
Grant Neighborhood Association

1315 Hungerford St.

Long Beach, CA 90805

Mr. Ronald Kosinski

Caltrans District 7

Division of Environmental Planning

100 South Main St. MS 164

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: I-710 Corridor Project, EA 249900

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The Grant Neighborhood Association (GNA) would like to thank you for this opportunity to comment on the proposed improvements to the I-710 Freeway.  Our neighborhood is within one mile of the I-710 and 91 freeway interchange.  Many of our residents and association members utilize the I-710 on a regular basis. We recognize the I-710 freeway as both a vital and necessary resource for our community and the greater region, as well as a source of traffic congestion and air pollution.

Our association applauds efforts to enhance this resource by separating truck traffic from general purpose traffic, and to minimize adverse air quality impacts to local residents and businesses.

With respect to air quality, the GNA finds the analysis provided in the EIR to be somewhat disingenuous and misleading.  It defies common sense that any freeway expansion combined with increases in traffic volume would reduce air quality impacts.  In fact, the projected air quality improvements result from future policy changes that are independent of any proposed improvements to the freeway.  We feel that it would make more sense to compare project impacts to air quality to the projected air quality impacts of the “no build” alternative under the policy changes, and not to the present existing conditions.

If we in the Grant neighborhood and other I-710 adjacent communities are being asked to carry a burden for the nation, as funding partners’ staff have indicated on multiple occasions, we need to be as cautious and forward thinking as possible. In order for this project to be considered an improvement for the Grant neighborhood and other corridor communities, the investments in our communities needs to go beyond the level of service of the freeway.    As such, the GNA would like to express several concerns and offer a number of suggestions for the proposed I-710 improvements:

1. We do not need additional general purpose lanes. We believe projections for the growth in demand by passenger vehicle traffic are overstated.  In addition, the separation of freight and port related traffic combined with comprehensive and extensive public transit and bicycle related improvements, is an adequate and environmentally superior alternative to the proposed general purpose lane widening option presented in Alternatives 5A, 6A, 6B, and 6C.


2. We need a comprehensive public transit element to help address the demand from passenger vehicles on the corridor, and the region in general. A comprehensive public transit system enhancement will  result in a real reduction of traffic related pollution for the region, and especially the local communities along the corridor. 


3. We need an enforceable commitment to a zero emission freight corridor that will separate freight vehicles from passenger vehicles and address the demand for more freight movement, which will ensure a safer freeway and cleaner air.  Currently, the proposed Alternatives 6B and 6C do not provide sufficient detail to explain how the corridor would be zero emission nor how that would be legally implemented. 


4. We need zero or near zero emission construction equipment used in all phases of the construction.


5. We need a comprehensive pedestrian and bicycle element to be included in order to integrate the corridor and the communities.  In addition to making the freeway safe for all vehicles, safety and access should also be provided for other zero emission transportation utilized along the corridor, such as bicycles and scooters. 


6. We need an enforceable commitment that any enhancements to the I-710 will not adversely impact the LA River levees or the floodplain designations (zones) for the purposes of FEMA flood zone hazard insurance and liabilities to the surrounding communities.


7. We need river enhancements that will allow for improved habitat and migration opportunities for native species, both flora and fauna.


8. We need an allocated fund set up for community mitigations, benefits, and safety during all phases of construction as well as expanded open space and other community enhancement components as part of this project.  Additionally, we request free public transit in the study area during all phases of construction to help address the impacts faced by community members during this process.


9. We need a “First Source Hiring” provision for construction, so that there is an assurance that the most impacted communities will be able to have access to clean construction careers through the construction phases.


10. It appears that few if any noise mitigation measures are proposed for any of the alternatives in the project area between the 405 and 91 freeways.  As this area is densely populated it is appropriate and necessary to construct sound walls and utilize other sound-proofing technology such as soundproof windows for surrounding residences and other sensitive receptor sites such as schools, particularly Jordan High School.


11. The freight corridor overpass at the 91 freeway represents a huge aesthetic impact to our community.  We believe that although there are few alternatives to mitigate the height and location of this overpass, mitigation measures can be applied at ground level, to obscure the visual impacts of this structure.  Specifically, the planting of evergreen street trees that have moderate to dense canopies can reduce the visual impacts at the community and pedestrian level.  We request that a tree planting program be implemented within a two-mile radius of the overpass that would replace all missing street trees.  This program should be implemented at the direction of city arborists to ensure the tree species are planted appropriately within the context of infrastructure such as sidewalks, parkway widths, overhead power lines, etc. The restoration of missing street trees within the neighborhoods and business corridors would serve to mitigate both visual and air quality impacts of the 710 freeway expansion.

Overall, the GNA would like to echo and offer our support for Community Alternative 7 and Construction Community Alternative 7, as proposed by East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice.

Again, the GNA would like to offer our sincere gratitude for this opportunity to comment on this important project.

Respectfully,

Kenneth Osborn

President

Grant Neighborhood Association


