The Honorable Naresh Solanki, 
Councilmember 
18125 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

  

6.11 Native American Tribal Representatives 

Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians 
– Kizh Nation 
Andrew Salas, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 393 
Covina, CA 91723 
 

Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel 
Band of Mission Indians 
Anthony Morales, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 693 
San Gabriel, CA 91778 
 

Gabrielino/Tongva Nation 
Sandonne Goad, Chairperson 
106 ½ Judge John Aiso Street #231 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of 
California Tribal Council 
Robert Dorame, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 490 
Bellflower, CA 90707 
 

Juaneno Band of Mission Indians 
Acjachemen Nation – Belardes 
Joyce Perry, Tribal Manager 
4955 Paseo Segovia 
Irvine, CA 92603 
 

Juaneno Band of Mission Indians 
Acjachemen Nation – Belardes 
Matias Belardes, Chairperson 
32161 Avenida Los Amigos 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 
 

6.12 Libraries/Schools 

Cerritos Library 
18025 Bloomfield Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

Artesia Library 
18801 Elaine Avenue 
Artesia, CA 90701 
 

La Palma Branch Library 
7842 Walker Street 
La Palma, CA 90623 
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Alondra Library 
11949 Alondra Boulevard 
Norwalk, CA 90650 
 

Buena Park Library District 
7150 La Palma Avenue 
Buena Park, CA 90620 
 

Robert Kay 
Manager & Facilities 
ABC Unified School District 
16700 Norwalk Blvd 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

James Poper 
Director of Maintenance, 
Operations, Transportation & 
Facilities 
ABC Unified School District 
16700 Norwalk Blvd 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

Mary Sieu 
District Superintendent 
ABC Unified School District 
16700 Norwalk Blvd 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
 

Sophie Tse 
District Board Member 
ABC Unified School District 
16810 Harvest Ave 
Cerritos, CA 90703 

Leticia Mendoza 
Vice President of the Board 
ABC Unified School District 
16700 Norwalk Blvd 
Cerritos, CA 90703 

  

6.13 Utility Providers 

Time Warner Cable 
14328-14338 Lakewood Blvd 
Bellflower, CA 90706 
 

Southern California Edison 
1325 S Grand Avenue 
Santa Ana, CA 92705 
 

City of Cerritos Water and Power 
PO Box 3130 
Cerritos, CA 90703 
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