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Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  December 10, 2014

Reference No.:  2.2D.
Action

From: ANDRE BOUTROS
Executive Director

subject: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
(DEIR/EA) FOR THE STATE ROUTE (SR) 82 AT FLORIBUNDA AVENUE INTERSECTION
SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 04-SM-82, PM 13.69 (PPNO 0686)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, provide comments in response to the DEIR/EA for
the SR 82 at Floribunda Avenue Intersection Safety Improvement Project in San Mateo County?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission make no comments relative to the alternatives or environmental
impacts addressed in the DEIR/EA. However, staff recommends that a letter be sent to the Department
that states the following:

— The Commission has no comments with respect to the alternatives or environmental impacts
addressed in the DEIR/EA.

— As this project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program and
actions under the purview of the Commission are anticipated, upon completion of the final
environmental document, notification should be provided to the Commission as a Responsible
Agency.

BACKGROUND:

The Department is the designated CEQA/NEPA Lead Agency responsible for the environmental
review of the project. SR 82 at Floribunda Avenue Intersection Safety Improvement Project The
Centennial Corridor Project will widen SR 82 at the Floribunda Avenue intersection Post Mile (PM)
13.39 between Oak Grove Avenue and Bellevue Avenue in the City of Burlingame to install left-turn
pockets and left-turn signals in the northbound and southbound directions. This project is currently
programmed for funding in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program. For
additional project information and summaries of the build alternatives and environmental impacts
identified in the DEIR/EIS, please see the Department’s memorandum included as agenda item 2.2b
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(DEIR/EIS) FOR THE HIGH DESERT CORRIDOR PROJECT
07-LA-14, PM 57.8/64.1, 08-SBD-18, PM 84.3 (EA 2600U)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, provide comments in response to the DEIR/EIS for
the High Desert Corridor Project in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission make no comments relative to the alternatives or environmental
impacts addressed in the DEIR/EIS. However, staff recommends that a letter be sent to the Department
that states the following:

— The Commission has no comments with respect to the alternatives or environmental impacts
addressed in the DEIR/EIS.

— This project is not yet programmed or funded; however if funds or actions under the purview of
the Commission are anticipated, upon completion of the final environmental document,
notification should be provided to the Commission as a Responsible Agency.

— Since tolling is under consideration for this project, the Commission encourages Caltrans and
its partners to ensure early communication and coordination with the Commission in the event
it is anticipated that the Commission will be requested to approve the project for delivery
through a public private partnership procurement consistent with the provisions of Senate Bill
4 (SBX2 4, Statutes of 2009), or for construction approval to allow for financing approval by
the California Transportation Financing Authority as provided for in Assembly Bill 798 (AB
798, Statutes of 2009).

BACKGROUND:

The Department is the designated CEQA/NEPA Lead Agency responsible for the environmental
review of the project. The High Desert Corridor Project would construct a new multi-modal
freeway/expressway between State Route (SR) 14 in Los Angeles County to SR 18 in San
Bernardino County. Two of the alternatives considered for this project include tolling. For additional
project information and summaries of the build alternatives and environmental impacts identified in
the DEIR/EIS, please see the Department’s memorandum included as agenda item 2.2b
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Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA prepared by:  Katrina C. Pierce, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Environmental Analysis

COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) review and comment at the December 2014 Commission
meeting, on the following Draft Environmental Impact Reports (DEIRS):

ISSUE:

04-SM-82, PM 13.69

This project in San Mateo County will widen the intersection and install traffic signals on State
Route 82 (SR 82) at Floribunda Avenue in the city of Burlingame and the town of
Hillsborough. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection
Program. The total estimated cost is $5,837,000 for capital and support. Construction is
estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2015-16. The scope, as described for the preferred
alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2014
State Highway Operation and Protection Program.

Alternatives considered for the proposed project include:
Build Alternative — This alternative proposes to widen SR 82 at the Floribund Avenue
intersection in order to install left-turn pockets and left-turn signals in the northbound and

southbound directions.

No Build Alternative.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance
California’s economy and livability”
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The decision to prepare an EIR was made due to a substantial amount of public controversy
surrounding the project associated with the proposed removal of five historic trees. Impacts
of the project include:

Traffic and Circulation
Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities
Historical Resources
Community Impacts
Visual/Aesthetics
Paleontological Resources

The following measures would be incorporated to minimize impacts of the project:

Landscaping will be incorporated into the project design.

Five replacement trees of an approved variety will be planted in the Halston-Ralston
Eucalyptus Tree Rows along SR 82.

A Transportation Management Plan (TMP) and a Construction Zone Enhance
Enforcement Program (COZEEP) will be prepared and implemented.

A Paleontological Evaluation Report will be prepared and, if needed, a
Paleontological Mitigation Plan will be prepared and implemented.

Attachment 1

ISSUE:

07-LA-14 PM 57.8/64.1, 08-SBd-18, PM 84.3

This project in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties will construct a new multimodal
freeway/expressway, linking State Route 18 (SR 18) in San Bernardino County and State
Route 14 (SR 14) in Los Angeles County. The project is not yet programmed nor funded.
The cost of the highway facilities is currently estimated at approximately $2.8 billion. The
cost for the high-speed rail component is currently unknown.

Alternatives considered for the proposed project include:

Freeway/Expressway Alternative (four physical variations) — This alternative would
combine a controlled access freeway and an expressway. The alignment would generally
follow Avenue P-8 in Los Angeles County and just south of EI mirage Road in San
Bernardino County, then extend east to Air Expressway Road near Interstate 15 (I-15),
and finally curve south, ending at Bear Valley Road.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance
California’s economy and livability”
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Freeway/Tollway Alternative — This alternative would follow the same alignment as the
Freeway/Expressway Alternative, but the section between 100" Street East and United
States Route 395 (U.S. 395) would be operated as a tollway.

Freeway/Expressway with High Speed Rail (HSR) Feeder/Connector Service Alternative
— This alternative would be the same as the Freeway/Expressway Alternative, but with a
HSR Feeder/Connector Service between the cities of Palmdale and Victorville.

Freeway/Tollway with High Speed Rail (HSR) Feeder Connector Service Alternative —
This alternative would be the same as the Freeway/Tollway Alternative, but with HSR
Feeder/Connector Service between the cities of Palmdale and Victorville.

No Build Alternative

The decision to prepare an EIR was made due to the large scope of the project and the
potential for significant environmental impacts. Impacts of the project include:

Traffic and Circulation
Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities
Cultural Resources
Community Impacts
Farmlands

Air Quality

Hazardous Waste

Noise

Biological Resources
Growth
Geology/Soils/Seismic
Utilities
Visual/Aesthetics
Paleontological Resources
Cumulative Impacts

The project will be designed to avoid and minimize impacts to environmental resources to the extent
practicable. Standard conditions and mitigation measures have been identified to minimize impacts
when avoidance is not possible. An Environmental Commitment Record will be prepared and
approved as a condition to project approval.

Attachment 2

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance
California’s economy and livability”
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