Additional Documents Distributed for the
Regular City Council Meeting
November 7, 2018

I;Ie;n Agenda Item Description Distributor Document
PC | Public Comments and Suggestions Brandon Fox Petition re. Fremont Ave.
PC | Public Comments and Suggestions John Srebalus Photos
4 Councilmember Communications Michael A. Cacciotti PowerPoint, Various Photos
PowerPoint, Public Input for
) . ) Police Chief Search, Veterans
5 City Manager Communications Stephanie DeWolfe Day Closure, 11/21/18 Council
Meeting Cancelation, and
Update on the 2018 California State Lucy Demirjian, . .
17 Legislative Session Assistant to the City Manager PowerPoint, Staff Presentation
Reorganization of the Finance
Department Including: Adoption of
Resolutions and a Side Letter with the
South Pasadena Public Service
Employees’ Association, Approval of .
18 | New Job Descriptions, and Cralg quhler, PowerPoint, Staff Presentation
. . Finance Director
Authorization to Enter into Agreements
with HAL Companies for Business
License Administration Services and
ADP, LLC for Payroll Administration
Services
19 Update on Election Results (no staff Marc A. Donohue, PowerPoint, Staff Presentation

report)

Chief City Clerk
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20

Update on the Wilson Reservoir
Wellhead Treatment System (no staff
report)

Kristine Courdy,
Public Works Operations Manager

PowerPoint, Staff Liaison
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PETITION TO PRIORITIZE TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT, ABATEMENT, AND
CALMING ON FREMONT AVENU E

In May 2017, the Metro Board of Directors introduced a motion “to bring relief to the affected
State Route 710 North (8R-710 North) corridor cities.” The stated goal was to work with the
City of South Pasadena, among others, to fund projects to alleviate the traffic impacts caused by
the absence of the SR-710 North between Interstate Routes 10 and 210,

Fremont Avenue is the primary arterial affected by the gap between the SR-710 and Route 210 in
South Pasadena, The street is primarily residential, and in many stretches exclusively so. Yet

automobiles using Fremont Avenue as the de facto SR~710 extension.

Metro will fund projects that will “relieve congestion on local streets affected by the absence of
the freeway.” By our signatures, we urge the City of South Pasadena to prioritize projects that
would improve, abate, and calm traffic on Fremont Avenue, since Fremont Avenue is the
primary street affected by the absence of the freeway, Specifically, we seek:

© Projects that will reduce the amount of traffic entering South Pasadena using Fremont
Avenue

© The support of the City of Pasadena’s 210 Ramp Modifications and St. John
Avenue/Pasadena Avenue/Orange Grove Avenue Complete Street Program

e Improvement of the intersection and pedestrian crosswalk where Fremont Avenue
intersects with the Gold Line tracks

e Reconstruction of Fremont Avenue using traffic calming measures north of the Gold Line
tracks

© A traffic camera that will ticket vehicles moving at excessive speeds, measured at 15
miles over the speed limit

e The funding of a study that will determine the feasibility of traffic humps, traffic
cushions, and/or other traffic calming and abatement measures for Fremont Avenue north
of the Gold Line tracks
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PETITION TO PRIORITIZE TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT, ABATEMENT, AND
CALMING ON FREMONT AVENUE
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PETITION TO PRIORITIZE TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT, ABATEMENT, AND
CALMING ON FREMONT AVENUE
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PETITION TO PRIORITIZE TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT, ABATEMENT, AND
CALMING ON FREMONT AVENUE AS A SR-710 NORTH EARLY
ACTION PROJECT

In May 2017, the Metro Board of Directors introduced a motion “to bring relief to the affected
State Route 710 North (SR-710 North) corridor cities.” The stated goal was to work with the
City of South Pasadena, among others, to fund projects to alleviate the traffic impacts caused by
the absence of the SR-710 North between Interstate Routes 10 and 210,

Fremont Avenue is the primary arterial affected by the gap between the SR-710 and Route 210 in
South Pasadena. The street is primarily residential, and in many stretches exclusively so. Yet
residents on Fremont Avenue bear a disproportionate share of the burden accommodating
regional traffic in the 710 North Corridor. Indeed, South Pasadena’s studies have shown that
Fremont Avenue’s traffic is at twice its intended capacity. No other street comes close to this
ratio. The City Council and consultants have determined that most of the traffic is caused by
automobiles using Fremont Avenue as the de facto SR-710 extension.

Metro will fund and prioritize Early Action Projects that will “relieve congestion on local streets
affected by the absence of the freeway.” By our signatures, we urge the City of South Pasadena
to prioritize projects that would improve, abate, and calm traffic on Fremont Avenue as part the

Early Action Projects, since Fremont Avenue is the primary street affected by the absence of the
freeway. Specifically, we seek:

® Projects that will reduce the amount of northbound traffic entering South Pasadena using
Fremont Avenue

¢ The support of the City of Pasadena’s 210 Ramp Modifications and St. John
Avenue/Pasadena Avenue/ Orange Grove Avenue Complete Street Program

e Improvement of the intersection and pedestrian crosswalk where Fremont Avenue
intersects with the Gold Line tracks

® Reconstruction of Fremont Avenue using traffic calming measures north of the Gold Line
tracks

e Stop signs and pedestrian crossing at Fremont Avenue and Buena Vista that will cause
vehicles to reduce their speeds

e A traffic camera that will ticket vehjcles moving at excessive speeds, measured at 15
miles over the speed limit

¢ The funding of a study that will find other traffic calming and abatement measures for
Fremont Avenue
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Improve Safety and Traffic Issues on Fremont Avenue

https://www.thepetitionsite.com/429/288/820/improve-safety~amp-traffic-issues-on-fremont-
avenue/

Author: Andrea Fox
Recipient: South Pasadena residents

Petition:

PETITION TO PRIORITIZE TRAFFIC IMPROVEMENT, ABATEMENT, AND CALMING ON
FREMONT AVENUE

In May 2017, the Metro Board of Directors introduced a motion "to bring relief to the affected
State Route 710 North (SR-710 North) corridor cities.” The stated goal was to work with the City
of South Pasadena, among others, to fund projects to alleviate the traffic impacts caused by the
absence of the SR-710 North between Interstate Routes 1 0 and 210.

Fremont Avenue is the primary arterial affected by the gap between the SR-710 and Route 210 in
South Pasadena. The street is primarily residential, and in many stretches exclusively so. Yet
residents on Fremont Avenue bear a disproportionate share of the burden accommodating
regional traffic in the 710 North Corridor. Indeed, South Pasadena's studies have shown that
Fremont Avenue's traffic is at twice its intended capacity. No other street comes close to this
ratio. The City Council and consultants have determined that most of the traffic is caused by
automobiles using Fremont Avenue as the de facio SR-71 0 extension.

Metro will fund projects that will "relieve congestion on local streets affected by the absence of
the freeway." By our signatures, we urge the City of South Pasadena to prioritize projects that
would improve, abate, and calm traffic on Fremont Avenue, since Fremont Avenue is the primary
street affected by the absence of the freeway. Specifically, we seek:

° Projects that will reduce the amount of traffic entering South Pasadena using Fremont
Avenue

° The support of the City of Pasadena's 210 Ramp Modifications and St. John
Avenue/Pasadena Avenue/Orange Grove Avenue Complete Street Program

° Improvement of the intersection and pedestrian crosswalk where Fremont Avenue
intersects with the Gold Line tracks

e Reconstruction of Fremont Avenue using traffic calming measures north of the Gold Line
tracks

° Atraffic camera that will ticket vehiciels_, gngv;‘ng at excessive speeds, measured at 15
miles over the speed limit ¢ '
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10.
11.
12.
13.
14,
15,
18.

17.
18.
19.
20.

21.

Name
Andrea Fox
Brandon Fox

Cathleen Hoadley

Scott Moe

Karina Irribarren
Michael Serrano
Michele Kipke

Lourdes (Lori)
Cabreira-Barba

Eugenie Chan

Oren Boxer
Kendra Johnson
Kelly Fuchino
John Aboud

Mila Renken
Nzinga Graham
Kathryn Younger

George Sokolow
Ruby Kalra

Ed Elsner

traci samczyk

Terry Madigan

From
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
So Pasadena, CA

South pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA

SOUTH PASADENA,
CA

South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
south pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

Page 2

Comments

The city has ignored our street for decades. Now that the
710 extension is dead and money is available, the resources
should be used to improve Fremont Avenue.

Every time you cross Fremont at Buena Vista you take your
life in your hands....we either need a crosswalk, or slower
speeds for cars....

The infrastructure for the most common rorth/south
thoroughfare through our town (Fremont Ave) deserves
thorough analysis and appropriate improvements that will
increase safety and reduce congestion.

The reason why | moved to south pasadena was to be able
to walk around and use my car less. Because of the terrible
pedestrian accessibility of Fremont, it's been impossible to
utilize public transportation and walk/bike around town

I' sincerely ask that the city take this opportunity o study and
resolve the traffic issue for this remarkable neighborhood.
The traffic situation is beyond a nuisance, it is dangerous.
My spouse was actually hit while crossing at Fremont &
Columbia on foot. And, the intersection of Buena Vista and
Freemont poses an even greater threat. Let's be a
responsible town and address this before someone is
seriously hurt.

Signatures 1 - 21



22.

23.

24,

25,

26.

27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32,
33.

34,

35.

Name
Brenda Towers

Jacqueline
Howorth

Laura Vaden

Jean-Claude
Andre

Sarah Andre

Hannah Swanson
Molly Aboud
Michael Lesnever
Kristin Wingard
Kristine Moe
Larry Wingard
Michael Girvigian

Lori DAVIS
DENNY

Ellen Gonzalez
Simmons

From

Durham, United
Kingdom

South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
S PASADENA, CA
South Pasadena, CA
S Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA

Page 3

Comments

Fremont should not bare the burden of excessive traffic. |
visit friends that live on Fremont just before you get to
Columbia. [t is extremely dangerous to do the following: turn
left into a driveway on Fremont, back out of a driveway, and
try to park on Fremont. Cars are going so fast that when |
park on the street and get out of my car [ fear that | wili be
hit, | also feel the say way about parking on Fremont in front
of the post office.

Our back yard backs up onto this street and so we hear a lot
of loud, speeding traffic. | am very interested in finding a way
to reduce speed on this street. Also, | think that the two
intersections (Pasadena/Columbia and Columbia/Freemont)
are vety dangerous without additional signs/markers. Most
cars traveling on Columbia from QOrange Grove to Fajr Oaks
move to the right lane at the Pasadena/Columbia
intersection. But the right lane at the Columbia/Fremont
intersection is a right turn only lane, so cars often swerve
immediately into the left lane to go straight, causing near
misses with the cars that stayed in the left lane to avoid the
right turn lane.

The "Low Build" alternative to the 710 extension included
strategic street widening, time lights, express Bus Lanes to
optimize traffic flow through the 710 Gap. It's time to look at
that alternative to see how this can benefit South Pasadena.
Ultimately, | would like to see a study that looks at optimizing
traffic flow through the business district, down Fair Oaks
Ave,

[ have lived on Fremont Ave and now live in the
neighborhood impacted as well

Because | am impacted by this and feel we need to address
the ever worsening traffic issues.

Signatures 22 - 35



36.

37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

Name
Megan Gardner

Glenna Shih
Esther Mar
Ashley Delci
Deana Ng
Marlena Lovewell
Cindi Knight
Siegmund Shyu

From
South Pasadena, CA

South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA
PICO RIVERA, CA

South Pasadena, CA
LANCASTER, CA

South Pasadena, CA
South Pasadena, CA

Page 4

Comments

I drive on fremont Avenue every day and experience very
frustrating delays and traffic. | am also concerned for the
safety of my children who will need to cross Fremont to get
to school when they begin Middle School in a few years.

The safety of my children and our quality of life,

Signatures 36 - 43
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CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA, a Munici-
pal Corporation, et al., Plaintiffs,

V.

John A. VOLPE, Individually and as
Secretary of Transportation, et
al., Defendants,

City of Pasadena, a Municipal
Corporation, Intervenor.

No. CV-73-81-EC.

United States District Court,
C. D. California.

Jan, 15, 1976,

In action charging various federal and
state highway agencies and officials with
violations of federal and state laws in con-
nection with the proposed construction of
an uncompleted portion of the Long Beach
freeway, a motion was made to modify a
stipulation and order previously entered by
the court so as to permit the construction of
a “wishbone” to alleviate certain traffic
difficulties. The Distriet Court, Crary, J.,
found that modification of the order as
required would be proper.

Stipulation and order amended.

1. Injunction <=164

Court had inherent power to modify
preliminary injunction issued in suit involv-
ing building of California freeway.

2. Health and Environment ¢=25.5

There is no automatic right te injunc-
tion under National Environmental Poliey
Act, Federal Aid to Highway Act or Cali-
fornia Environmental Quality Act. Nation-
al Environmental Policy Act of 1969, § 102,
42 US.C.A. § 4882; West’s Ann.Cal.Public
Resources Code, § 21100.

3. Health and Environment &=25.5

Nothing in National Environmental
Policy Aet restricts court from exercising
its equity powers to fashion decree meet-
ings needs of particular case, National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969, § 2 et seq.,
42 US.C.A. § 4321 et seq.

418 FEDERAL SUPPLEMENT

4. Health and Environment ¢=25.10

Trial court has discretion to balance
equities and determine whether work on
entire project must be halted pending com-
pletion of environmental impact statement
under Natjonal Environmental Policy Act
and California Environmental Quality Act,
and may balance equities and issue partial
injunction as distinguished from blanket in-
junction when it is necessary to allow por-
tion of project to be completed, when fail-
ure to do s0 would pose imminent threat to
public safety or welfare, and where threat
cannot be temporarily allayed by other
means. National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969, § 102, 42 U.S.C.A. § 4332; West's
Ann.Cal.Public Resources Code, § 21100.

5. Health and Envirenment ¢=25.5

Although courts will generally not en-
join declared policies of Congress as ex-
pressed in National Environmental Policy
Act and Federal Aid to Highways Act,
weighing of equities is proper and necessary
under unusual circumstances in order to
determine whether injunction should be is-
sued so as to require full compliance with
NEPA before allowing phases of project to
be performed. National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, § 102, 42 U.S.CA.
§ 4332; West’s Ann.Cal.Public Resources
Code, § 21100.

6. Health and Environment ¢=25.5

Court has power and discretion, after
balancing of equities, to allow portion of
project to be performed even though provi-
sions of National Environmental Poliey Act
and California Environmental Quality Act
have not been met fully, where such partial
work upon preject is necessary for protee-
tion of public interest and halting of project
in its entirety will pose threat to public
welfare and safety of community’s inhabit-
ants. National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969, § 102, 42 U.8.C.A. § 4332; West's
Ann.Cal.Public Resources Code, § 21100.

7. Health and Environment ¢==25.5

Where reasons of public safety and
convenience so dictated, court, in proceed-
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ing to enjoin completion of California free-
way until state and federal environmental
laws have been complied with, would per-
mit amendment of previously executed stip-
ulation and order so as to permit construc-
tion of “wishbone” road segment to aid in
reducing traffic congestion pending comple-
tion of entire project. 23 U.B.C.A. § 128;
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969,
§8 2 et seq., 102, 42 USB.C.A. §§ 4321 et
seq., 4332; West's Ann.Cal.Public Resources
Code, §§ 8650, et seq., 21000 et seq., 21100;
West's Ann.Cal.Streets & High.Code, § 100.-
2L

Charles R. Martin, City Atty,, City of
South Pasadena, Martin & Flandrick, Ine.,
Sp. Counsel, San Marino, Cal.,, Center for
Law in the Public Interest, Fredric P. Suth-
erland, Brent N. Rushforth, Carlyle W.
Hall, Jr., John R. Phillips, Los Angeles, Cal.,
for plaintiffs.

Harry S. Fenton, Chief Counsel, Joseph
A. Montoya, Benjamin B. Salvaty, Robert
V. Cohune, Ellen D. Tiger, Los Angeles,
Cal., for State defendants.

William D. Keller, U. 8. Atty., Matthew
A. Schumacher, Asst. U. S. Atty., Los
Angeles, Cal,, for Federal defendants.

Wendell R. Thompson, City Atty., City of
Pasadena, James 0. Kahan, Deputy City
Atty., Pasadena, Cal, Burke Willlams &
Sorensen, Royal M. Sorensen, Los Angeles,
Cal., for intervenor, City of Pasadena.

Gustling, Gail & McCabe, Donald R. Gail,
Los Angeles, Cal., for amicus curiae Con-
cerned Southwest Residents of Pasadena.

FINDINGS OF FACT

CRARY, Distriet Judge.

State Defendants’ Motion for Order
Amending the Stipulation and Order Con-
cerning ‘Actions to be Taken with Respect
to the Proposed Long Beach Freeway
Project and the Motion to Modify the Order
of Intervenor City of Pasadena came on
regularly for hearing on December 8, 17, 18
and 19, 1975 and January 6, 1976 in the

courtroom of the Honorable E. Avery
Crary, United States District Judge.

Evidence having been presented by way
of oral testimony, affidavits, documents,
photographs and other exhibits; memoran-
da of points and authorities having been
submitted by counsel in support of their
respective positions; the matter having
been argued by the parties and amicus curi-
ae through their respective counsel, and the
Court having taken the motions under sub-
mission, the Court does now hereby make
the following:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Plaintiff City of South Pasadena
{hereinafter “South Pasadena”) is a muniei-
pal corporation crganized and existing un-
der the laws and constitution of the State
of Califernia. It is located generally south
of Pasadena. A portion of the northerly
boundary of South Pasadena is Columbia
Street which runs in an east-west direction.
Said Columbia Street is also a portion of
the southerly boundary of the City of Pasa-
dena.

2. Amicus Curiae Concerned South West
Residents of Pasadena (hereinafter “South
West Residents") is an unincorporated asso-
ciation whose members are homeowners
and other residents of the southwestern
portion of Pasadena. South West Resi-
dents, by and through its counsel, has heen
present at all hearings concerning the modi-
fication of the Stipulation and Crder, has
had the right to introduce evidence, cross-
examine witnesses and present both written
and oral argument.

3. Intervenor City of Pasadena (herein-
after “Pasadena”) is a municipal corpora-
tion organized and existing under the laws
and Constitution of the State of California.
Pasadena was not originally a party herein
nor was it a party to the Stipulation and
Order Coneerning Actions to be Taken with
Respect to the Proposed Long Beach Free-
way Project.

4. Defendant California Department of
Transportation, successor in interest to Cal-
ifornia Department of Public Works, is an
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agency of the State of California, authoriz-
ed and directed to provide for the construe-
tion of all State highways, including those
which are a part of the system of Federal-
Aid-Highways, on locations designated by
California Highway Commission. Defend-
ant James A. Moe, predecessor of Sidney C.
McCausland, was the Director of the Cali-
fornia Department of Transportation and
was charged with the overall control and
supervision of the activities of said depart-
ment. Defendant Robert Datel was the
State Highway Engineer and Chief of the
Division of Highways, a subagency within
the Department of Transportation, and said
defendant was charged with the overall
control and supervision of the activities of
said division. Said defendants are herein-
after referred to collectively as the “State
Defendants.”

5. Defendants John A. Volpe, formerly
Secretary of the United States Department
of Transportation, F. E. Hawley, formerly
Administrator for the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration, and Donald E. Trull, formerly
Division Engineer for the Federal Highway
Administration, are hereinafter referred to
collectively as “Federal Defendants.” Fed-
eral defendants did not appear at the pro-
ceedings herein but by way of Statement of
Federal Defendants in Support of State De-
fendants' Motion for Order Amending Stip-
ulation and Order, filed herein, said federal
defendants have stated their support for
State defendants' motion.

6. The Los Angeles metropolitan area is
composed of both a “center city” commeonly
referred to as the Central Business District
and various peripheral municipalities or
centers of activity which are located
throughout the region. The peripheral cen-
ters are major employment/commer-
cial/residential developments, and, in many
aspects, provide services and facilities which
are independent of the Los Angeles Central
Business District. The City of Pasadena,
which has a population in excess of 110,000,
is one of the major peripheral centers of the
Los Angeles metropolitan area.

7. The majority of movements of people
and goods between the various parts of the

418 FEDERAL SUPPLEMENT

metropolitan area are made in private autos
or commercial vehicles which travel over
the vast network of streets, highways and
freeways which have been constructed in
the area over the many years of its develop-
ment.

8. A system of freeways has been built
which connects the Los Angeles central
business district with the outlying residen-
tial areas and the various peripheral com-
munities and those areas and communities
to each other.

9, The extensive network of freeways in
the Los Angeles area is composed, for the
most part, of multilane facilities which have
controlled access, physical dividers which
separate opposing flows of traffic and with
points of ingress and egress located suffi-
ciently far apart so that motorists may ma-
neuver safely. Due to their superior design
features, and the faster and safer trips
which they permit, most motorists prefer to
use them rather than the surface sireet
systems.

10. This freeway system contains 2 com-
pleted inner loop of approximately 10 %
miles. The inner loop includes portions of
Pasadena (Route 11), Harbor, Santa Monica
and Golden State Freeways and generally
surrounds the Los Angeles Central Business
District. The outer loop of approximately
76 miles includes portions of the Ventura,
San Diego and Long Beach (Route 7) Free-
ways. All of the outer loop has been eom-
pleted but for a gap of approximately 6
miles. That gap is within the Route 7
corridor between the interchange of the
Foothill, Ventura and Long Beach Freeway,
which is located immediately north of the
San Bernardino Freeway. The aforemen-
tioned interchange will be referred to as the
“134/210/7 Interchange”. Pasadena has 3
direct relationship to the incomplete section
of the Long Beach Freeway because it is a
vital part of the ocuter loop around Los
Angeles, Banhit

11. The western portion of the Foothill
Freeway, the Ventura Freeway and the
Pasadena Freeway all presently terminate
in the western portion of the City of Pasa-
dena. These freeways have had a major
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influence on the movement of vehicles in
Pasadena. Pasadena also has been affected
by the section of the Foothill Freeway
which has been constructed to and termi-
nated at the eastern boundary of Pasadena
at Rosemead Boulevard.

12. The uncompleted portion of the
Foothill Freeway, which will bisect the City
of Pasadena in an east-west direction is
now under construction and is expected to
be opened to traffic in February of 1976.
California Streets and Highways Code pro-
vides that the Long Beach Freeway, which
now has a northern terminus at Valley Bou-
levard, a short distance north of the San
Bernardino Freeway, will be extended
northward to a connection with the Ventu-
ra and Foothill Freeways at their existing
junction in the western part of Pasadena.

12A. Interstate 210 is a major freeway
running in an east-west direction across
Pasadena. Presently, it ends at Rosemead
Boulevard on the east side of Pasadena and
the 134/210/7 Interchange on the west side
of Pasadena. The balance of Interstate 210
in Pasadena is scheduled to be opened for
traffic in late February 1976. The opening
of Interstate 210 will provide substantial
relief from congestion on local east-west
streets in Pasadena, many of whose carry-
ing capacity is presently exceeded. More-
over, Interstate 210 will improve the safety
factor on the local east-west streets in Pas-
adena, particularly those parallel streets in
the vicinity of Interstate 210.

13. The uncompleted Route 210 Free-
way between Rosemead Boulevard and Or-
ange Grove Boulevard is approximately five
miles in distance and that work is being
done in two phases. Construction for the
first phase under Contract 07-155014 in-
cluded the 134, 210 and 7 Interchange and
the related freeway construection loeated
with Route 210 at Orange Grove Blvd. on
the north, Route 210 at Fair Oaks Ave. on
the east, Route 7 at Colorade Blvd. on the
south and Route 134 at Orange Grove Blvd.
on the west. Construction under that con-
tract began on January 26, 1972 and was
completed on February 24, 1975.

14. Work on the second phase under
construetion, contraet 07-155024 includes
the Route 210 Freeway between Fair Oaks
Ave. on the west and Rosemead Blvd. on
the east (approximately 4.2 miles) and work
in the Route 7 corridor between Colorade
Blvd. on the north and Columbia St. on the
south over a distance of approximately 1.5
miles. The construetion work in the Route
7 corridor includes:

a) Freeway roadways between Colo-
rado Blvd. on the north and Del Mar
Blvd. on the south for a distance of ap-
proximately 0.5 mile.

b} Ramps to Del Mar Blvd. and Cali-
fornia Blvd.

¢} Conversion of St. John Ave. (south-
bound) and Pasadena Ave. (northbound)
to one-way streets for approximately 0.3
mile immediately south of California
Blvd.

d} Coupling of St. John Ave. with
Pasadena Ave, south of Bellefontaine St.
by construction of the so-calied “wish-
bone”,

e} A fourteen (14) foot widening on
the east side of approximately % mile
stretch of Pasadena Ave. between the
wishbone on the north and Columbia
Street on the south, which will permit
four (4) lanes.

f) Resurfacing of the widened part of
Pasadena Avenue.

Construction of work under the contract for
the second phase began October 6, 1972 and
the work under this contract exceeds $35,-
000,000. The total amount for the work
under the two contracts is approximately
$57,500,000. No federal funds have been
used for the above-described construction
work south of the north side of Green
Street nor are federal funds planned to be
used for such work that is now under con-
tract.

15. This action was commenced on Janu-
ary 15, 1973. The complaint charged vari-
ous federal and state highway agencies and
officials with violations of federal and state
laws in connection with the proposed con-
struction of the uncompleted northerly por-
tion of California State Highway Route 7,
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known locally and hereinafter referred to
as the Long Beach Freeway. If completed,
the Long Beach Freeway is proposed to run
approximately 28 miles in a generally
north-south direction from the City of Long
Beach in the south to the City of Pasadena
in the north. At the present time, however,
only the southerly portion of the Long
Beach Freeway has been completed and it
now terminates at Valley Boulevard in the
City of Los Angeles, approximately one
mile north of the interchange with the San
Bernardine Freeway (Interstate 10). This
action concerns the uncompleted northerly
portion from Valley Boulevard through the
City of South Pasadena to the “134/210/7
Interchange” in the City of Pasadena, a
distance of approximately six miles.

16. On or about March 2, 1973, state
defendants and plaintiffs entered into an
agreement entitled “Stipulation and Order
Concerning Actions to be Taken with Re-
spect to the Proposed Long Beach Freeway
Project” (hereinafter referred to as the
“Stipulation and Order”). The Stipulation
and Order was signed by the Honorable E,
Avery Crary on March 7, 1978, and is pres-
ently in effect. In summary, the Stipula-
tion and Order provides that state defend-
ants shall prepare an environmental impact
statement and an environmental impact re-
port complying with the provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) respectively, and shall hold public
hearings complying with Section 128 of the
Federal-Aid Highway Act (FAHA). Dur-
ing the period of time necessary to comply
with these laws, state defendants are pro-
hibited {rom undertaking certain construc-
tion, right-of-way acquisition and other ac-
tivities with respect to the proposed Long
Beach Freeway.

16A. State defendants are permitted
only to construct a short stretch of the
Long Beach Freeway, south to Del Mar
Blvd. in the City of Pasadena, a distance of
approximately one third of a mile. State
defendants are prohibited from beginning
eonstruction of the on-ramp to and the off-
ramp from the Freeway between Del Mar

Boulevard and California Bouelvard until
they submit the final environmental impact
statement required by NEPA to the United
States Department of Transportation. The
Stipulation and Order also prohibits any
construction south of California Boulevard
until the environmental impact report has
received final approval from the United
States Department of Transportation. The
Stipulation and Order also provides that no
traffic shall be permitted on the Long
Beach Freeway in the City of Pasadena
unti] such time as the state defendants sub-
mit the final environmental impact state-
ment to the United States Department of
Transportation.

16B. On November 21, 1975, the state
defendants filed a motion to modify the
Stipulation and Order. Also on November
21, 1975, the City of Pasadena filed a mo-
tion to intervene and a motion to modify
the Stipulation and Order. By these mo-
tions, the state defendants seeked to modify
the provisions of the Stipulation and Order
and Pasadena sought to modify the Order
so that the state defendants may proceed
with construction of the facilities herein-
after described in Finding No. 28,

17. The Stipulation and Order contem-
plated that the Draft Environmental Im-
pact Statement (DEIS) would be completed
in early 1974 and that a hearing (or hear-
ings} would be held after the cireculation of
the DEIS. The State defendants’ time
schedule contemplated a public hearing or
hearings in the Spring of 1974, submission
of the Final Environmental Impact State-
ment (FEIS) to the United States Depart-
ment of Transportation in the fall of 1974
and final approval by the United States
Department of Transportation in mid-1975.
This time schedule would have enabled the
State defendants to have completed the
construction of the work in the Route 7
Corridor prior to opening of the Foothill
Freeway. .

18. The scheduie anticipated for process-
ing the Route 7 EIS was based on State and
Federal regulations in force at the time the
Stipulation and Order was entered into and
filed in March of 1973. These were the
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initial implementation regulations of NEPA
and CEQA. Subsequently, these regula-
tions were amended and expanded, thereby
requiring & more comprehensive and time
consuming study and analysis for the EIS.
On the basis of the amended regulations,
State defendants determined that the vari-
ous alignments in the Meridian Corridor,
the Westerly Corridor that is supported by
Plaintiff City of South Pasadena, and the
Partial Completion variation, the analysis
of which was required by the Stipulation
and Order, would all require more study.

19. During the refinement of these stu-
dies, State Defendants also decided to more
fully analyze a previously disearded Wester-
ly Corridor variation commingled with the
Pasadena Freeway. This decision was
based upon South Pasadena’s contention
that the latter variation would have greatly
reduced the environmental impacts. In the
meantime, both the Southern California
Rapid Transit District (RTD) and the
Southern California Association of Govern-
ments (SCAG) developed transit master
plans which included a busway on exclusive
right of way in the Long Beach Freeway
Corridor. Therefore, it was necessary to
again expand the studies for the EIS to
include alternatives incorporating busway
facilities.

20. These factors resulted in numerous
setbacks in the process of development of
the DEIS. The preliminary DEIS was fi-
nally completed in the late summer of 1974,
and thereafter processed informally with
state and federal authorities for consistency
with their general requirements. State and
federal defendants completed review and
editing of the preliminary draft concurrent-
ly with the aforesaid processing. Approval
to cireulate the DEIS was given on Decemn-
ber 23, 1974. Printing, collating, binding
and addressing followed and the circulation
period for the DEIS commenced on March
17, 1975.

21. The circulation period, during which
any member of the public or any agency on
any level could comment on the DEIS, end-
ed on May 27, 1975. However, appropriate
extensions of time to comment were grant-

ed to all who requested them. Among oth-
ers, comments were received from Plaintiff
City of South Pasadena as well as the co-
chairpersons of the Plaintiff Pasadena
Freeway Study Committee. During the
circulation period state and federal defend-
ants held six community workshops in the
cities of Alhambra, Los Angeles, Pasadena
and South Pasadena for purposes of inform-
ing the public and soliciting their comments
on the proposed Long Beach Freeway
Project. These workshops included presen-
tations by various officials of state and
federal defendants as well as distribution of
a digest of the DEIS. Comments, both
written and oral, were solicited and re- .
ceived from the public at these workshops.

22. The cost of the DEIS was $3,800,000
and the preparation of the DEIS entailed
110 man years. The DEIS includes a dis-
cussion of the proposed Route 7 and various
alternatives thereto and an assessment of
the environmental impacts of these alterna-
tives insofar as air quality, noise and traffic
is concerned. These alternatives include
the construction work and use sought in the
motion for modification, the partial comple-
tion to California Boulevard, the no-open
alternative for Route 7, the no-project al-
ternative, and a westerly corridor variation,
among others. South Pasadena requested
and was granted an extension of time to
comment on the DEIS. South Pasadena
submitted its comments to the DEIS but
these comments made no reference to the
wishbone alternative.

23. On October 2, 1974, the City Council
of South Pasadena endorsed by resolution a
new westerly Corridor Variation which was
referred to as “Westerly Route-—Reynolds
Realignment Plan ‘B’ ”". However, Plaintiff
South Pasadena did not furnish State de-
fendants with a map of that variation for
purposes of copying and reproducing until
January 8, 1975. That resolution requested
State defendants to consider the environ-
mental impacts of that variation along with
other alternatives and that this considera-
tion be given in the DEIS. However, due
to the fact that to have included Plan B in
the DEIS would have resulted in a further
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delay of eight to twelve months in the
circulation of the DEIS and the fact that
Plan B was simply a variation of the West-
erly Route included in the DEIS, the DEIS
was circulated without Plan B being includ-
ed therein. State defendants, nevertheless,
decided to prepare a supplement to the
DEIS containing an analysis of Plan B,
among other things.

24. As a result of the enactment of the
1975 Arroyo Seco Parklands Preservation
Law (Sections 8650 et seq. of the California
Public Resources Code, effective January 1,
1976), which prohibits use of the Arroyo
Seco Parklands for new State highways,
studies on Plan B have been terminated
because the latter would have required the
use of prohibited park lands. Plan B is no
longer a reasonable alternative because it
would require the use of Arroyo Seco Park-
lands for a new state highway.

25. On August 15, 1975, the City Couneil
of South Pasadena passed Resolution 5221
which endorsed still another variation of
the westerly corrider which would bypass
the Arroyo Seco Park. This variation was
called “Plan C". This request and variation
caused further delay in complying with
NEPA and scheduling of the FAHA hear-
ings.

26. In its comments on the DEIS, South
Pasadena did not submit any comment or
objection to the construction and use of the
facilities described in Finding Neo. 14.

27. Because of the request of Plaintiff
City of South Pasadena for ineclusion of
Route C in the Route 7 EIS, the State
defendants elected to prepare a supplement
including Plan C. The completion of the
supplement to the DEIS is scheduled for
May 1976 after completion of alternate de-
signs and analysis. The supplement to the
DEIS is scheduled to be circulated in the
summer of 1976. The public hearing re-
quired by § 128 of the FHA has not been
held, but is scheduled to be held in the fall
of 1976. Submission of the FEIS to the
United States Department of Transporta-
tion is scheduled for late 1976 with approval
anticipated by the fall of 1977. If Plan C
had not been considered, a public hearing

418 FEDERAL SUPPLEMENT

could already have been held and the ap-
proval of the FEIS would have been at a
much earlier date. The request of South
Pasadena has had the effect of additional
delay in the submission of the FEIS.

28. The motions of State defendants and
Intervenor City of Pasadena request modi-
fication of the Stipulation and Order so as
to permit:

a. Construction of the on-ramp and
off-ramp between Del Mar Blvd. and Cal-
ifornia Blvd.

b. Conversion of St. John Ave. (south-
bound) and Pasadena Ave. {northbound)
to one-way streets for approximately 0.3
miles immediately south of California
Blvd.

¢. The coupling of St. John Ave. with
Pasadena Ave. south of Bellefontaine St.
by construction of the so-called “wish-
bone’'.

d. A 14-foot widening of the east side
of the approximately % mile stretch of
Pasadena Ave. between the wishbone on
the north and Columbia St. on the south.

e. Resurfacing of the widened part of
Pasadena Ave.

{. Opening of the Route 7 facilities
south of the 134/210/7 Interchange.

This construction hereinafter will be re-
ferred to as the “wishbone”,

29. The southern terminus of the pro-
posed wishbone is Columbia Street which is
the boundary between Pasadena and South
Pasadena. Columbia Street extends from
Orange Grove Boulevard on the west to
Fair Oaks Avenue on the east. Fremont
Avenue extends southerly from Columbia
Street and lies just easterly of the mid-
point between Orange Grove Boulevard and
Fair Qaks Avenue. Fremont Avenue is the
only arterial thoroughfare extending south-
erly from Columbia Street all the way
through the Route 7 corridor to a point near
the completed portion of Route 7 at Valley
Boulevard on the south. The intersection
of Fremont Avenue and Columbia Strest is
currently signed for traveling thereon in
either an easterly or westerly direction as
follows: South Pasadena lies to the south,
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the City of Alhambra les 3 miles to the
south, and the City of Los Angeles lies 8
miles to the south. Fair Oaks Avenue is 2
north-south arterial street whose northerly
terminus is north of Interstate 210 in the
City of Pasadena and whose southerly ter-
minus is Huntington Drive in South Pasa-
dena. Fair Oaks Avenue is presently a
truck route and will remain as such when
Interstate 210 opens whether or not the
wishbone is built and implemented. Or-
ange Grove is a north-south arterial street
extending from 2 point northerly of Inter-
state 210 in Pasadena to Mission Street, a
few hundred feet south of the Pasadena
Freeway (Route 11) in South Pasadena.
Arroyo Parkway is a major north-south ar-
terial street in Pasadena extending from
Holly Street on the north to the beginning
of the Pasadena Freeway at Glenarm
Street in Pasadena on the south.

30. The opening of Interstate 210 Free-
way will result in an increase of 85,000 to
40,000 vehicles per day in the north-south
corridor between Figueroa Street on the
west and Lake Avenue on the east and
Interstate 210 on the north and Route 7 at
Valley Boulevard on the south, Of this
35,000 to 40,000 vehicles per day, 20,000 to
25,000 vehicles will utilize the Pasadena
Freeway which traverses the northerly por-
tion of South Pasadena in a generally east-
west direction. Access to and from Pasade-
na Freeway in South Pasadena is via on-
ramps and off-ramps at Orange Grove Bou-
levard and Fair Oaks Avenue in South Pas-
adena. There are nc on-ramps nor off-
ramps for Route 11 at Fremont Avenue.

31. The wishbone will reduce the disper-
sal of traffic through the local streets of
Pasadena and South Pasadena by channel-
ing traffic and delivering it to major arteri-
als. Major arterials are better equipped to
bandle large volumes of traffic. Further
this reduction in traffic dispersal on local
streets will improve safety insofar as the
residents on the local streets are concerned.
Further the wishbone will provide better
accessibility for South Pasadena to Inter-
state 210 on the north. Further the wish-
bone will provide a better opportunity to

manage and control the traffic to deliver it
to those streets which are most capable of
handling it. Further the wishbone will cre-
ate more capacity in the corridor to handle
the increased traffic when Interstate 210
opens, When Interstate 210 opens, if the
wishbone is not constructed and implement-
ed, the traffic from Interstate 210 desiring
to use the corridor as hereinabove described
will disperse through the local streets in
Pasadena and South Pasadena.

32. Construction work which has been
completed on Route 7 but which cannot be
opened to traffic under the Stipulation and
Order includes the Route 7 Freeway from
the 134/210/7 Interchange to Del Mar Bou-
levard in Pasadena, the Route 134-Route 7
connector roads and the Route 210-Route 7
connector roads. The cost of this completed
but unused portion of construction is $13,-
300,000.

33. The wishbone was designed as an
interim end-of-freeway facility at the re-
quest of Pasadena. On or about July 25,
1969, South Pasadena was informed of state
defendants’ intent to construct the wish-
bone and South Pasadena was further in-
formed that the construction and imple-
mentation of the wishbone would not make
the handling of traffic any more acute in
South Pasadena. South Pasadena did not
object to the wishbone. On or about March
4, 1971, South Pasadena was again in-
formed of state defendants’ intent to con-
struct the wishbone and further was in-
formed that the comstruction and imple-
mentation of the wishbone would not make
the traffic situation in South Pasadena any
more acute than if the wishbone were not
constructed. Again South Pasadena did not
object to the wishbone.

34. No additional right-of-way is re-
quired for the construction and implemen-
tation of the wishbone. Further, no resi-
dential, commerecial, industrial or other
structures will be removed or demolished if
the wishbone is constructed. There will be
ne displacement of any residents as a result
of the construction of the wishbone but
approximately 60 trees and the parkway on
Pasadena will be removed.
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35. Route 210 will be completed in Pasa-
dena and is scheduled to be open for use
between the easterly city limits of said city
and the “134/210/7 Interchange” in Febru-
ary 1976. At such time as Route 210 is
opened, the amount of traffic seeking to
move along said freeway in a westerly di-
rection and in a southerly direction along
the general route of the proposed Route 7
Freeway within the City of Pasadena to the
southerly border of the City of Pasadena at
Columbia Street will be increased by a
large volume; such vehicular traffic will be
seeking access to the Pasadena Freeway at
Glenarm Street in Pasadena and the on-
ramps at Fair Oaks Avenue and Orange
Grove Avenue in the northerly portion of
South Pasadena and that further said
southerly moving traffie will be seeking the
present termination of the northerly con-
struction of the Route 7 Freeway just north
of the San Bernardine Freeway.

36. Under the present street configura-
tion in the City of Pasadena the north-south
streets that will receive the burden of said
traffic after the opening of said Route 210
Freeway are Orange Grove Avenue, Fair
Oaks Avenue and Arroyo Parkway; that
said streets are so designed and constructed
that they will not be able to handle the
inereased volume of traffic thus causing an
influx of traffic upon the local streets with-
in that area lying primarily south of Cali-
fornia Boulevard, north of the Pasadena
Freeway, west of Lake Avenue and east of
Arroyo Boulevard, all as particularly desig-
nated on Exhibit' 9.

37. Said southerly moving traffic will
seek the arterials in South Pasadena desig-
nated as Fair Qaks Avenue, Fremont Ave-
nue and Orange Grove Avenue between
Columbia Street and the Pasadena Free-
way. Fremont Avenue presently is signed
and used as means of access from Columbia
Street southerly through Scuth Pasadena to
Alhambra and the City of Los Angeles.

38. The area which the southwesterly
moving traffic within the City of Pasadena
will impact most heavily is that area re-
ferred to as the Route 7 Corridor within the
City of Pasadena lying generally between
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Lake Avenue on the east, Arroyo Boulevard
on the west and with its northerly terminus
being the existing “134/210/7 Interchange”
and Columbia Street being the southerly
boundary thereof,

39. The vehicular traffic which will exit
from the 210 Freeway upon its completion
and which will seek the southerly move-
ment in the Route 7 Corridor will oceur
generally during the morning commuter
hours of 7:30-8:30 A.M. and will cause a
severe traffic impact and congestion and
resulting safety hazards by reason of the
conflict between commuter movements and
normal residential vehicular movements in
that area deseribed in Finding No. 36, both
within the City of Pasadena and the City of
South Pasadena.

40. The construction of the wishbone fa-
cilities and the use of the existing Route 7
stub within the City of Pasadena will re-
lieve the traffic congestion and impact
within the City of Pasadena on all streets
except St. John Avenue and Pasadena Ave-
nue which will be designed and improved as
one-way arterial streets to facilitate the
movement of the traffic thereon.

41. At such time as the Route 210 Free-
way opens, the traffic resulting therefrom
in southwesterly Pasadena will be in-
creased, and it also will be inereased in
South Pasadena, particularly between Co-
lumbia Street and the Pasadena Freeway in
the northerly portion of the City of South
Pasadena.

42, The wishbone construction will per-
mit the increased volume of traffic passing
through the southwesterly portion of Pasa-
dena to be directed primarily to St. John
Avenue in a southerly direction thence to
its connection with Pasadena Avenue
thence to Columbia Street and from Colum-
bia Street westerly and easterly to Orange
Grove Avenue, Fremont Avenue and Fair
Oaks Avenue and thence southerly on said
arterials into the City of South Pasadena.

43. Traffic which is channeled upon ar-
terials can be better managed and con-
trolled than traffic which is not channeled
and controlled and is allowed to flow indis-
criminately through residential streets.
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44, The construction of the wishbone
will tend to funnel this traffic upon arteri-
als and to deter its flowing upon the local
residential streets in an uncontrolled fash-
jon.

45. The volume of traffic in South Pasa-
dena after the opening of the Route 210
Freeway will be substantially increased
even without the construction of the wish-
bone. South Pasadena will have a further
increase of approximately 5,000 vehicles if
the wishbone is constructed but such total
increase of vehicles will be delivered direct-
Iy to the arterials in South Pasadena where
it could be managed and controlled and
thus will flow more evenly with less conges-
tion and impaet. The hulk of such further
increase will be oriented to the Orange
Grove Avenue access to the Pasadena Free-
way, a distance of approximately 1,800 feet
in South Pasadena.

46. Traffic volumes are not the most
signifieant factor in determining traffic im-
pact and congestion. The management and
control of traffic is of more significance.

47. The construction of the wishbone fa-
cility is necessary to provide safety for the
citizens and residents of the communities of
Pasadena and Scuth Pasadena and it will
reduce the hazards and traffic problems
which otherwise will be aggravated follow-
ing the opening of Route 210. The cost of
construction of the wishbene is $157,600 but
completion of Route 7 would be many mil-
lions of dollars more.

48. The cost of eonstruction of the wigh-
bone is also less than 0.3% of the cost of
Route 210 contracts, of which it is an inte-
gral part. The majority of these contracts,
of which the wishbone is a part, have been
completed, and the construction of the
wishbone is essential as “End of Freeway
Construction” for the effective utilization
of Route 210 and the “134/210/7 Inter-
change” and for the safety and general
welfare of the southwesterly community in
Pasadena.

49, If the Route 210 contracts are not
completed as proposed by the construction
of the wishbone facility, the City of Pasade-
na and the City of South Pasadena will bear

impermissibly heavy traffic burdens com-
promising the quality of life and safety of
the inhabitants. The construetion of the
wishbone faeility will also relieve conges-
tion arcund the Huntington Hospital that is
anticipated with the opening of the 210
Freeway. It is preferred that traffic exit
from freeways at known and controlled lo-
cations rather than the alternative of vehi-
cles desiring to use the Route 7 corridor
skipping along the Route 210 Freeway until
they find an off-ramp which has a queue
(line of stopped vehicles) that they are will-
ing to wait in and then heading south on a
number of streets only to become involved
in heavy congestion due to heavy volumes
of traffic joining these streets by a number
of circuitous paths.

50. Dispersion of vehicles is expected to
create severe traffic impacts on numerous
City arterial and local neighborhood streets,
with resultant detrimental effects upon
traffic safety in the City with resultant
noise, pollution and congestion in residential
areas.

51. There are many serious environmen-
tal and livability impacts that occur when
commuter traffic cirenlates on local residen-
tial streets—in particular minor local neigh-
borhood streets that are not designed for
the safe and efficient handling of through
traffic. Traffic diversion to local residen-
tial streets is often found in situations
where residential neighborhoods lie in the
path between two large capacity regional
highway systems that are loeated in close
proximity to each other. These traffic di-
version probiems into local neighborhoods
are particularly acute when there is no
well-defined and adequate arterial system
connected and balanced with the eapacity
avajlable at the access points to the regional
systems.

52. In order to provide safer neighbor-
hoods and roads in the Route 7 Freeway
corridor, a system must be established to
manhage and control traffic emerging from
a regional highway system and attempting
to connect with another regional highway
system. There can be more success in pro-
viding for pedestrian and traffic safety on a
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few arterial streets through proper applica-
tion of standard traffic engineering tech-
niques than can be achieved by trying to
install control devices on neighborhood
streets. The wishbone can be expected to
lessen the amount of traffic infiltration
onto local city streets and to improve living
conditions and the safety of people on these
streets. Such a minimal system could be
established by allowing the modifications of
the Stipulation and Order that are sought
by City of Pasadena. These modifications
will provide a safer road system and will
mitigate adverse environmental impacts
that will oceur with the opening of the
Route 210 Freeway in February of 1976.

58. Traffic attempting to connect with
the westbound Pasadena Freeway will do so
regardless of how traffic is controlled. The
requested modifications will not substan-
tially increase that amount of traffic. The
system will organize the traffic in a safe
and orderly manner.

54, Traffic attempting to make the con-
nection with the Long Beach Freeway
through the Route 7 corridor will not be
substantially increased if the request is
granted. The proposed modifications of the
Stipulation will deliver that traffic flow in
a manageable form at known locations.

55. Alternatives have been considered
but no alternative traffic control system
has been suggested that would offer a bet-
ter immediate interim solution to the traf-
fic problems that will be aggravated when
the Route 210 Freeway is opened in Febru-
ary of 1976, when southwest Pasadena and
South Pasadena will be inundated by re-
gional traffic problems and those problems
can be significantly mitigated by construe-
tion of the wishbone.

56. When the wishbone is constructed
and implemented state defendants, Pasade-
na and South Pasadena will take whatever
measures they feel necessary to reduce any
adverse impacts on local streets intersecting
the wishbone.

57. Construction of the wishbone will
have no effect on the decision as to the
ultimate freeway location and will not fore-
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close reasonable alternatives to the pro-
posed ultimate Route 7 Freeway.

58. Matter herein expressed as a finding
of fact which is later deemed to be a conclu-
sion of law is hereby found as a conelusion
of law. Similarly, any matter expressed as
a conclusion of law, which is later deemed
te be a finding of fact, is expressed as a
finding of fact.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Based upon the Findings of Fact in this
matter, the Court makes the following Con-
clusions of Law:

1. The Order of March 7, 1973, (see Ap-
pendix) heretofore issued by this Court pur-
suant to thé Stipulation of the parties is in
the form of a preliminary injunction,

f1] 2. The Court retains jurisdiction
and has inherent power to modify a prelimi-
nary injunction.

[2]1 8. There is no automatic right to
an injunction under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act (NEPA), Federal Aid to
Highway Act (FAHA) or the California En-
vironmental Quality Act (CEQA). The de-
cisional process for this court is one of
balancing the equities and it is often a most
difficult task., [Aberdeen & Kockfish R. R.
v. Students Challenging Regulatory Agency
Procedures, 409 U.8. 1207, 1217-18, 93 S5.Ct.
1, 34 LEd.2d 21 (1972)].

{31 4. Nothing in NEPA restricts a
court from exercising its equity powers to
fashion a decree meeting the needs of a
particular case before the court. [Environ-
mental Defense Fund v. Armstrong, 352
F.Bupp. 50, 60 (N.D.Cal.1972); 356 F.Supp.
131, 134 (1978). Affirmed in EDF v. Arm-
strong, 487 F.2d B14 (9 Cir. 1973); cert.
denied 416 U.8. 974, 94 S.Ct. 2002, 40
L.Ed.2d 564.]

5. The failure te modify the Order as
requested will not prevent irreparable dam-
age to the environment, but will result in
adverse impacts upon the envirenment that
will be mitigated by allowing the requested
modifications. The continued enforcement
of said Order would be a highly inequitable
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function for an equitable remedy. [Canal
Authority of Florida v. Callaway, 489 F.2d
567, 578 (5 Cir. 1974)],

6. The procedures under NEPA are
lengthy and those procedures will not be
completed in time to take interim measures
to protect the public safety and welifare.
The motions for modification of the Order
provide good interim measures that are
speedy enough to mitigate adverse environ-
mental impaets and protect the public safe-
ty and welfare [Dry Color Manufacturers
Association v. Department of Labor, 486
F.2d 98, 107-8 (3 Cir. 1973)).

[4] 7. A trial court has discretion to
balance the equities and determine whether
the work on an entire project must be halt-
ed pending a completion of an Environmen-
tal Impact Statement (EIS) under NEPA
and CEQA and may balance the equities
and issue a partial injunction as distin-
guished from a blanket injunction when it
is necessary to allow a portion of the
project to be completed, when failure to do
so would pose an imminent threat to the
public safety or welfare and where the
threat cannot be temporarily allayed by
other means. [Vermont Natural Resources
Council v. Brinegar, 508 F.24 927 (2d Cir.
1974), State of Ohio v. Callaway, 497 F.2d
1235 {6 Cir. 1974)).

[5] 8 Although the general rule is that
the courts will not enjoin the declared poli-
cies of Congress as expressed in NEPA and
FAHA [Lathan v, Volpe, 455 F.2d 111 (9
Cir. 1971}, Lathan v. Brinegar, 506 F.2d 677
(9 Cir. 1974)], the Ninth Circuit has recog-
nized that under unusual circumstances, the
weighing of the equities is proper and nee-
essary in order to determine whether an
injunction should be issued so as to require
full compliance with NEPA before allowing
phases of a project to be performed [Alpine
Lakes Protection Society v. Schiapfer, 518
F.2d 1089, (9 Cir. 1975)].

[6] 9. The court has the power and dis-
cretion, after a balancing of the equities, to
allow a portion of a project to be performed
even though the provisions of NEPA and
CEQA. have not been met fully, where such
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partial work upon the project is necessary
for the protection of the public interest and
the halting of the project in its entirety will
pose a threat to the public welfare and
safety of the inhabitants of a community.
(Sansom Committee v. Lynn, 382 F.Supp.
1242 (E.D.Pa.1974), Environmental Defense
Fund v. Froehlke, 477 F.2¢ 1038 (8 Cir.
1973)].

[7] 10. The Route 7 Freeway to Del
Mar Avenue in Pasadena as well as the
Route 210 and Route 134 connector roads to
and from Route 7 are complete at a cost of
$13,300,000. There is a very remote possi-
bility that these facilities will be eliminated
or remain unused. These facilities together
with the wishbone will relieve the local
streets of an increase in traffic in Pasadena
and South Pasadena, which increase in traf-
fie would otherwise gccur when Interstate
210 is opened to traffic. Further the eon-
struction and implementation of these facil-
ities will result in a betterment to the pub-
lic health and welfare since they will result
in a generally more safe condition on the
local streets in Pasadena and South Pasade-
na. [f the wishbone is not constructed and
implemented, the quality of life in Pasade-
na and South Pasadena and the safety of
the residents of Pasadena and South Pasa-
dena will be compromised.

11. The 210 Project is substantially eom-
pleted and any substantial adverse effect
upon the environment by allowing the con-
struction of the wishbone is negligible as
compared to the need for correcting a dan-
gerous street and traffic situation [Public
Interest Research Group of Michigan (PIR-
GIM) v. Brinegar, 517 F.2d 917, 818 (6 Cir.
1975)].

12, The wishbone is an interim facility
and will be replaced when the Route 7
Freeway is constructed. There has been no
evidence presented which would accomplish
the same objectives as the wishhone but
which would have less adverse impacts on
Pasadena and South Pasadena,

13. The construetion and implementa-
tion of Route 7 and the wishbone does not
involve significant adverse environmental
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effects. State defendants and Pasadena
will take whatever measures, they deem
necessary to mitigate any adverse effects,
Further, South Pasadena can take measures
in the form of implementing traffic control
devices to mitigate any adverse effects.

14. State defendants, South Pasadena
and Pasadena are authorized to alleviate
any impacts from the newly constructed
and opened facilities and cooperate in all
ways possible to reduce any adverse im-
pacts. The parties are further instrueted
not to delay the preparation and processing
of the EIS to assure that this solution is an
interim solution.

15. 1t is in the publie interest that wish-
bone be constructed and that the completed
facilities within the Route 7 corridor be
opened to traffic. The balance of irrepara-
ble damage is in favor of granting the
requested modifications. The public inter-
est will be served by granting the requested
modifications so that traffic can be routed
to arterial streets rather than inundating
and spreading through residential neighbor-
hoods and streets that were not designed to
handle such traffic. [Alpine Lakes Protee-
tion Society v. Schiapfer, 518 F.2d 1089 (9
Cir. 1975)1.

16. The Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) contains a reasonably
complete analysis of the environmental im-
pacts of the construction of the wishbone to
traffic as well as the impacts of the opening
of Route 7 and the wishbone to traffic.
The DEIS was duly circulated in accordance
with law and public input by way of com-
ments was received concerning the contents
of the DEIS. The contents of the DEIS
were discussed at six community workshops
in the cities of Alhambra, Los Angeles,
South Pasadena and Pasadena. South Pas-
adena submitted its comments to the DEIS
but these comments made no reference to
the wishbone.

17. There have been changed circum-
stances since the Order was entered suffi-
cient to justify the exercise of this Court's
discretion to amend said Order. Said
changed circumstances were not anticipated
by the parties herein.
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18. Intervenor City of Pasadena was not
a party to the complaint that was filed in
this action, has not created any delays in
the preparation of the EIS, and will be
seriously injured if the Stipulation and Or-
der is not modified as requested. Interve-
nor City of Pasadena is blameless and
should not bear the burdens of delays
caused by others.

19. The order of March 7, 1973, made
pursuant to stipulation of parties allows the
construction of the wishbone facilities upon
the happening of certain events, and it was
contemplated by the parties that such
events would occur prior to the opening of
the 210 Freeway. The opening of 210 Free-
way will aggravate traffic problems in the
City of Pasadena, but the City of Pasadena
has not had any control over the timing of
the events which are the conditions con-
tained within the Stipulation and Order.

20. A balancing of the equities makes it
apparent that harm should not be imposed
upon Pasadena merely for the sake of con-
forming to an outmoded timetable. The
court has weighed the equities herein and
has determined that any further delay in
the construction of the wishbone and the
opening of Route 7 to traffic will result in
irreparable harm to the residents of Pasade-
na without any significant benefits to
South Pasadena. Whether these acts are or
are not accomplished will have no signifi-
cant impact on South Pasadena. Under the
Stipulation and Order herein the acts here
under consideration will be accomplished.
Denial of the motions for modification
would merely delay these acts beyond that
time contemplated by the parties at the
time of execution of the Stipulation. Such
delay would not alter the construetion or its
impacts. As a result of opening Interstate
210 to traffic, the construction of the wish-
bone and the opening of Route 7 to traffic
is of greai urgency.

21. The Motion to Intervene by Con-
cerned South West Residents of Pasadena is
denied because their interest is adequately
represented by existing plaintiffs herein;
further, said motion was not timely because
the proposed Complaint in Intervention of
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said Concerned South West Residents of
Pasadena concerns itself with the location
of the proposed Route 7 Freeway from Val.
ley Boulevard to the 134/210/7 Inter-
change, as well as the proposed Route 7
Freeway itself. Neither the location of the
proposed Route 7 Freeway nor the proposed
Route 7 Freeway itself is in issue in the
motions by state defendants and Pasadena.
The aforementioned proposed Complaint in
Intervention does not refer to the interim
facilities as described hereinabove.

22. By reason of the anticipated opening
of the Route 210 Freeway within the City
of Pasadena, Paragraphs 5 and 9 of said
Order of March 7, 1973 should be amended

to allow construction of the enjoined work
that has been under contract since 1972 and
allow the use of the completed facilities.

28, State defendants’ Motion for Order
Amending the Stipulation and Order Con-
cerning Actions To Be Taken with Respect
to the Proposed Long Beach Freeway
Project and Pasadena's Motion to Modify
are hereby granted.

24. Matter herein expressed as & Conclu-
sion of Law which is later deemed to be a
Finding of Fact hereby is found as a Fact
and any matter expressed herein as a Find-
ing of Fact which later is deemed to be a
Conclusion of Law hereby is expressed as a
Conclusion of Law.

APPENDIX

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CITY OF SQUTH PASADENA, et al,,
Plaintiffs,
v, >

JOHN A. VOLPE, et al,,

Defendants.

It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and
between the wundersigned attorneys for
plaintiffs and attorneys for the California
Highway Commission, the California De-
partment of Public Works, James A, Moe
and Robert Datel, hereinafter referred to as
the “state defendants”, as follows:

1. State defendants shall prepare an en-
vironmental impact report complying with
the provisions of Section 102{(2)(c) of the
National Environmental Policy Act, 42
U.5.C. § 4332(2)(c) and Section 21100 of the
Californiz Environmental Quality Act, Cal-
if.Pub.Res. Code § 21100, in connection with
that portion of the proposed Long Beach
Freeway project, State Highway Route 7,
between the San Bernardino Freeway and
the interchange of Route 134, Route 210
and Route 7 in the City of Pasadena. Con-
struction of the proposed Long Beach Free-
way project has not yet been completed
between Valley Boulevard in the City of

CIVIL NO. 73-81-EC

STIPULATION AND ORDER
CONCERNING ACTIONS TO BE
TAKEN WITH RESPECT TO THE
PROPOSED LONG BEACH FREEWAY
PROJECT

Los Angeles to said interchange in the City
of Pasadena (this uncompleted portion is
hereinafter referred to as the “project™. It
is anticipated that the draft environmental
impact report will be completed in early
18974. Thereafter, state defendants shall
hold a public hearing, or hearings, as set
forth in paragraph 38, infra, and the final
environmental impaet report shall be pre-
pared following said public hearing or hear-
ings.

2. The environmental impact report
shall include a complete consideration of
alternatives to the project, including the
alternative of not completing the project
and the alternative of not opening to traffic
that portion of the project constructed pur-
suant to the provisions of paragraph 5, in-
fra. Moreover, the environmental impact
report shall speeifically identify and con-
sider the environmental effects and adverse
impaets of:
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APPENDIX—Continued
(a) completing the project only to the
north and south boundaries of the City of
South Pasadena, and

(b) of opening to traffie that portion of
the project constructed pursuant to the pro-
visions of paragraph §, infra.

3. After preparing the draft environ-
mental impact report, state defendants
shall hold a public hearing or hearings in
accordance with the provisions of Policy
and Procedure Memorandum 20-8 of the
Federal Highway Administration (herein-
after referred to as “PPM 20-8"). Said
public hearing or hearings shall be held in
the City of Pasadena or in the City of South
Pasadena. At this time no agreement has
been reached between plaintiffs and state
defendants as to whether the corridor hear-
ing and the design hearing required by
PPM 20-8 must be held as separate hear-
ings or whether they may be combined into
a single hearing. At least one hearing is
now required by this stipulation and an
additional hearing may be required by fu-
ture court order or agreement by and be-
tween the parties. It is anticipated that
the public hearing (or the first of the public
hearings if more than one is held) will be
held in mid-1974.

4. No further construction, except that
explicitly allowed in paragraph 5, infra,
shall be undertaken on the projeet during
that period of time between the approval of
this agreement by the Court and the final
approval of the environmental impact re-
port by the United States Department of
Transportation or other appropriate federal
agency following the conclusion of the pub-
lic hearing or hearings held as provided in
paragraph 3, supra. For purposes of this
stipulation, this period shall be known as
the “interim time period”.

5. The only construetion permitted on
the project during the interim time period

- shall be the completion of work already

contracted for by state defendants between
the interchange of Route 134, Route 210
and Route 7 in the City of Pasadena and
Columbia Street.

6. No property or structures shall be
acquired by state defendants in connection

with the project during the interim time
period, except as follows:

{a) In the City of South Pasadena,
state defendants may acquire property in
hardship or protective cases in accordance
with the provisions of Section 100.21 of
the California Streets and Highways
Code; provided that state defendants
must give the City Attorney of the City
of South Pasadena ten days notice prior
to any such acquisitions.

(b) Outside the City of South Pasade-
na, state defendants agree that during
the interim time period they shall not
engage in an active right of way acquisi-
tion program and shall not acquire any
property except in cases where the own-
ers freely and voluntarily request state
defendants to acquire their property.
From time to time during the interim
time period, state defendants agree to
furnish plaintiffs’ attorneys information
and data with respect to the number and
location of property acquired by state
defendants upon request.

7. State defendants shall not remove or
demolish any structure in connection with
the project during the interim time period,
except such structures as may be hazards to
public health and safety. In order to pre-
vent vacant structures from becoming pub-
lic health and safety hazards, state defend-
ants shall use their best efforts to rent all
structures to be acquired in connection with
the project.

8 State defendants shall use their best
efforts to maintain all property and strue-
tures they have acquired in connection with
the project and shall not grade, remove
trees, relocate public utilities or perform
other similar work in connection with the
project; provided that state defendants
shall not be prohibited from undertaking
necessary work to prepare the environmen-
tal impact report.

9. No traffic shall be permitted on that
portion of the project constructed pursuant
to the provisions of paragraph 5, supra,
until the completion of the interchange of
Route 134, Route 210 and Route 7 in the
City of Pasadena.



Anthony Wells, a 30-year Venice resident
Wednesday night. (Mel Melcon / Los Angeles Times)

. voices his opposition to a planned homeless sheiter during a town hall meeting
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City Seeks Public Input in Search for
New Police Chief

2 Community Workshops

~Saturday, Nov. 10 at 10 a.m.
Library Community Room
1115 El Centro St.

~Tuesday, Nov. 13 at 7 p.m.
Senior Center
1102 Oxley St.

Online Survey available at
www.southpasadenaca.gov

Veterans
DAY

CLOSURE NOTICE

All City Facilities will be closed

on Monday, November 12
In observance of Veterans Day.

Offices will re-open on:
Tuesday, November 13, 2018, at 7:30 a.m.
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Regular City Council Meeting
November 21, 2018
CANCELLED

Next Regular Meeting:
Wednesday, December 5, 2018
Mayor’s State of the City

CLOSURE NOTICE
All City Facilities will be closed
on Thursday, November 22
and Friday, November 23,
in observance of Thanksgiving.

Offices will re-open on:
Monday, November 26, 2018, at 7:30 a.m.

11/7/2018



11/7/2018

Update on
2018 State
Legislative Session

November 7, 2018

City’s Legislative Program

» Legislative Platform adopted by City Council in June, 2018
» Serves as the guiding policy document for the City on legislative issues
» Address issues directly relevant to or impacting the provision of municipal services 5
» Staff Training conducted in August '
» Included an overview of the legislative process

» Established program responsibilities for departments to monitor and track bills
within specific areas of focus

» Legislative Advocacy Firm hired in August 2018
» Emanuels Jones and Associates to represent City’s interests in State Capitol

» Monitor, analyze, and advise on issues that may impact the City and engage
legislators early on

(¢ Counenl, CM; ch ((C, Pebeverit Bnder'; O/lleMl‘l@”l",l? Ml A iy comctis
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2018 Legislative Session

» Governor Brown signed thousands of bills in the 2017-18
legislative session, including many that will impact local
control.

» Deadline for legislature to pass bills out of both houses was August 30, 2018.
» Deadline for Governor to sign or veto all bills was September 30, 2018.
» City took a position on 15 bills in the session, 9 bills made it
to the Governor’s desk.

» Governor was consistent with the City’s position on these bills 22% of the time

Peace Officers: Video and Gppose’ Sihpare Stpport Signed

BILL AUTHOR TITLE City of Senator Assembly- | Governor
South Portantino member Brown
Pasadena Holden

Audio Recordings: Disclosure

Ting
Planning and Zoning: Regional :
AB 1771 *
.. Bloom ok ielng Hah hes oot Oppose Support Support Signed

Municipal Separate Storm
.m Rubio e Support Support Support Vetoed

Elections: Alternate Ballot Y ;
. Portantino Order: Pilot Program Support Support Support Signed
Wiener Land Use: Housing Element  Oppose Oppose Support Signed
Lara Sidewalk Vendors Oppose* Support Support Signed
(B EES Portantino Wate.r Shiality Soutiohians: Support Support Support Signed
Funding
Local Government: Nuisance
1416 y Vi
-- McGuire A stament Support Support Support etoed

Peace Officers: Release Of 3 .
. Skinner hi . Oppose Support Support Signed

Consistency to South Pasadena Position

(* City position taken after bill made it to Governor’s desk) 23

2/9
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Impacts of Bills Signed

» Housing: SB 828 (Wiener) and AB 1771 (Bloom)

» Together these two bills make changes to the housing element and
Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA)

» SB 828 places the burden on cities and implies that RHNA is a
production mandate, when in fact RHNA is a planning and zoning
requirement.

» AB 1771 limits flexibility for two local governments to agree to an
alternative distribution of appealed housing allocations.

Impacts of Bills Signed

» Public Safety: AB 748 (Ting) and SB 1421 (Skinner)

b These two bills aimed to create more transparency in law
enforcement

> AB 748 limits the nondisclosure period of video or audio recording
that relates a critical incident

p» SB 1421 makes investigation records public in police shootings and
confirmed cases of sexual assault or misconduct by police

» Extensions may be applied if disclosure would interfere with an
active police investigation.

» Duty to disclose records will begin after effective date of bills.

» Remove local authority over the determination to release records
and invites increased California Public Records Act challenges and
costs for compliance.
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Impacts of Bills Signed

» SB 946 (Lara) Sidewalk Vending

b Regulation of sidewalk vendors on public right-of-ways

P Requires amendment to South Pasadena Municipal Code for
permitting and enforcment

» AB 1912 (Rodriguez) Pension Obligations

» Creates potential future pension liability for public agency
members of Joint Powers Authorities (JPAs)

» applies only when a JPA dissolves, ceases operations, or has its
contract with the retirement system terminated.

» Working with the City Attorney’s Office to minimize the liability
when considering JPA membership

Next Steps

October

» Legislative Advocacy Firm interviewed Council and Staff to set legislative
priorities for the next session.

November
P> League of CA Cities briefing on new laws from the 2018 Legislative Session.

p Staff to work with City Attorney’s Office to address any issue with
compliance to new laws.

December
> New administration takes office and new legislative session begins.

January
» Council to reaffirm/Update City’s Legislative platform
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Reorganization of the
Finance Department

November 7, 2018

City of South Pasadena

Summary

» Strategic Goal — enhance customer service through innovation
to more effectively respond to community priorities

» Proposed restructuring/reorganization

o Efficiently and effectively provide enhanced services —
internal / external customers

o] 1
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Staff Restructuring
e Streamline operations
e Improve overall effectiveness
e Higher level of core competencies
¢ Allow for promotional opportunities

e Better service to customers — internal (City employees) /
external (business owners, community)

Outsourcing Services

e Qutsourcing Business License Processing
- State of the art technology and expertise
- Streamline processing

- Improved customer service
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Qutsourcing Services — cont.

e QOutsourcing Payroll

Technology and expertise

Incorporate best practices

Reduced liability

Enhanced and better services to employees

Recommendation

1) Approval of management resolution creating two new
management positions

2) Approval of five new job descriptions

3) Approval of agreement with HdL for management of
business license services

4) Approval of contract with ADP for implementation of
automated payroll systems

5) Approval of side letter with SPPSEA regarding overall
reorganization and change in positions

This will go to the Finance Commission for review and comment
prior to execution of the contracts.

11/7/2018
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PRELIMINARY ELECTION
RESULTS UPDATE

NOVEMBER 7, 2018

City of South Pasadena

Proposition 1

Authorizes Bonds to Fund Specified Housing Assistance
Programs

Yes 3,713,218 54.1%
No 3,154,381 45.9%
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Proposition 2
Authorizes Bonds to fund Existing Housing Program for
Individuals with Mental lliness

Vote Total

Yes 4,216,221 61.1%
No 2,680,442 38.9%

T e 8
Proposition 3
Authorizes Bonds to Fund Projects for Water Supply and

Quality, Watershed, Fish, Wildlife, Water Conveyance,
and Groundwater Sustainability and Storage

Yes 3,248,415 47.7%
No 3,568,010 52.3%
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Proposition 4
Authorizes Bonds Funding Construction at Hospitals

Providing Children’s Health Care

Yes 4,175,910 60.6%
No 2,718,855 39.4%

Proposition 5
Changes Requirements for Certain Property Owners to
Transfer their Property Tax Base to Replacement

Property

Yes 2,873,484 41.9%
No 3,979,530 58.1%
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Proposition 6
Eliminates Certain Road Repair and Transportation

Funding. Requires Certain Fuel Taxes and Vehicle Fees
be Approved by the Electorate

Vote Total

Yes 3,141,881 44.9%
No 3,857,819 55.1%

Proposition 7

Conforms California Daylight Saving Time to Federal
Law. Allows Legislature to Change Daylight Saving Time
Period

Vote Total

Yes 4,098,868 59.9%
No 2,740,645 40.1%
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Proposition 8

Regulates Amounts Outpatient Kidney Dialysis Clinics
Charge for Dialysis Treatment

Vote Total

Yes 2,660,633 38.4%
No 4,260,758 61.6%

Proposition 9

Was Removed from the Ballot by Order of the California
Supreme Court
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Proposition 10
Expands Local Governments’ Authority To Enact Rent
Control on Residential Property

Yes 2,675,378 38.3%
No 4,310,298 61.7%

Proposition 11

Requires Private-Sector Emergency Ambulance
Employees to Remain On-Call During Work Breaks.
Eliminates Certain Employer Liability

Yes 4,096,948 59.4%
No 2,796,915 40.6%
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Proposition 12

Establishes New Standards for Confinement of Specified
Farm Animals; Bans Sale of Noncomplying Products

Yes 4,202,724 61.0%
No 2,688,382 39.0%

|
i

Measure W

Los Angeles Region’s Public Health and Safe, Clean,
Water Program

Vote Total

Yes 1,139,639 67.48%
No 549,211 32.52%
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Measure N
Ordinance Repealing the Utility Users Tax in its Entirety

Yes 1,623 21.29%
No 6,000 78.71%

City of South Pasadena
City Council Election — District 4

Michael Cacciotti 929 72.24%
Eric A. Brady - 357 27.76%
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City of South Pasadena
City Council Election — District 5

Candidates Vote Total

Diana Mahmud 1,305 100%

City of South Pasadena
City Clerk Election

Evelyn G. Zneimer 5,786 100%
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City of South Pasadena
City Treasurer Election

Gary E. Pia 5,745 100%

South Pasadena Unified School
District Board Members

Candidates _ Vote Total

Ruby Karla 4,014 24.29%
Zahir Robb 3,975 24.06%
Michele D. Kipke 3,740 22.64%
Julie M. Giulioni 3,666 22.19%
Ivonne Press 1,128 6.83%

11/7/2018
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WILSON WELLHEAD
TREATMENT SYSTEM
UPDATE

NOVEMBER 7,2018

City of South Pasadena

Overview

- State Regulation for 1,2,3 TCP

- Water Supply Changes Led to Discoloration

- Community Outreach & Water Quality Lab Testing
« Solutions Implemented:

» Short-term Solution: Break Point Chlorination

» Mid-term Solution: Rental Temporary Wellhead Treatment
System

« Long-term Solution: Permanent Wellhead Treatment System

Add 5L‘Jl\'“;:ii£i‘ih‘1'
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Community Outreach

« Water quality reports received by the City (of 6,200 customers):

9 calls
39 calls
63 calls
46 calls
23 calls
13 calls

7 calls

2 calls

= Staff met with residents at their homes to provide information and take
samples

= Test result reports were distributed to all residents who had water
sampled

e e e e,
Water Quality Lab Testing

« 205 in-homes samples collected

« Samples collected at locations Q
where discoloration more prevalent i

w1008

Subfoct Tavarmtal Lo - et iy Rt t kv

« Test results show water well within ot s i
State and Federal limits for lead,
manganese, and arsenic

« Many samples show elevated iron
and turbidity (a secondary standard)

« Results called and mailed to
property owners

11/7/2018
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Breakpoint Chlorination System

« City installed a chlorine feed system at the MWD
connection

- System approved by State Division of Drinking Water

- Commenced chlorine dosing to address the
discoloration issue

- Site visits and testing confirmed effectiveness
» Breakpoint chlorination is still operational

Breakpoint Chlorination System




Temporary Wellhead Treatment System

» System is operational
» Four filtration vessels have been installed and tested
+ Collaborating with State Division of Drinking Water

» Temporary system providing 70% ground water until
January 2019

| MWD and Well Temporary Permanent
Supply Water Supply Wellhead Welthead
(Blending Pian) Treatment {January 2019)

Wilson Wells #3
L 6% 70% 98%
MWD water 94% 30% 0%

Wellhead Treatment Construction
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Permanent Wellhead Treatment System

Remaining Project Tasks:

« Install remaining six permanent vessels.

» Commissioning and testing.

* Amend City’s drinking water permit.

« MWD will revert to backup water supply.

- Estimated Project Completion: January 2019.

QUESTIONS
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Contact Us

- City of South Pasadena Public Works: (626) 403-7240

- City Website: www.southpasadenaca.gov
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