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March 9, 2015

The Honorable Bill Bogaard
Mayor, City of Pasadena

Mr. Michael Beck

City Managet, City of Passadéna
100 Notth Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91109

Subject: SR-710 Alternatives Working Group
Dezr Mayor Bogaard & Mr. Beck:

As members of the State Route (SR) 710 Alternatives Working Group, which was
convened in September 2014, we have coneluded a series of meetings to identify an “Alternative
that is bes"t for PaSadena” for ccmsideration ‘when Metro releases the SR—‘?I 0 Draft
1ncludes Geoffrey Baum, Joel Bryant Aléﬁ Clélland Sarah Gavit, David Granms Jenmfer
Higginbotham and Stephen Acker. Our committee was staffed by Fred Dock and Bahman Janka,

Our discussions began with an effort to identify and reliably evaluate the mobility needs -
that exist, and thereafter how hest to meet the needs in a mannct consistent with Pasadena’s
history and character. A consensus was reached that a piority of any proposal should be on
moving people, rather than vehicles. Other important prioritiés identified included ensuring
consistency with Pasadena's General Plan, enhancing travel options for underserved
comittunities, improving safety, minimizing environmental impacts, reducing sutface sireet
traffic, and providing transportation choicés to the public.

‘There is general agreement that the Pasadena Preferred Alternative to the SR~710 Project
be a multi-modal alternative with the following elements:

1. Light Rail Transit (LRT)

2. Expanded Bus Service

3. Local Street Network (I.SN) Improvements, and
4. Bicycle Transit.

This multi-mode alternative may include vatiations on the LRT, BRT ard Transportation
System Managemetit (TSM) / Transportation Demand Management (1DM) alternatives
consideted in the SR-710 Project Alternatives Analysis Report; however, we believe that there
are also other meaningful options that have yet to be considered. This includes, but is not limited
to a BRT line along the Rosemead corridor and an east-west LRT or BRT connecting the curtent
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Gold Line to points west in Glendale and Burbank. Because of rapid advances in transportation
technology, there was also general agreement that smarter utilization of existing roadways can be
made, and that opportunities exist to more effectively move people in the study corridor through
introduction and use of new technologies and operational enhancements.

There were several other areas of agreement. Any proposal should recognize the need to
preserve and protect local neighborhoods as new transit routes are developed, so that options
such as BRT and LRT do not negatively impact residential neighborhoods. Regiorial or high
density population areas should be served and special attention be given to ensuring connectivity
to both the existing and the planned local and regional transportation network to address the
challenge of making public transportation convenient and accessible, These solutions should
leverage current and planned transit investments by Metro.

Specific concerns were expressed by members of the committee about certain toplcs No
additional at-grade LRT road crossings should occur in view of the adverse impagts that the Gold
Line street-level crossings have had on mobility. Furthermore, at-grade LRT crossings are a
safety concern. Any LRT that does enter Pasadena should connect directly to the existing Gold
Line as any proposal that does not do so, even if'separated by a mere block or two, would be an
added burden on Pasadena’s streets, Additiona] parking should be considered at the Fillmore
Station and adgquate transit secutity is an ongoing necessity. Also, the conditions that have
resulted from the SR~710 stub area excavation should be addréssed to improve safety and the
Pasadena street network.

Tinally, the Working Group concludes that the proposed tunnel is not a preferred
alternative for Pasadena, Moreover, whether tle tunnel proposal would reduce congestion and
north-south corridor travel times rather than simply shift existing tratfic onto a newly created
route without measurable improvements to the network or positive impact on local traffic in
Pasadena could not be determined, As an example, recent inereases in transit ridetship call for a
reassessment of traffic forecasts. This should be the subject of careful analysis based on the Draft
EIR/EIS.

A more detailed teport regarding our suggestions briefly summarized in this letter will be
‘ prowded to you no later than April 6, 2015 to assist the City in its technical review of the Draft
EIR:

Thank you for the opporfunity to conduet this interesting and inportant evaluatlon
process. We look forward to discussing our work with you.

State Route 710 Alternatives Working Group

c¢:  Members of the City Council
Fred Dotk, Director of Transportation
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~ Beginnings B | |

City of Pasadena Mayor Bill Bogaard and City Manager Michael Beck assembled the SR-710 Pasadena
Working Group (PWG) by Invitation on August 18, 2014, Seven City residents were invited to serve on the
PWG to, "engage in & detailed evaluation of the project alternatives setforth in the SR-710 EIR" and to
*...Jdentify the best project alternative for Pasadena, récognizing that much of the impact associated with the
proposed freeway alternatives will have a profound impact on the future of our great ¢ity”.

City Maniager Beck's letter of invitation was sent to and accepted by;
» M. Stephen Acker
e Mr. Geoffrey Baum
= Mr.Joel Bryant
v Mr. Alan Clelfand
*  Ms, Sarah Gavit
«  Mr. David Granhis
«  Ms. Jennifer Higginbotham

Meetings & Information _

A “kick-off" meeting was held at Pasadena City Hall on September 25,2014, Atthatinitial meeting, Mayor
Bogaard and City Managér Beck encouraged the PWG to work toward aii ottcome of being *for* an
alternative.or series of afternatives in this cotridor as oppased ta simply "against” ore or more alternatives.

Atotal of six PWG meetings were held between September 25, 2014 and December 18, 2014, including the
“kick-off* meeting. Sequentially, meetings 2 through b.involved the PWG articulating principles’ and
alternatives criteria® by which they would review ajternatives, and a review of a set of hybrid alternatives for
mobility choices and access in the study area. These were developed within the context of the Los Angeles
Caunty Metropolitan Transportation Authosity's{"Metro's") Objectfves from the December 2012 Alternatives
Analysis Report (s¢e Attachment 1).

1 See Attachment No. 1, Pasadena Prefarred Alternative
#See Mtachment No, 2, Alternatives Development
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Context for a Pasadena Preferred Alternative

The PWG evaluated the various afternatives in the SR-710 Alternatives Analysis with a specific foxus on effects
that any/all of these alternatives would have on dur mobility choices, quality of [ife, and the specificvalues
that define our City and refiected in our General Plan. While uridertaking this work, the PWG was conscious
and acutely aware of the fact that others in our immediate vicinity and throughout the region are potentially
benefitted orimpacted as well. As such, the PWG concluded that the group needed to ensure it approached
its responsibilitles with awareness as to how ourwork would affect the peaple in Pasadena and the peoplein
adjacent cities. : .

The PWG also agreed that our deliberations and discussions, while held in the present, needed a focus on
the future. In short, our work toward mobility alternatives for the SR-710 cerridor greatly transcanded & past
or éven present context and, rathet, required a focus on future generations and their preferences formore
mobhility choices than the automabile, and emergent technology as it relates to mebility.

Given this, the PWG pursued a multi-modal approach that-utilizes and itproves upon the altsmatives
identified in Metro's Alternatives Analysfs, with an emphasis on the following:

»  Afocuson "yes”"- the working group was committed to identifying and supporting mobility
improvements, systéms and approaches within this corridor and subregion that enhance people’s
accessibility and mobility,

*  Re-imagine existing infrastructure- the working group. suggests that utifizing the existing system of
infrastructure differently than 50 years ago, with a focus on moving and connecting people rather
than tars - both honors and maximizes the investment made by our forebears for our current and
future mobility needs and recognizes thet our decisions today mostly affect future generations.

*  Amarketplace of mobility~ the working group valuesthe diversity of bath our City and our région
and, as such, suggests that a thriving economy, a healthy envirohment, and equal opportunity
demand an equally diverse mobility system to provide numerous transpartation choices forall
people.

This context - both a logk beyond our botders and beyond our generation - institled a sense of responsibility

to a “triple-bottom fine” sutcorne where people, planetand prosperity all benefit tomorrow from decisions
made today.
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PWG Recommendations

The PWG considsted many options before narrowing them down to a preferred set of options. As noted
previously, the PWG focused o the various alterratives provided for in Matro's Alternatives Analysis, bt
PWG saw these hoth as a system of mability options, as well as viewing them within both a lacal and regional
context. '

The PWG recommendations focus on a more holistic consideration of Matro's Alternatives based on how they
operate as a systern of mobillty improvements, To achive such a mobility system requires both regional and
focal efforts, As such, the PWG recommendations to the City include the following:

¥ focal Jevel=The suggested options within the PWG recommendations are focused on serving local
higher-density areas and destinations, providing conrectivity to existing and emergent local
transportation networks and mobility hufis, and promoting safety for people regardless of mode of
4
transport. '

The City's focus on thé proposet] SR-710 Project pravides a lacal epportunity to both enharnce
connectivity and safety along a street network that currently opetates as Caltrans' rights of way {i.e.,
South Pasatiena Avenue, South 5t. John Avenue} but that will likely 'bereiiﬁnq_uished and returned to
local streets operated by the City as a result of this current process. This eventuality provides the
City with the opportunity te reconnect neighborheods, re-establish a city block structure, and
accommodate current and future mobility and access needs through local actions {i.e.,
modifications to the Transpaortatian Element of the City's General Plan, etc.) that complement an
alterniative regianal mobility strategy to that proposed in the draft SR-710 Environmental Impact
Report {(“EIR").

v RegionalLeve!-The PWG's recommended system of regional mobility choices blends together
regional access options from Metro's A/fernativesand adds specific modifications to said
Alternatives to create-more furicional connectivity to the existing and planned mobility system. The
PWG's regional mobility system recammendations focus on serving penple that currently have few,
if any, mobhility choices. These suggested agitions also focus on mokiility choices to enhance
economic access and-environmental justice for people in the SR-710 Study Area and beyond.

As suth, the PWG suggests that the City thoughtfully consider these eptions for Complete Streetsand
Mobillty Hubs along apptopriate Pasadena corridors to promote multi-modal choices within Pasadena that
link to the a regional system of mob.i'lity-‘and where they are locally most needed.

Overview B :
Thie PWG recommended Pasadena Preferred Alternativeis comptised of the following general components
for the City's review, analysis and consideration as it contemplates its response to Metro's SR-710 EIR:

¥ 5eq attached "Draft Land Use Diagram {Spring 2013)"
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¥ Improved Operations of the existing road network - Technology advances are not only putting new
tools.and techniques at the fingertips of the agencies charged with operating the road networks
(including these in the study area), but changing the way that Vehicles are accommodated and
managed on these facilities:

o Caltrans Director Malcolm Dougherty has directed that Caltrans must change from a project
delivery-orientéd organization to an operations focused organization. As result, Caftrans is
undergoing & major erganizational change to put this into effect. ‘Such enhanced
aperations should be tonsidered an infegtal part of the future network as they may
improve mability-on those freeways that serve the study corridor.

o Mobile technologies are already enabling vehicles to be aware of theif own sutroundings

- andsignificantly improve safety. NHTSA is sbout to mandate vehicle-to-vehicle
communications on all new cars and light trucks and within the next two automabile-
model years, additional driver assist systems will be available which will eventually lead
notonly to much safer roadways for all users, but significantly affect how highways are
designad. Such advances force a récansideration of maximizing the efficiency of the
current Infrastructure rather than adding lane capacity through construction.

v Complete Streets - The PWG suggests-a number of eptions that the City of Pasadena, neighbaring
cities-and other jurisdictions throughouit the region may consider, developand implement to
dccommodate all modes of mobility (i.e., automabiles, transit vehicles, bicycles, pedestrians,
skateboards, scootefs, etc.) within local communities to enharice local and regional mobility and
access. Re-imagining our street network for a 21 Century puirpose vid complete streets, the
transformations are effective because they: '

o Areshown teincrease safety, ease congestion, and improve access”,

o Areanintegral part of Alternative 7 in the |-710 Project altematives, and supported by the
Coalition for Environmental Health & Justice (CEHAJ).

o Canaccommodate and suppart on-demand transit via mobile app-directed Transportation
Network Companies(e.g., Uber, Lyft, Ford, Mercedes Benz, etc.), a key access need for
both the emargent Millennial generation and the aging Baby Boamer generation.®

o Can help1o re-connect disconnected communities in Pasadena

" Inc'ludes remmmendation thatthe C'ity study closure of one or bot‘h of the

Mob;ﬁgfs ystem ma ps).=

v' Mobility Hubs ~ The PWG suppatts the City's previous development of a network of mability hubs
within the City. Mobility hubs are effective as an addition to other infrastrisctiire.as they aggregate
molbility services and address the “first mileflast mile" issug that sometimes can be an abstacle
preventing peaple from connecting to mobility choices.” Mobility Hubs may be located in a variety

A hm} L’www smarty rowthamenca orgleompletessireets/complete-sirests: fundamenta]s!heneflts of complate:strests/
® See attached “Dynamic Social Shutile”
f_’ Combined, these generations will comprise.ovar 70%-of Califorria’s population.
 (hittji://visiia,metro.netiprojects_studies/sustainabilify/images/path_deston_guidsfines_draft_november 2013.pdh
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of locations {local to regianal} dnd networkad together like a "web” of services with linkageto public
transit, private services, shared use mobility for hoth cars and bicycles, etc. Mubility hubs populate
mobility choites and added person-carrying capacity along existing surface rights.of way by:
o Transforming rail and bus transit stations areas to robust mobility service centers with a
- multiplicity of options {i.e., tarshare, bikeshare, shuttles, scooters, autonomous everything,
et
¢ Transforming employmert centers fram parking-tenitric, car-only centers to mability choice
areas that reduce congestion and intrease accessibifity for a diverse workforce
o Transforming event and activity centers to provide cholce access for all (i.e., East LA College,
Cal State Los Angeles, 0ld Pasadena, atc.)

Pasadena s prev ously enwsioned ocai "moblhty hubs" may be vi ewed via the attached lmk
http:/fwww.um- smart_.ora/resourcesfconferenceO?iDresentat;onslMasu_de_ ,Pa_sadene pps

Modified Light Rail Transit (LRT)and madified Bus Rapid Transit {BRT)- The PWG recommends that
the City consider LRT and/or Mixed Traffic BRT lines and connector propasals modified from Metro's
Alternatives Analysis that conpect to: '
& Avariety of mobility choices locally (north/squth and east/west corridors in nerthern,
southern eastern and western Pasadena
o Reglonal destinations, BRT/LRT stations {e.g., Gold Line Atlantic Station, Green Line
Lakewood Station, etc.yand Mobility Hubs locally, subregionally and regionally
o Commurities within the study area and within otir regmn that have littlefno BRT/LRT
connectivity
o Appropriate focal arterials that can be transformed into a nefwork of people-moving
opportunity via a complete streets approach
o Mobility choices that serve people

Bicycle Network improvements ~The PW6 suggests that the City consider the inclusian in the City's
Bicycle Plan two bicytle network improvements that enhance connectivity and mobility choices.
Bitycle transport as a viable mobility aption has increased significantly in Los Angeles County in the
past five years. As such, this mode of transport can play an important role in previding mobility and
connectivity In the SR-710 eorridor and beyond{

The recommended improvements for the City's consideration include:
o Abicycle network from Pasadena to downtown Los Angeles via the Arroyp Seco; and
o A bicycle network/bicycle lanes that connect Pasadena to communities to the southvia
Marengo/Las Robles and Atlantic/Eastern. ‘ '

Detaited Recommendations

The PWG recommends that a Pasadena Preferred Afternative to the SR-710 Praject be both modified, holistic
compilation of the modal alternatives considered in Metro's SR-710 Praject Alternatives Analysis, cambined
with some new preject and modal thoices not included In said Alternatives Analysis. Combined, the PWG
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believes that the City in its review and analys is of any propesed SR-710 project should eonsider this system
of capital and operational mobility, in whole of in part,

The working group strongly advocates that City staff review and compare the PWG's
multi-modal system to Metro's stand-alone, individual improvement being considered in
this corridor {i.e., highway tunnel tonnector, singular light rail line, etc.). This
assessment should be performed with a focus on moving people rather than solely
moving vehicles.

The alterniative elements included in the PWG's Pasadena Preferred Alternativeis comprised of the following
elements, some from Metro's Afternatives and soms recommended by the PWG in combination with the
Metro Alternaiives as part of a holistic mobility approach:

—

} Local Street Network {LSN)®
} Mobifity Hubs

) Light Raif Transit (LRT}

)

}

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)/Expanded Bus Setvice
Bicycle Network (BN)

%3]

To support the City's review of out recommendations, PWG developed a simple layered map via free on-line
software that provides the readeriviewer the ability to view the various options that the City may wish to
consider by sequentially adding each of the elements noted above until viewing a holistic system of
improvements that provides diverse mobility choices for a majority of the study area. The PWG Afternatives
Concept Map can be viewed by accessing the following link:
{https:/fwww.doogle.com/maps/d/edit?mid=szHLI QT 8inE.ks91mYiHKsIM).

As a note, Mohility Hubs ate not displayed on the PWG A]tematwes Concept Map as the City previously
considered and adopted grant applications for federal funding of Mehility Hubs. The PWG recommends that
the ity incorporate these Inta the Pasadena Preferred dlternative program,

1. Local Street Network/Complete Strests Options
a) LSN-1: The City of Pasadena should consider developing a Complete Streets
approach for the SR-710 stub areas {e.g.. St. John Avenue, Pasadena Avenue) in
west Pasadena continuing along the Interstate 210 {I-210) to east Pasadena{e.q.,
Corson Street, Maple Street).

The focus of LSN-1 is to transform the SR-710 *Stubs’ and the Fremant Corridorto a safe, functional
mobility metwork that reconnects nefghborhoods and facilitates economic and social exchange
PWG recommends:

® Natall the corridors shown bn the PWG interactive rmaps wotild ba developed as Complete Streets. PWG merely suggests
these eastiwest and nogth/south corridors as appropitate for the City's and neighborhoods' further consideration.
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Pasadéna Stub Atea {North)- While follswing the City's Guiding Principles and transportation
objectives outlined inthe City's Transportation Element of the General Plan, the City should
study the SR-710 Stub area to determine how to uptimize mobility and regonneit
neighborhoads it this section of Pasadena in light of the impending relinquishment of
Caltrans right of way back to lotal control. An option farthe City to consider may be the
Connecting Pasadena Project {CPPY. This concept has the potential to reconnect Pasadena
neighborhaods, and may provide:added valué subregionally if torbined with Seuth
Pasattena’s proposed plansto upgrade the Fremont Corridor within their ity boundaries.

Should South Pasadena implement its proposed Complete Streets plan in the Fremont Corridor (as
-nioted above), mobility choices within4 subregional-context may be improved. South Pasadena’s -
plan is documented in the May 2009 ‘Fremont Avenue Traffic Calming Concept Plan’,

Additiorially, the City of Los Angeles and the residents of El Sereno (the oldest community in Los
Angeles) may consider a redesign to streets within the El Sereno SR-710 Stub area south using a
similar strategy to that used by the CPP for the Pasadena SR-710 Stub area north,

PWG believes this recommendation to be of benefit to all communities in this corridor, but
recammends City staff review carefully ta ensure thatthere are o unintended negative

consequences from this recommendation on adjacent jurisdictions.

Aqraphic représentation of the CPP is shown ini Figure 1.

H

7 The Connecting Pasadena Project (CFP) is an ongaing project léd by yolurteer citlzens with the assistance of expert
advisors, whose purpose fsto provide master planning altematives for the SR-710 *Stub” area,
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Figure 1: Two CPP Concepts for Redesigning Pasadena’s SR-710 Stub.

b) LSN-2: Consider a north/south and east/west Complete Streets network for other
major Pasadena transportation corridors to enhance mobility choices and
connectivity throughout the City.

The PWG recommends that the City cansider expanding its Complete Streets pragram to include a
mare exparisive etwark of city streets to tie into the multi-modal chicices the PWG fs
recommending be considered as an alternative system for Jocal, subregienal and regional obility
and access. Thie Complete Streets approach Is consistent with our objective to promote multi-medal
transportation by making afl modes of travel - walking, hicycling, driving automabiles, riding
publictransportation, or delivering gootls - safe arid accassible.

As with our LSN-1 recommendatian, this LSN-2 approach has significant “stand alone” value for

Pasadena, as well as solid potential to significantly enhance local-to-regional mobility when added
to the overall fegional imptovernénts suggested as part of the PWG Pasadena Preferred Afternative.
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The PWG recognizes that the local street network is not expressly part of Metro's proposed SR-710
project or alternatives. However, the PWG helleves thatthe City can, and should, seek out mobility
strategles that positively affect individual and collective safety, mobilityand accessibility in our City
and region. Thus; Pasadena needs to complement and enhance, where practical and inalignment
with our valises and principles of our General Plan, a $ystem of access improvements such as those
identified in this report and consistent with individual elements called out by Metro in their
Alfernatives Anafysis.

Mobility Hubs

a)

MH-1: Pursue funding for and lmplementatmn of the Ctty s Mobility Hub concept

- program;-—-

The City has previously developed a set of Mobility Hubs for submittal to the United States
Department of Transportation for its consideration for funding. The PWG believes that the City's
previous approach integrates well with a set of focal-to-regional complementary mobility
improvemetits, sitch as those recominendad by the PWG.

Light Rail Transit (LRT} Optians

2)

LRT-1: Consider a medified approach to Metro’s propoesed LRT-4X Alternative as
part of a regional mobility choice system.

The PWG believes that this Metro alternative has niiméraus positive attributes, induding the

following: J

v [twould serve significant population areas along an important fransportation carridor,

v Itweuld direetly serve two large education centers {Cal State LA, East LA College) and connects
to two more via Gold Line Jinkage {Pasadena City College, Caltech).

v Itgould provide an Important regional connection with thé Gold Line in the north with 1
connection of the two lines at Fillmore Station,

v' Itinay provide an opportunity for future extesion to the north {i.e., to-northern Pasadena, to
Altadena, to the Jet Propulsion Laboratery and La Canada) and to the west{Le., fowards
Glendale, Burbank and the Red & Orange Line tetminus in North Hollywood).

¥ Itmay provide epportunities for future extensions south (i.e., to communities along or near the
1-710-corridor). '

However, LRT-4X has several deficiencies pursuant to the working group's criteria that:the PWG
recornmend be addressed in-order for its inclusian in.a Pasadena Preferred Alternative. The PWG
sugqgests that the Metro LRT-4X Alternative be improved by recommending:

{:  Aconnection of the LRT-4X with the Gold Lirie at the East Los Angeles Civie Center station,

il
iii.
iv.

A potential connection to-the Silver Line along the Interstate 10 near orat Cal State Los Angeles.
Aconnection to the existing Gold Line at/near the Fill more station.

Asfeasible, enhance public safety through potential grade-separation at Glenarin for both LRT-
4X and existing Gold Line.
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v.  The predise alignment, design (i.e., elevated or at-grade) and station lacations must be
developed in direct consultation with lncal communities along the proposed line.
vi.  Where possibie, ufilize existing rail yards rather than develop few ones.

A graphic of LRT-4X Is shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2: Metro's LRT-4X Alternative
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b} LRT-Z: The potential for LRT connecting many parts of the study area (i.e.,
downtown Los Angeles; Pasaderna, Glendale and Burbank).™

The stated purpose for the SR=710 Gap Closure project is as follows:

“The purpose of the proposed action is to effertively and efficiently accommodate regional and
local northrsouth fravel demands in the study area of the western San Gabriel Valley and
sast/northeast Los Angeles... ™!

The PWG notes that the project study area includes many comimunities in Los Angeles, Glendale
and La Canada-Fliniridge that are un-served or under served by mobility choices. Indeed, the City of
Glendale is the third largest city in Los Angeles County, Thus, the PWG believes it is esszntial that
alternatives that could connect these communities to local, subregional and regional mobility
cholces are included for consideration in a holistic system of mobility choice improvements. And
regional transit connectivity in this area - an option already under renewed consideration by Metro
pursuant to last year's Board motion', and subsequent to the demise of the once-proposed
Burbank/Glendale/Los Angelgs Blua Lirie - would enhance regionalo-local mobility choices, thus
benefitting mobility choices in the western portion of the study area. As stich, the PWG believes
that it is important for the City to be cognizant of suth opportunity when agsessing a Pasadena
Preferred Altetnative mobiility choice syste.

As seen in Figure 3, these communities are in the center of a regional no-transit V' hetween the Red
Line traveling northwest, and the Gold Line traveling northeast. While Metrolink passés through the
area, [t does not adequately seive - noris it intended to serve -- local commuriities and logal fips
given that it is Commuter Rail with limited local stops. This has been recognized by Metro as
witnessed by the funding of a study of a North Hollywood to Pasadena BRT service ahout to
commence.

While the PWG believes that tiansportation improvements in the 6lendale region are an important
element of an SR-710 midti-modal alternative, the PWG does not propose a spacific modal strategy
orcorridor afignment as part of our work. The subject communities must recomtmend a preferred
alternative, if any, for their city and such optien(s) should be considered in coopetation with
Pasadena and other neighhoring cities. Thiss, the working group suggests that either LRT-2 oy BRT-2
be a starting point for such consideration in the communities that ae in the western portion of the
study area, as noted above.

" This regional connector may be implemented as BRT instead of LRT. This corridotis under study by Metra to assess
connections between:the existing Red/Granys Line station in North Hollywoed and the Pasadena Gold Line Lake Avenue
statian.

" State Route 710 Study, Alternatives Analysis Report, December 2072,

% hitp:ffla.curbed comfarchivas/2014107/metra._considering _rail_link from. valley to bob hope to pas.php#mote
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Figure 3: Communities not served/under-served by mobility cholces™

4. Bus Rapid Transit (BRTVExpanded Bus Sewice Options
a) BRI:1: The City should pursue, in consultation and cooperation with other cities
in the corridor, a Rosemead Boulevard BRT system.

Currently, horth/south bus service is provided along the entire Rosetmead Boulevard Coxridor from
the 270 Freeway Nortfi to the City of Lakewood souith (nearthe Long Beach Airport); however, only
focal buses serve this ronte. Given the significant lack-of northfsouth transit choices, the PWG
recommends that regional connector BRT service be considered more fullyalong this corridor
(possibly with peak-hour BRT Tanes and & signal priority system) than was done by Metrg in the past.

A proposed BRT route in this corridor has the follawing advantages:
+  The route directly setves the SR-710 Study area north/south transportation rourtes.
»  Service and physical upgrades to this carridor should reduce travel time and increase
transit ridership.
*  The fine is strategically placed in an area that is currently notserved by either notth/south
transit of other mobillty alternatives.

™ From 2009 Metro “Long Range Transportation Plan, Technical Document,” Fig. 5.6
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»  The route serves significant populations un-served or under-served by transit.

» Thereis good system connectivity from. this corridor to existing transit{l.e., Gold Line,
Silver Line and Green Ling, ).

» It provides excellent opportunities for futute system connectivity.

+  BRTs generally less expensivé to constrictand operate relative to other transit roades (e.g.
tunnel freeways, LRT, etc.} yet has proven to be very effective in Los Angelas County (e.g.,
Orange Line).

b) BRT-2: As an alternative to LRT-2, a BRT line connecting Los Angeles, Glendale
and Burbank to Pasadena should be considered.

As noted in LRT-2 above, the PWG recommiends efther option LRT-2 or BRT-2.

t) BRI-3: The City should consider a modified Metro BRT-6X option operated as a
Mixed Traffic BRT and as part of & system of mobility cholces that provides
notth/south mobility choice altérnatives to BRT-1,

The PWG recommends a motified BRT-6X altemative to provide added tobility chelces.
Metro's BRT-6X appreach has some critical deficiencies, including:
= BRI-6X is not proposed as part of a system of mobllity improvements, thus dnJy provides
modest stand-alone mobility benefits; and
~ = BRI-6X proposes that portions of the proposed rights of way within Pasadena be
developed and operated in exclisive fames, which could be both disruptive and expensive
in key argas within the City. '

To correct these deficiericies, the PWG recommends the following:

= Lonsider BRT serviee aspart of a suife of mobility. Improvements and w;thm one of several

corridors, as shown on PWG's Alternatives Conce t Map; and
* Designand operate the BRT service as a Mixed Traffic BRT.

5. Bicyele Network (BN) Options
Two BN options were recommended to the PWG hy a group of bicycle enthustastsfactivists that reside
both in Pasadena and South Pasadena. The PWG racommends that thie City review these suggestions for
inclusion inthe City's Bicycle Plan.

Bicycle transport across the country has increased exponentially over the past decade and with our
Medtterranean dimate in Southern California, the PWG believes that biking s growing to be an even
more impartant part of a multi-modal, hiofistic systems solution for a sustainable mobility {arid
environmental) future. Furthermore, more people may choose a bicycle as & “sometimes-to-many times”

mode of transpartation if streets can be-made both safe and optimal for bicycle use. This is another
reason that the PWG recommends the City pursue a comprehensive Complete Streets Network strategy,
as noted previously.

Page 14 o 19




a) BN-1: The PWG recommends that thie City review the BN-1 from Pasadena to
downtown Los Angeles via the Arroyo Seco and then south along the LA River for
potential inclusion in the City's Bieycle Plan,™

BN-1would complete the missing parts of Arrays Seco and Los Angeles River reglonal Class 1
bicycle network as shown on Figure 5 {missing sections are shown in black}. Within the City of
Pasadeny, that hikeway starts on Orange Grove Boulevard with buffered lanes, as is already
proposed as part of the PasDQT's new bieycle plan {rot yet approved), and which is shown-In Figure
b.

--Where Drarige Grove ends in Soutl Pasadena, the buffered hike lanes could turnwest along - -
Mission Street, Where bMission Streetends the route would take a fog on Arroyo Drive and drop
down into the Arroyo Seco via Stoney Drive. Bikeway sections located i Seuth Pasadena are
currently part of the 2011 South Pasadena Bicycls Master Plan, although these currently do not
have a Class | designation. They are currently listedas

*  Orange Grove - Class If bike fane |

= Mission Street west to Grand Avenue - Green fane

+  Mission Streetwest of Grand Avenue ~ Class 1f bike lang
= Stoney Drive - Class i bike lane.

M purtions of this network are al'read_y wmpleted.
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Figure 4:"Po‘ten-tia_l Bikeway options: 1} BN-1: Along the Arroyo Saco and LA River and 2] BN-2:
Along the Atlantic Boulevard Corridor,”
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Figure 5: Pasadena Department of Iranspnrtatwn Propased Bicycle Plan Map {additional
hikeways, not yet approved).

The rest of thie bikeway, as proppsed, is Class |. [textends southwest along the Amoyo Sece to the LA
Riverand then tutns seuth along that tiver, The City should considerthe benefits of completion of
the LA River bikeway down to South Atlantic Avenue inthe City of Maywood as part of ifs review;
there it will join with the currently existing Los Angeles River Trail that extends to Long Beach,

Advantages of this bikeway Include the following:

= [timproves north/south bike transportation both within the SR-710 Project and within the
1-710 Project Study Areds.

*  |tmaximizes corinectivity with existing bikeways.

» Completing the Los Angeles River Trail was preposed.in the original 1-710 Project
Comnmunity Alternative 7 {CA-7), and is still favored by most1-710 communities.

*  Both BN-1 and BN-2 serve both economically and miobilitydisadvantaged communities.

«  South Pasadena sections of the BN are already included In that city's Bicyclo Master Plan.
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b) BN-2: The PWG suggests that the City consider a new bikeway network as part of
the City's Bicycle Plan from Pasadena to Bell Gardens generally along the
Matengo/Les RoblesfAtlantic/Eastern Corridor.

The PWG.recommends that the City consider a new regional north/south bikeway in this "mobility
chaite” deficient portion of the Metro study area as part of the City’s Bicycle Plan, The alignment of
this potential bikeway is shown in Figure 5.

Advantages of this bikeway include the following:

*  |tprovides a direet north/south bike transpartatign route that serves both the SR-710
Project and 1-710 Project Study Areas.

» Itprovides a bikeway In.a region that is currently not served by a bicycle netwark, and has
other transit mability deficiencies.

s It maximizes connectivity with exlsting bikeways in Pasadena and along the Los Ange]es
River.

- % Itserves both economilcally and mobility disadvantaged communities as it travels south.

Both hikeway options are shown in Figure 5. An online, interactive map can be found at
https:/iwww.google.com/maps/dfedit?mid=zIWh2F1 24s0k.kds-07ictLUo.

The Pasadena Department of Tranispartation’s {(PasDOT) Proposed Bicycle Flan Map (new bikeways,
not yetapproved} is shown in Figure .

Intended Qutcomes of the Pasadena Preferred Alternative

The PWG has worked diligently to develop a principled focus on those options that will pravide more
mobility choices to more people. Some of our suggestions are consistent with those alternatives contained
in Metro's SR-710 Project EIR and some of our suggesied mobility improveéments are not included in that
dotument. The PWG suggests a the City focus on a "transportation mobility bundie” of capital improvements
and aperating system changes that best meet our assessment.of our emergent population's needs. In short,
with the Millennial and Baby Baomer generations comptising over 70% of California's population by the year
2020, it is Imperative to not view mobi!ity in this corridor th rough.a "rear view mirror” perspective; rather, we
all must do our best to look farward to the mobility needs of a generation that will need mability assistance
as they age, and of a generation that “connects" more by techinology than by owned automobiles.

As such, the PWG's intended outcome from this charge is:to provide the City with a set of affirmative
approaches to should consider that provides mobility cthaices serving all people’s needs. The PWG offers
these recommendations and suggestinns to the City for its consideration hoth in crafting a response to
Metro's SR-710 Project EIR, but aisp as consideration for a future mobility construct and operating system
that equally supporis people's needs, a sustainable environment's needs, and avibrantand thrwfng
economy's needs.

The PWG requests that the City review these recommendations as a holistic mabflity systeny. Itis
recammended that the City comparefcontrast the benefits and deficlencles of the Pasadena Preferred
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Alggrnative with the benefits and deficiencias put forth inthe Métro SR-710 Project EIR, with a specific focus
o

o Access & mobility

o System capadity

o Costeffectivenass

Every member of the PWG appreciates the opportunity to serve our great City, and stands ready to assist our
City leadershifi in this endeavor moving forward.
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