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CONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE
OCTOBER 16, 2014

SUBJECT:

CONSTRUCTION MITIGATION FOR 1-5 NORTH CORRIDOR
CAPACITY ENHANCEMENTS FROM SR-134 TO SR-170

ACTION:

APPROVE 1-5 NORTH MITIGATION PROJECT LIST AND
FUNDING, AUTHORIZE ENTERING INTO AGREEMENTS,
AMEND FY 2015 BUDGET

RECOMMENDATION
A. Approve the project list of 1-5 North mitigation projects to be funded by Measure
R funds allocated to FY 2010-2019.
B. Approve $16.928 Million in Measure R funding from the 1-5 North Capacity
Enhancement from SR-134 to SR-170 project for the implementation of
mitigation projects.
C. Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to enter into Funding Agreements with
adjacent cities and local entities to implement mitigation projects.
D. Authorize the Chief Executive Officer amend the FY 2015 Budget in the amount
of $2.80 Million to include the costs for the mitigation projects (cost center 0442)
ISSUE
The 1-5 North Capacity Enhancements project is comprised of 4 segments which will
widen 1-5 for the construction of one High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane in each
direction from SR-134 to SR-170, a total of approximately 12 miles.
On May 22, 2014, Directors Antonovich, Najarian, and Kerkorian presented a motion
(Item No. 56) to address specific mitigation concerns in the area (Attachment A). On
July 14, 2014, a Board Box memo was prepared that updated the Board on the
availability of funding options for the mitigation projects (Attachment A2). In response to
the Board, we identified that either: 1) MeasureR Highway funds from the Arroyo
Verdugo subregion's Highway Operational Improvements or 2) Interstate 5 North
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corridor funds originally intended for this project could be utilized. We assume that the
Interstate 5 corridor funds are the logical source to be used based on prior policy
actions of the Metro Board. Up to $18 million of these funds are available in the
timeframe necessary for the mitigation projects and we recommend that these
resources be used for the highway elements of the mitigation plan. To do so, the Metro
Board will need to take an action finding that these resources are consistent with the
original corridor uses contemplated by the voters in Measure R.
DISCUSSION
Although the project's environmental document was a ND/FONSI (Negative
Declaration/Finding of No Significant Impact), the Board and the neighboring agencies
agree that the impact due to construction is evident. Board motion (Item No. 56)
identified traffic and construction impacts to the neighboring cities. The projects
developed will assist in mitigating the impact due to construction of the 1-5 North project.
The affected cities and entities include: Burbank, Glendale, Los Angeles, and the Bob
Hope Airport.

Approve the List of Mitigation Projects
The proposed list of projects was generated by a collaborative team effort.
Representatives of the Cities of Los Angeles, Glendale, Burbank, the Bob Hope Airport,
Caltrans, and Metro staff have worked together since July 2014 on identifying specific
projects. The list and descriptions were reviewed by Metro staff as Measure R eligible
and prioritized by the team utilizing the criteria listed in the Attachment B 1. Staff
requests that the Board approve the project list for the 1-5 North mitigation projects.

Approve $16.928 Million in Measure R Funding
The MeasureR Expenditure Plan (Attachment C) identifies the 1-5 North project (Line
28). This project was funded with federal, state and local funds prior to the 2008
passage of Measure R, but was included in the expenditure plan for the ordinance. The
Measure R ordinance and the LRTP stipulate that these funds must remain available for
use in the same sub-regional planning area by the end of the tax.
$18 Million dollars was assumed to be needed for 1-5 enhancements in the 2009 LRTP
and this assumption is still shown in the detail supporting the Short Range
Transportation (Attachment D). The balance of $253.5 Million was assumed to be
available for years 2030-2040 and divided between the Arroyo Verdugo (1/3) and San
Fernando Valley (2/3) subregions.
Approval of $16.928 million in Measure R funding for this mitigation plan will fully fund
the first 19 projects (Attachment B2).
1-5 North Construction Mitigation
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Authorize Entering Into Funding Agreements
The cost of the prioritized mitigation projects totals $24.170 Million over the next five
years. This cost includes $2.80 Million needed from the current FY 2015 Measure R
budget. Eighteen mitigation projects will be funded up to a total of the requested
$16.928 Million.
Staff requests that the Board authorize the Chief Executive Officer to enter into Funding
Agreements with 1-5 adjacent cities and local entities to implement mitigation projects.

Budget Amendment
Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to amend the FY15 budget to add $2.80 Million of
Measure R Highway Funds and expenses to Project No. 410001, Task 008355, and
Cost Center 0442 in Account 54001 -Subsidy to Others for the purpose of funding the
1-5 North mitigation projects.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
The Board could elect to fund the entire list as proposed by the Cities ($24.170 Million).
If the entire list is funded, the additional funding ($7.242 Million) will reduce the
remaining balance in Measure R funds from $253.5 Million allotted for years 2030-2040
to $246.26 Million.
The Board could elect not to fund any of the identified mitigation projects. If funds are
not used, the Cities of Burbank, Glendale, Los Angeles, and the Bob Hope Airport will
not be able to begin projects needed to reduce and mitigate the impact of the
construction project. Without these improvements, street conditions will quickly
deteriorate and travelers of 1-5 commuters and truck operators will face additional
delays and inconveniences.

FINANCIAL IMPACT
The mitigation projects proposed will come from Measure R funds. Since the 1-5 North
construction mitigation projects would eventually be funded from programmed Measure
R revenues, this request would not impact LACMTA's ability to fund future projects.

Impact to Operating Budget
The funding for this project is from Measure R Funds - Highway Capital 20o/o and these
funds will not impact any future operating cost.
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NEXT STEPS

Staff will begin working on funding agreements with each entity.
Staff will investigate alternative funding options for projects that do not qualify for
MeasureR funding identified in Item 56, including:
1. Metrolink Locomotive
2. Bus Line from Gold Line to Airport and Red Line station.
Staff will return with a specific plan for additional Metro staff needed to implement the
Metro led projects.
ATTACHMENTS

A1.
A2.
B 1.
B2.
B3.
C.
D.

Board Motion Item 56, dated May 22, 2014
Board Box Memo, dated July 14, 2014
Project List descriptions
Project Prioritization/Ranking
Project Nexus
Measure R Expenditure Plan - 2009 LRTP
MeasureR Sales Tax Revenue- 2009 LRTP

Prepared by: Tasha Higgins, Senior Engineering Manager, (213) 922-7519
Gregg Magaziner, Executive Officer, Highway Program (213) 922-7337
Gary Sidhu, Managing Executive Officer,Highway Program (213)922-6840

1-5 North Construction Mitigation

4

Bryan Penning, on, Execut1ve Director
Engineering & Construction

ArthurT.Leahy
Chief Executive Officer
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ATTACHMENT A1

ITEM #56

May 22,2014
MOTION

Directors Antonovich, Najarian, and Krekorian
The construction of the HOV lanes on Interstate 5 between State Routes 118 and
134 presents an important opportunity to expand regional highway capacity
through the vital Interstate 5 corridor in the San Fernando Valley.
The construction of this project over the next several years will also cause severe
traffic impacts on the Cities of Burbank, Glendale, and los Angeles; and the Bob
Hope Airport. As the project progresses, the impacts will further intensify,
threatening the economic viability, regional mobility and quality of life for the
businesses and residents in the affected corridor. The time to address these
matters is now before the impacts are fully realized.
MTA has previously adopted policy in support of enhanced mitigations and
outreach for this corridor. In response to an MTA Board-approved motion by
Directors Antonovich, DuBois, and Knabe (Attachment A, December 2012, #74),
MTA began the process of working with Caltrans to develop better standards of
outreach and mitigation through best practices developed and used for the
construction of the 1-405 Sepulveda Pass HOV project.
These outreach and mitigation effort will require additional coordination by MTA
to include the Cities of Burbank, Glendale and Los Angeles; Bob Hope Airport,
Metrolink, and Caltrans. In particular, Metrolink service improvements on the
Antelope Valley Line will provide additional transit opportunities along the 1-5
corridor between North Los Angeles County and Los Angeles Union Station
through the affected member jurisdictions (Burbank, Glendale, and Los Angeles).
Subregional funding should be available to pay for mitigation and outreach
efforts. The MTA Board-approved policy {Attachment 8, July 2012, #73) to
provide an equitable return of Proposition 18 funds lost through subregional
transfer applies to the $26.1 million transferred from this 1-5 HOV Lane project to
the 1-405 HOV Lane project in December 2012. Furthermore, MeasureR's Arroyo
Verdugo subregional highway equity funds might be advanced or made available
earlier than scheduled to pay for these mitigations.
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ITEM #56

May 22,2014

WE, THEREFORE, MOVE that the MTA Board directs the CEO to return to the July
Committee and Board meetings with the following items for Board consideration:
(1)

Coordinate with the Cities of Burbank, Glendale and Los Angeles; Caltrans;
Metrolink; and Bob Hope Airport to develop a robust, multi-year mitigation
plan for the 1-5 corridor in and adjacent to the City of Burbank that includes
at minimum the following:
a. Adding additional Metrolink service along the Antelope Valley Line
between Los Angeles Union Station and the Santa Clarita and
Antelope Valleys, including:

i. The procurement (by purchase or lease) of at least one
dedicated locomotive to serve the Antelope Valley Line
exclusively.

ii. The addition of a late-night train beyond the currently
scheduled last train #227 (departing LAUS at 9:27PM).
b. Additional project management mitigations
c. Additional roadway, traffic signal and transit system mitigations,
including:

i. Bus and shuttle service provided in and around the 1-5 Corridor

by Bob Hope Airport and the City of Burbank.
ii. Traffic management operations
iii. Intelligent Transportation Systems
d. Outreach and coordination mitigations with the affected
jurisdictions, including Bob Hope Airport and major employers in the
area (i.e., entertainment studios).
(2)

Develop a pilot express bus service that closes the transit gap between the
Red and Orange line stations in North Hollywood, Bob Hope Airport, the

City of Burbank (Media
Pasadena

District)~

the City of Glendale and the Gold Line in
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ITEM #56
(3)

Develop funding options that include, but are not limited

May 22,2014

to:

a. The subregional equity restoration of $26.1 Milfion in Proposition lB
transferred from the 1-5 North HOV Lane project to the 1-405
Sepulveda Pass Improvements Project in December 2012 .
b. The advancement of available MeasureR Highway funds for the
Arroyo-Verdugo subregion
c. Matching funds from affected member jurisdictions

d. Available fund ing through Caltrans for mitigation and outreach
e. Prop C lOO!b/Measure R 3% funding for Metrolink
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Attachment A

74

Motion by Directors Antonovich, DuBois and Knabe

rnterstate 5 (1-5) bisects all of Los Angeles County, from Orange County to Kern County
through the Gateway Cities. central Los Angeles, the San Fernando VaHey and the Santa
Clarita Valley.

1-5 serves as both the major NorthJSouth corridor for Los Angeles County as well as an
international corridor stretching from Mexico to Canada.
As one of the most heavily traveled and congested freeways in the state~ the

r. s corridor has

received billions of federal. state and focal tax dollars to improve this regional and national
corridor of trade and commerce. These improvements will increase capacity and improve
traffic flow by adding additional lanes in both the northern and southern parts of Los Angeles
County.

The two 1-5 projects {North and South) have been divided into buildable segments and will
be implemented in phases over a number of years, causing negative impacts for
businesses, communities and the vrtal Burbank Bob Hope Airport. Phasing of construction

for this project has created the unintentional consequence of a fragmented public outreach
program to coordinate with the public and the affected residences, businesses and facHit~s
on closures. open1ngs, construction impacts and mitigations.

Given the scale of construction and impacts along the 1-5 Corridor. and in light of our recent
success in handling the 405 "Carmageddon" closures, the public expects a better approach
to managing and mitigating Caltrans construction activities.

1t is time for a unified and coordinated corridor..wide aporoach, utilizing the best practices
available to accelerate construction while at the same time mitigating the near tenn impacts
on communities and businesses along the l-5.
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Currently, Metro. in cooperation with Caltrans and other interested agencies, is
implementing a series of state-of-the-art measures associated wi1h construction of the 1-405
corridor and is allocating the necessary funding to assure the project delivery programs are
successful. A basic sense of equity dictates that this state-of-the art approach is available
for all areas of Los Angeles County, whether Metro is the lead agency or not.

To ensure all parts of the County receive similar revers of outreach, management and
mitigation in dealing with negative impacts associated with major highway construction
projects, Metro should work with Caltrans to ensure that the higher standard of outreach and

mitgation offered during the 1-405 project implementation is avai!abte throughout the County
as needed.

WE THEREFORE MOVE that the Board directs the CEO to develop and implement a plan
to work with Caltrans, affected cities and key stakeholders to devefop a coordinated
corridor-wide approach to implementing ou1reach. needed improvements and related
mitigations along the 1-5 from the Orange County line to the Kern County Line.

WE FURTHER MOVE that a plan of action and associated budget be presented for
consideratjon at the February 2013 Board meeting.
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73
July 19, 2012
Executive Management Committee

ltem#73

MOTION
Chairman Antonovich
Reprogramming of Proposition 18 Proiect Savings
California State Proposition I 8, approved by the voters in 2006, provided
billions of dollars for transportation projects statewide. Los Angeles County
united to fight hard for its fair share of these funds; within the County, our
subregions supported Proposition 1Band Los Angeles County's fair share
with the understanding that these subregions would also receive a fair share
of equity allocated to the County.
As a result of the economic downturn experienced since the passage of
Proposition lB, MTA is receiving construction bids for Proposition lBfunded projects lower than both cost estimates and the Proposition 1B
funding allocation, creating project cost savjngs that total $280 million for
the CotTidor Mobility Improvement Account funded projects and potentially
another $120 million or more for the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund
funded Alameda Corridor-East San Gabriel Trench project.

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) will reprogram these
project cost savings to the State Highway Operation and Protection Program
(SHOPP); hov..'ever, CTC policy does not require these funds to be
reprogrammed to projects from the original county of allocation.
Consequently, Los Angeles County potentially could lose over $400 million
in project cost savings, which would reduce the County's equity share of
Proposition lB funds.
Furthermore, the reallocation of project cost savings will severely impact the
equity gained by County subregions, particularly the San Gabriel Valley,
which could lose over $259 million in Proposition IB funds ($139 million
for the I-1 0 HOY lanes; $120 million or more for the San Gabriel Trench).
Burbank and its subregion could Jose $76 million in cost savings from the
Interstate 5 project. The City of Los Angeles could lose $65 million in cost
savings from its Interstate 405 project as \veiL
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As a first priority, Proposition 1B cost savings from Los Angeles County
projects must stay within the County, and the MTA Board must advocate for
such a policy to be adopted by or guide the CTC decisions on rea1locating
this funds.
Should the County be successful in keeping these funds-in whole or in
part-allocated within the County, it is also vital that the MTA Board find
ways to maintain equity for the San Gabriel Valley, ArroyoNerdugo and
Los Angeles City subregions that could lose $259 million, $76 million, and

$65 million-respectively.
I THEREFORE MOVE that the MTA Board:

I. Adopts a legislative position to support the maintenance of equity for
Los Angeles County by reprogramming Proposition 1B project cost
savings realized from Los Angeles County projects back into County

projects;
2. Directs the CEO to communicate this position to the California

Transportation Commission, along with an official request for the
Commission to revise its allocation policy accordingly;

3 _ Adopts a policy requiring the CEO to present to the Board for
consideration as a first priority proposals to maintain equity for
subregions that lose Proposition l B project cost savings to another
subregion within Los Angeles County prior to any reallocation of
Proposition 1B funds.
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July 14, 2014
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

TO:
THROUGH:

FROM:

RTHUR T. LEAHvl(_L
HIEF EXECUTIVE~7FI(;ER

f!J P·

BRYAN PENNINGTON
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, ENGINEERING & CONSTRUCTION
MARTHA WELBORNE~
CHIEF PLANNING OFFICER, COUNTYWIDE PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

SUBJECT:

RESPONSE TO DIRECTORS ANTONOVICH, NAJARIAN, AND
KREKORIAN MOTION 56 FROM MAY 2014 BOARD MEETING

ISSUE
At May's Board meeting, Directors Antonovich, Najarian and Krekorian presented a
motion (Item No. 56). The motion (Attachment A) directed staff to:
1. Coordinate with the Cities of Burbank, Glendale and Los Angeles; Caltrans;
Metrolink; and Bob Hope Airport to develop a robust, multi-year mitigation plan
for the 1-5 corridor in and adjacent to the City of Burbank;
2. Develop a pilot express bus service that closes the transit gap between the
Red and Orange Line stations in North Hollywood, Bob Hope Airport, the City
of Burbank (Media District), the City of Glendale and the Gold Line in
Pasadena; and,
3. Develop funding options.
This is an update of staffs actions since that motion.
BACKGROUND
Metro provides programming and partial funding of the 1-5 North Corridor Capacity
Enhancements from SR-134 to SR-118. All four segments of the corridor project are
currently under construction, as follows:
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•
•
•

•

Segment 1 {83o/o complete) .. Widen 1-5 for HOV lane from SR-118-SR-170.
Reconstruct 1-5/SR-170 mixed flow connector
Segment 2 {95% complete) .. Widen 1-5 for HOV lane from SR-170 to Buena
Vista Street
Segment 3 {2% complete ground breaking May 2014)- Widen 1-5 for HOV lane
from Buena Vista to Magnolia. Reconstruct Burbank and Empire Blvd.
interchanges
Segment 4 (55o/o complete)- Widen 1-5 for HOV lane from Magnolia-SR134

The Metro Board desires to address construction and other mitigation efforts for the
project area.

Staff Efforts To Date
Since the Board meeting in May, staff has been meeting with and collecting information
from both within Metro departments and other entities in order to adequately address
the mitigation requests listed in the motion. We have had both formal and informal
meetings with staff from the following Metro departments: Construction, Regional Rail
and Metrolink, Community Relations, Bus Operations, Strategic Financial Planning, and
Congestion Reduction. We have also collected information from: LASAFE, the City of
Burbank and Caltrans.

Caltrans Mitigation And Outreach
Attachment C outlines the mitigation items and provides a proposed implementation
schedule for each.

Immediate Mitigations
1. Mitigation - Staff has identified at least three mitigation efforts that can be
delivered within the contract and work can be defined by an executed change
order. This work can be implemented within the project contingency budget and
without increasing the overall project budget.
a. In discussions with the City of Burbank, there were two schools that need
specific mitigation around the construction area: George Washington
Elementary and Burbank High School.
The Buena Vista Bridge is due to be demolished this summer. This
means that mitigation for these students is most critical by fall2014.
Caltrans staff will work with the contractor to provide a shuttle for George
Washington Elementary students go travel across the 1-5 by fall2014.
Metro staff will work with Caltrans to approve a change order to cover the
cost of the mitigation.
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Although the need is similar for the Burbank High School students, the
Burbank Blvd. Bridge is not due to be demolished until spring 2017. When
the time comes for the mitigation, Metro and Caltrans staff will perform a
similar mitigation for the students impacted by the closure.
2. Outreach - In an effort to use best practices developed on the 1-405 Sepulveda
Pass HOV project, staff has learned that Caltrans is in the process of procuring a
contractor to perform public and media outreach for the 1-5 North. As stated in
our funding agreement, Metro staff will work with Caltrans in all communications
including coordination, and notifications of press events, literature, brochures,
videos, etc. Once the contract is awarded, staff will work closely with Caltrans to
meet the Board's outreach expectations. The funds for this work are allotted
within the contract without increasing the overall project budget.
Contingent on the Board approval of the use of Measure R mitigation funds, staff will
begin a funding agreement process with the Cities of Glendale, Burbank and the Los
Angeles for timing and signalization along Glenoaks and San Fernando Blvd in and
around the construction area to mitigate the traffic impacts.

FUNDING ANALYSIS
After reviewing the funding options outlined in Section (3) of the motion, the Strategic
Financial Planning section of the Countywide Planning and Development Department,
has provided the following analysis of the suggested funding options in motion #56:

Subregional Equity Restoration
The question of restoration of $26.1 million in Prop 1B savings transferred in November
2012 to the 1-405 project was addressed in a Board Box dated Apri19, 2013 (see
Attachment B). While the Board may elect to do so with other resources (by identifying
other projects to be deferred) backfilling the bid savings transferred from the 1-5 North
project to the 1-405 project is not required by any prior Board motion or by any
ordinance or regulation. The original Proposition 18 fund source involved is not
available for this or any other purpose, other than those previously selected by the
California Transportation Commission.

Measure R Highway Funds
Measure R Highway funds for the Arroyo Verdugo subregion could include Highway
Operational Improvement funds or Interstate 5 North corridor funds originally intended
for this project. We assume that the Interstate 5 corridor funds is the logical source to
be used, based on prior policy actions of the Metro Board. Up to $18 million of these
funds are available in the timeframe necessary for the mitigation projects and we
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recommend that these resources be used for the highway elements of the mitigation
plan. To do so, the Metro Board will need to take an action finding that these resources
are consistent with the original corridor uses contemplated by the voters in Measure R.

Matching Funds From Affected Jurisdictions
With respect to matching funds from affected member jurisdictions, each jurisdiction
involved could contribute available city funds at their discretion. If the Metro Board
commits the Measure R Highway Funds discussed above, these matching funds, if any,
should be directed to non-highway mitigation needs such as transit services or
Metrolink.

Prop C 10% I Measure R 3% Funding For Metrolink
These funds are not available. Metrolink money is already allocated. Similarly, bus
service operating funds are also not available and could not be re-allocated without
reducing existing services.
NEXT STEPS
Staff will continue the due diligence of collecting detailed estimates for the work that can
be done immediately. We will continue to work with:
•
•
•

Caltrans and other stakeholders to see if some work can be implemented within
one or more of the existing contracts,
the Cities and the Airport to further clarify the scope and estimates of the
mitigations, and
other Metro departments, including Capital Planning, to verify scopes estimates,
and funding of the mitigations.

Staff will report back in August 2014 specific actions to address the remaining mitigation
items contained in Item No. 56. Included in this report will be steps forward, resource
needs, and recommendations.

Response to the June 2014 Board Motion Item No. 75 (Attachment D)
To provide sufficient strategic oversight to ensure that the mitigation is planned, funded
and executed requires a great deal of coordination. Metro FTE staff resources are
limited; therefore staff will pursue support services from one of the existing bench/oncall contracts and hire a mitigation project manager. Staff has developed the scope of
the mitigations and is in the process of finalizing the respective consultant scope of work
needed to procure the additional resources. Tasks will include: development of a
mitigation plan; collaborating with agencies and key stakeholders; developing funding
agreements and strategies; management reporting; coordinating with internal and
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external stakeholders; and overseeing the overall execution of the mitigation plan
through construction.
Staff will report back in July 2014 on the status of hiring the mitigation project manager.

ATTACHMENTS
A. Directors Antonovich, Najarian and Krekorian May Board Motion (Item 56)
B. November 2012 to the 1-405 project was addressed in a Board Box dated April9,
2013
C. Mitigation Summary Table
D. Director Najarian June Board Motion (Item 75)
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1-5 North Mitigation Project List

mltlplton
staff for outreach efforts on 1-5 North project; Attends construction meetings;
!collaborates with Caltrans Outreach Staff; Responsive to community needs

1(d)
Item 74 (2012)

$0

1(c)(ii)
1(c)(iii)

RIITS automation Implementation for
Demonstration Project on 1-5 North

I

$600

N/A

$600

$200

N/A

$200

$200

N/A

$200

Isuccess depends on Project #2 automation:

Place 4 digital signs at Bob Hope Airport for partronsleavlng
to encourage the use varying modes oftransportatlon; displays real-time traffic closure and
alerts for on 1-5

Mitigation Project I Contract Work

561

Board Motion Item
I Item Addressed with
this mltlgalton

Execution Method

I

Description

of City-owned portions of the Empire Avenue
including the Victory Place grade separation,
of Empire Avenue west of 1-5, and
of Victory Place between Maria Street and
lincoln Street.
Ave. Interchange (City Portion)

I

1(b)

Funding Agreement

Graffltti abatement of ~··r w.... ~w
s of Empire Interchange.

••, . ...

w• ..

u, •w•

... ~

I

-··r

abatement of city-owned right of way along leland
nt to the Burbank Channel cap and sound wall
impacts to residential neighborhood.

Capital Cost
[a)

City
Contribution
[b)

($0,000)

($0,000)

$25,000

I

$0

I

y

-·I
Add'l

Add'l City
Capital

Capital Cost
Included In
Contract

[c=a-b]
($0,000)

I

I

[d)

Admin
[e)

($0,000)

($0,000)

Peruntage
Oversight

$3,750

15%

$0

I

I

$3,750

$675

$75

N

$600

$0

$68

10%

$668

$600

$0

N

$600

$90

$60

10%

$750

I

$0

$250

10%

I

$250

I

$240

$240

10%

I

$2,880

1f city-owned portions of the railroad grade
Funding Agreement
with City of Burbank
1(b)

lseparatatlons at Buena Vista St. and Empire Ave. (cost
assumed 5 percent of total cost of both grade

I

$2,500

IMSE walls needed for the Buena Vista and Empire grade

I

$2,400

I

$0

I

y

I

$0

I

N

I

I

Funding Agreement
with City of Burbank
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$2,400
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local Street ITS Improvements and TMC

I

1(c)(iii)

Funding Agreement
with City of Burbank

1(c)(ii)

Funding Agreement
with City of Burbank

I

Traffic signal equipment and modify traffic signal
plans on local streets affected by 1-5 construction

detour traffic. Includes augmenting Burbank TMC to
provide traffic signal coordlantion and Initiate police traffic
control to manage congetlons due to freeway construction
during the life of the construction project.

I

$2,865

I

$2,865

I

Partial

I

$0

I

$0

I

$0

I

N/A

I

300

I

$575

$160

6%

I

$735

0%

I

$300

Due to Bridge closures, provide BurbankBus Mid-Day
ITrafflc/Translt Mitigations

I

Service on Empire-Downtown Route to serve corridor

I

affected by loss of Metro 94 service on San Fernando Blvd.
Includes cost for mitigations to George Washington

I

I

Elementary and Burbank High Schools Impacted
1(c)(il)
1(c)(iii)

Board Motion Item 56
Mltlptlon Project

Item Addressed with

I

Description

Execution Method

this mltl&alton

I

Project Management and engineering support services for oversight and administration of mitigation

with Bob Hope Airport programs implemented by the Airport

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) technology to manage construction impact of the freeway

Mitigation Airport ITS Improvements

Providing a shuttle service between Metro North Hollywood station and Bob Hope Airport as an alternate
route for travelers traveling 1-5 from downtown los Angeles, thereby reducing traffic on 1-5 during

!Traffic/Transit Mitigations

Percentage

Amount for
Mitigation

($0,000)

Oversight

($0,000)

$0

$180

N/A

$180

752

N/A

N/A

$752

$1,840

included

N/A

$1,840

Cost

1,000)
Funding Agreement

Project Management and Support

Oversight/
Admin

Capital/Engineering

Description

MltiJatlon Project
this mltlgalton
Project Management and Support

Project Management and engineering support services for oversight and administration of mit igation
programs Implemented by the City

Mitigation Improvements on Sonora Ave.

Rehabilitation and Class II bike lanes on Sonora Ave from Victory Blvd. to San Fernando Rd.

$1,400

Included

N/A

$1,400

Rehabilitation and Class II bike lanes on Riverside Dr. and Western Ave.

$1,300

Included

N/A

$1,300

$390

Included

N/A

$390

$520

Included

N/A

$520

Rehabilitation and Class II bike lanes on Grandivew Ave.

traffic signal communication facilities to Improve signal coordination along regional arterials in
of the 1-5 Fwy corridor

Pase 2 of3

ATTACHMENT 81

#

18

19

Priority
Rank

15

14

Board Motion Item 56
FA#

TBD

TBD

Mitigation Project

RIITS General Improvements
(RIITS network)

RIITS Regional Communications
Enhancement

Item Addressed with
this mltlgalton

Staff FTE - requires
Board Authority, Pro

Cost

ProJect
Oversight/
Admin

($0,000)

($0,000)

capital/Engineering

Description

Execution Method

AJreement
Amount for
Percentage
Oversight

Mitigation

($0,000)

Install new RIITS fiber optic cables or multiplexors in ATSAC communications network. The increased fiber

Services

capacity will improve existing irregular Ethernet communications among RIITS, lEN, City of Burbank and
City of Glendale. (works with Project# 2)

Staff FTE - requires
Board Authority, Pro

Expand communications capacity of Metro RIITS Interagency Commun ications Network on existing
Caltrans freeway corridors along 1-5 and SR-134 between Penrose Stand Colorado St. This Expansion will

Services, Procurement provide improved communications stability between ATSAC and RIITS connections.

included

Estimated for
Metro RIITS

220

Estimated for
Metro RUTS

2000

220

included
2000

Upgrate existing ATSAC traffic signals in the Glenoaks/San Fernando and 1-S Freeway corridor to include

20

17

TBD

Glenoaks/San Fernando Corridors ITS
Upgrate

real-time adaptive traffic and signal control capability, install additional video survailance and its
Metro Executes MOU communications equipment, and re-time traffic signal timing to accommodate traffic fluctuations. This
project will enable LADOT ATSAC signal system to automatically adjust its traffic control strategy to
with LADOT
accommodate flutuating traffic coming and going to regional Freeways, and into and exiting City of
Burbank, City of Glendale, and Bob Hope Airport.

21

22

9

7

TBD

ATSAC Traffic Signal and Communications
Interconnect Gap Closure

1-5 Construction Detours and Peak-hour
Traffic Management

Metro Executes MOU
with LADOT

2000

300

2300

500

75

575

0

360

Install ATSAC traffic signal interconnect from Glenoaks BI/Hollywood Way to Glenoaks Bl/cabrini Dr.
Install ATSAC fiber connection between Freeways termini to Sun Valley and Eagale Rock ATSAC Hubs; and
install ATSAC Cameras

Staff ATSAC Center during Traffic Detours and to deploy traffic officers at key intersections for congestion
Metro Executes MOU
relieves. Deployment of LADOT Engineers, Signal Electricians, Palnt-n-Signs Posters, and Traffic Officers
with LADOT
on As-Needed Basis. As-Needed Labor Assumes S 120K/year.
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360

LA DOT/Metro Total

$4 720

$735

$5 455

GRAND TOTAL ENHANCEMENT/MITIGATION PROJECTS

$18,U6

$6,043

$24,169

AITACHMENT 82

Metro

SA

22

ILADOT

ATTACHMENT B3

1-5 North Mitigation Project- Nexus
Burbank
Empire Avenue Interchange (City Portion)
This project will construct a new, full diamond interchange of Empire Avenue and San Fernando with Interstate 5 at the
location of the current Scott Road offramp. The project will connect Empire Avenue on the west with San Fernando
Boulevard on the east to provide a new arterial crossing of 1-5 between Downtown Burbank and the commercial and
industrial areas near the Bob Hope Airport. This project includes city roadway improvements to make this arterial
connection.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project is an eligible interchange modification located less than J4
mile of the Interstate 5 highway corridor and serves a major roadway connecting 1-5 to Downtown Burbank and the Bob
Hope Airport.
Buena Vista Street & Empire Avenue Railroad Grade Separations (City Portion)
This project will grade separate Buena Vista Street and the UPRR/Metrolink Antelope Valley Line in the City of Burbank, as
well as the future Empire Avenue and its connection to the Empire Interchange.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project is an eligible safety project project to provide a railroad
grade separation less than J4 mile of the Interstate 5 highway corridor.
Local Street ITS Improvements and TMC
This project would provide traffic signal upgrades, signal controller upgrades, timing plans, and traffic signal system
monitoring to intersections on arterial streets within 1 mile of the Interstate 5 corridor. Scope includes augmenting
Burbank TMC staff for monitoring signal coordination and polic traffic control during the life of the construction project.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project is an eligible traffic signal upgrade I timing I synchronization
project located at intersections on arterial streets within 1 mile of Interstate 5 to reduce delay and improve efficiency of
these arterials adjacent to this highway affected by the Interstate 5 HOV I Empire Interchange Project.
Traffic/Transit Mitigations
Only during the life of the construction project, this project will provide necessary transit detours for residents impacted
by the closure of several bridges in the construction area.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project meets Nexus requirements because it is a direct result of
construction on the 1-5 project. If not for the closure of several bridges in the area, this project would not be required.

I Bob Hope Airport
Project Management and Support Services
This project is to provide project management and support services for oversight and administration of mitigation projects
defined in the Measure R construction mitigation project list.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project is eligible for MeasureR funds and is a result of work
performed on the 1-5 construction project.
Airport ITS Improvements
This project involves design and installation of changeable message signs and othe improvements to make patrons aware
of construction closures and other issues on the 1-5 and adjacent streets.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project is eligible for MeasureR funds and is a result of work
performed on the 1-5 construction project.
Traffic/Transit Mitigations
Only during the life of the construction project, this project will provide necessary transit detours for residents impacted
by the closure of several bridges in the construction area.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project meets Nexus requirements because it is a direct result of
construction on the 1-5 project. If not for the closure of several bridges in the area, this project would not be required.
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City of Glendale
Project Management and Support Services
This project is to provide project management and support services for oversight and administration of mitigation projects
defined in the Measure R construction mitigation project list.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This project is eligible for Measure R funds and is a result of work
performed on the 1-S construction project.
Mitigation Improvements on Sonora Ave.
This project is to provides rehabilitation and Class II bike lanes on Sonora Ave from Victory Blvd. to San Fernando Rd.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: Project includes rehabilitation of Sonora Ave. and construction of Class II
bikelanes. The proposed project will facilitate an alternate transportation mode for commuter to/from downtown
Glendale to Burbank and will alleviate traffic congestion on 1-S and SR 134 . Project location is less than a quarter of mile
from I-S/and SR134 Freeways
Mitigation Improvements on Riverside Dr. and Western Ave.
This project is to provides rehabilitation and Class II bike lanes on Riverside Dr. and Western Ave.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: Project include rehabilitation and construction of Class II and Class Ill
bikelanes on Riverside Dr. and Western Ave. The proposed project will facilitate an alternate transportation mode for
commuters to/from downtown Glendale to Burbank and will alleviate traffic congestion on 1-S and SR 134 . Project
location is less than a quarter of mile from I-S/and SR134 Freeways
Mitigation Improvements on Grandview Ave.
This project is to provides rehabilitation and Class II bike lanes on Grandivew Ave.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: Project include re-surfacing and construction of Class Ill Bikelanes on
Grandview Ave. The proposed project will facilitate an alternate transportation mode for commuters to/from downtown
Glendale to Burbank and will alleviate traffic congestion on 1-S and SR 134 . Project location is less than a quarter of mile
from I-S/and SR134 Freeways.
Mitigation Improvements on Flower St.
This project is to provides rehabilitation and Class II bike lanes on Flower St. (at City of Burbank boundary)
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: Project include re-surfacing and construction of Class Ill Bikelanes on
Flower Street. The proposed project will facilitate an alternate transportation mode for commuters to/from downtown
Glendale to Burbank and will alleviate traffic congestion on 1-S and SR 134 . Project location is less than a quarter of mile
from I-S/and SR134 Freeways
Arterial traffic signal improvements
This project provides an upgrade traffic signal communication facilities to improve signal coordination along regional
arterials in the vicinity of the 1-S Fwy corridor
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: Provide funding for design and installation of state of the art
communication equipment to enhance traffic signal coordination and improve traffic flow along 1/S and SR 134 Freeway
interchange.
Metro RIITS
RIITS/IEN Regional Communications Capacity Enhancement
This project installs new fiber optic cables or multiplexors in LADOT communications network. The increased fiber capacity
will improve currently sometime irregular Ethernet communications amounts RIITS, lEN, City of Burbank and City of
Glendale.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This is the LADOT Communications Network that hosts the entire
regional RIITS and lEN data traffic (including Cities of Burbank and Glendale) to the Metro RIITS-Central at Metro, and to
lEN-Central at County of Los Angeles. Currently it is under-capacity as-is.
RIITS Regional Communications Enhancement to Connect with ATSAC
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This project constructs and expand communications capacity of Metro RIITS Interagency Communications Network on
existing Caltrans freeway corridors along 1-5 and SR-134 between Penrose Stand Colorado St. This Expansion will provide
improved communications stability between ATSAC and RIITS connections in Sun Valley and Eagle Rock
Nexus to Highwav Operations Definition: This is the Metro RIITS Interagency Communications Network that also
includes Caltrans and LADOT. Leveraging on this communications network, LADOT needs additional communications
capacity in order to implement the adaptive traffic signal for the regional traffic management.
City of Los Angeles/Metro
Glenoaks/San Fernando Corridor ITS Upgrade
This project upgrades existing ATSAC signals in the Glenoaks/San Fernando and 1-5 Freeway corridor to include Real-time
adaptive traffic control capability, installs additional traffic surveillance and its communications equipment, and re-times
traffic signal timing to accommodate adaptive functions. This project will enable LADOT signal system to adjust its traffic
control strategy to accommodate fluctuated traffic coming and going to City of Burbank, City of Glendale, and Bob Hope
Airport.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This is the LADOT ITS infrastructure project that leverages on the Metro
RIITS communications network as the foundation. This ITS Project will implement all necessary infrastructure to enable
the ATSAC adaptive traffic control to improve traffic flow along 1/5 corridor.
ATSAC Traffic Signals and Communications Interconnect Gap Closure
This project provides an upgrade traffic signal communication facilities to improve signal synchronization along regional
arterials in the vicinity of the 1-5 Fwy corridor
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: This is the traffic signal interconnection project that will physically
interconnect the traffic signals on Glenoaks Bl between Hollywood Way and Cabrini Dr; and other physical interconnect
gap closures between the ATSAC and Metro RIITS Interagency Communications.
1-5 Construction Detours and Peak-Hour Traffic Management
Funds staffing to staff LADOT ATSAC Center during traffic detours and to deploy traffic officers at key intersections for
congestion relieves. Deployment of LADOT engineers, signal electricians, paint-n-sign posters, and traffic officers, on asneeded basis.
Nexus to Highway Operations Definition: Necessary as-needed staffing by LADOT to address construction traffic
detours and peak-hour traffic congestions
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Proposed One-Half Cent Sales Tax for Transportation: Expenditure Plan
30 Years, Fiscal Year (FY) 2010-2039
As Adopted by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Board of Directors July 24, 2008
($ in millions)
New Sales Tax (Assembly Bill 2321)
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Potential Project in Alphabetical Order by
Category (project definition depends on final
environmental process)

Cost
Estimate

Minimum

22

Alameda Corridor East Grade Separations Phase II

$

1,123

$

23

BNSF Grade Separations in Gateway Cities

$

35

$

24

Countywide Soundwall Construction {Metro regional
list and Monterey Park/SR-601

$

250

$

25

High Desert Corridor (environmental)

$

33

26

Interstate 5/ St. Route 14 Capacity Enhancement

$

161

Interstate 5 Capacity Enhancement from 1-605 to

27

lnr::onn<> rnoonh. I in<>

$

1,240

</)

29
30

34

$

400

$

Expected
Completion

$

35

$

35

$

250

$

-

$

250

$

-

$

33

$

$

90.8

$

-

$

264.8

$

$

$

i

$

- $

-

As funds become available

$

- $

- $

-

FY 2010

33

$

$

$

-

As funds become available

90.8

$

$

14

j

FY 2010

FY 2013-15

63

j

FY 2010

FY 2016-17

FY 2010

FY 2013

FY 2010

FY 2015

264.8

$

15
78

$
$

336

41
834

$

$

610

$

271.5

$

$

271 .5

$

50

$

264

$

24

n..
]§

1-5 Carmenita Road Interchange Improvement

$

389

$

138

$

- $

138

$

97

$

154

$

-

j

>.

:;:

:I:

FY 2039

Current
2008$

·o..
«l
co

As funds become available

187

Highway Operational Improvements in Arroyo
VerduQo subregion
Highway Operational Improvements in Las
Virgenes/Malibu subregion
Interstate 405, 1-110, 1-105, and SR-91 Ramp and
Interchange Improvements {South Bay)
Interstate 5 North Capacity Enhancements from SR14 to Kern County Line (Truck Lanes}

$

170

$

170

-

$

175

$

175

$

-

$

906

$

906

2,800

$

-

$

410

$

410

$

170

$

$

175

$

$

906

$

35

Interstate 605 Corridor "Hot Spot" Interchanges

$

2,410

$

$

590

$

590

36

Interstate 710 North Gap Closure (tunnel)

$

3,730

$

$

780

$

780

37

Interstate 710 South and/or Early Action Projects

$

5,460

$

-

$

590

$

590

38

State Route 138 Capacity Enhancements

$

270

$

-

$

200

$

200

39

Capital Project Contingency (Highway)-Escalation
Allowance for lines 31 -38 to be based on year of
construction

$

2,575

$

-

$

2,575.9

$

2,576

$ 22,337

$

1,215.1

$

6,664.9

$

7,880

40

Funds
Available
Beginning

$

200

1-5 Capacity Enhancement from SR-134 to SR-170

~

C)

33

200

-~

.J::.

32

$

200

j

0

31

Local Funding
State
(Rallls3%
Funding except as noted)

Federal
Funding

Escalated$

21

28

Total

Additional

Highway Projects: Capita/Projects: Carpool Lanes; Highways, Goods Movement, Gr•de Separations, and Soundwalls

20

I

Other Funds

~

Cl)

Total Capital Projects Highway: Carpool Lanes,
Highways, Goods Movements, Grade Separations, and
Soundwal/s

Fiscal Responsibility Policy for Measure R Transit and Highway Capital Project Contingencies

To be determined

TBD
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$

As funds become available

288

FY 2010

I

FY 2039

I
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LACMTA Financial Forecasting Model
Measure A Sales Ta
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80

lllatlwft PllltKtl (201M.~
Alameda Conidor Eut Ol8de Sep Phase U ~) • SGV
8HSF Grade Separalons In Gateway Clln ($35) • Gateway
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13.3
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.

12.0
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I
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.
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-
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.

.
.
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I
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I 0.~
0.1
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-

~I
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.

-I

174.8
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138.1
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131.7
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480.8
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700.0
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25.5
302.6
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23.0
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.
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-
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.

-
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.

.

.

13.3

20.2

25.0

10.5

-
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9.0

3.8
9.5
21.5

19.8
30.9
2.1

6.2

1.0

4.8

8.2

9.7

81 .4

28.1

17.8

17.3

13.1

7.0

20.5

57.1

m.e

(1.5)
(1.5)

(5.9)
(5.9)

17.9

-

5.1

88.3

110
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