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MEMORANDUM 

DATE: August 18, 1998 

TO: Robert R. Ovrom, City Manager 

FROM: Robert M. Tague, Community Development Direc 
via Rick Pruetz, Chief Asst. CDD/City Pl~~ner 

Dennis Mackay, Dep. City Planner f.: 
by Greg Herrmann, Principal Planner {jf;--

SUBJECT: RANCHO PROVIDENCIA NEIGHBORHOOD PROTECTION PLAN 

PURPOSE 
This report presents the recommendations of the Rancho Providencia Community 
Advisory Committee, which was appointed by the City Council to study traffic and 
parking issues in the Rancho Providencia residential neighborhood. With the assistance 
of a consulting Traffic Engineer, Ed Cline of Willdan Associates, and City staff, the 
Committee has developed a neighborhood protection plan that addresses identified 
problems of cut-through traffic, speeding, and spill-over of commercial parking into the 
residential area. This report also presents the comments of the Planning Board, Traffic 
and Transportation Committee, and Transportation Commission, as well as the staff 
recommendation. 

BACKGROUND 
In January, 1997, the City Council appointed ten residents and one commercial 
representative from the area bounded by Buena Vista Street, Olive Avenue, Victory 
Boulevard/Main Street, and Alameda A venue (Exhibit A), to fonn the Rancho 
Providencia Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC). The CAC was directed to study 
existing traffic and parking conditions within the study area, and to develop a set of 
measures to address identified problems and problem areas. Beyond this specific 
objective, the Committee views its responsibility in a larger context; that is, to identify 
and address issues in the study area which affect the general quality-of-life of the 
residents. 

The CAC conducted 19 committee meetings and two community-wide meetings over the 
course of the past 19 months. Public input was encouraged at each of those meetings and 
via questionnaires (Exhibit B), which were mailed tu the r-.::i,idents of the area to identify 
community concerns and issue-;. ln addition tc probiems relating to excessive traffic 
volumes and speeds, sud; as noise: u,;;,; th::: :;,~k·ty 
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also identified problems concerning various types of traffic violations and commercial 
parking encroachments into residential areas, as issues of concern. 

After receiving the community's perceptions of the existing problems. and with their own 
experiences as residents of th;:' ar::;a. the CAC conducted a comprehensive measurement 
program to quantify existing traffic and parking conditions. The first phase of the 
program included 24-hour cord-counts of traffic volumes on each of the street segments 
and many of the alleys in the study area. Some streets were counted twice, and in some 
cases three times, to verify the results. At the conclusion of the counting program, 
existing directional volumes and peak-hour turning movements were compared to counts 
taken in prior years to identify traffic growth patterns. In the second phase of the data 
gathering program, vehicle speeds were measured on selected local streets, on-street 
parking patterns were documented, and traffic collision histories were reviewed to 
identify safety concerns. 

The CAC also reviewed the development projects that are anticipated to occur in the 
surrounding commercial areas, and at roadway improvements that are programmed to 
mitigate that growth. Of particular interest were the approved Master Plans of Disney 
and NBC Studios, the pending St. Joseph's Medical Center project. as well as the 
potential redevelopment of the commercially-zoned properties located on the north side 
of Alameda between Buena Vista Street and Lamer Street. The CAC was concerned that 
these and other development projects in the surrounding area may increase the amount of 
cut-through traffic on their neighborhood streets. Traffic mitigation plans were reviewed, 
especially as they affect the operations of the adjacent arterials and major intersections. 

The CAC recognizes that the most effective protection against cut-through traffic is an 
arterial roadway system that moves traffic efficiently, thus reducing the incentive for 
motorists to utilize local streets as a means of bypassing congested intersections. 
Accordingly, the Committee reviewed the improvements planned for Buena Vista Street 
and Alameda A venue, and how those improvements will be phased-in as traffic volumes 
increase. 

PROPOSED PROTECTION PLAN 
The proposed protection plan (Exhibit C) is designed to address existing neighborhood 
traffic problems, and provide continued protection as traffic volumes on adjacent streets 
increase. Since the plan does not include any measures which outrightly restrict access to 
the neighborhood streets, such as cul-de-sacs or diverters, its effectiveness will be largely 
dependent upon the ability of the arterial street system to continue to move traffic at 
acceptable levels of service. :Sta.ff believes that the improvements that are currently 
programmed for the adjacent arterial intersections will accommodate anticipated growth, 
thereby reducing the attractiveness using the local street; as "short-cuts.'' 

The CAC has been ver:' careful to keep ir: mind tna: its. primary resDonsibility 1s to 
develop an integrated protection mar. fo;-- foe emir::: community, rathet than one that 
-l~OCUS"'~ ;illP"'OVem0 nrc· CT ,•a]on,~,,; •oraa( vvili 10U' 0 or1siriprincc th"' pffc.r-F n{ thos"'....... 0 1__1 ~ J. ._,, --~~ ,) ;. ._)~' ,__,._,._,.._,,._. U~ ._, ._. , -Al '- V ..1.- ...,._,_, t:, .....- ..., ~...-V '-' '-..., ~ k ~ 

measures on adj2.cent streets. In I'lCL the two mosI imponam criteria used bv the CAC to 



develop the proposed plan were the expected effectiveness of the different traffic control 
measures and their potential impacts on adjacent streets. 

The CAC recommends the use of landscaped medians, decorative crosswalks, 
reconfigured intersections, and additional parkway trees, to provide an aesthetic buffer 
between the commercial c01Tidors and the residential neighborhood. Landscaped 
medians, approximately 32 feet in length, and varying in width from eight feet at the 
crosswalk to four feet at the opposite end (Exhibit D), are proposed to be placed on 
selected local streets, at their intersections with either Alameda or Olive Avenue. The 
medians would be offset from the centerline of the roadway by one foot in order to 
enlarge (to 15 feet) the width of the access lane to the local street, thus accommodating 
the turning movements of oversize vehicles from the arterial street. On-street parking 
would be restricted adjacent to the medians to ensure that the divided lanes are kept clear. 

A single tree would be placed approximately twelve feet from the narrow end of each 
median, 16 feet from the back of the crosswalk. The CAC recommends that a 
"Tuliptree" (Yellow-Poplar) be selected as the species of tree for the median, and that 
Mexican Evening Primrose, Agapantha, Rosemary, and Gazania be utilized for ground­
level landscaping. All medians are proposed to be irrigated with automated control 
devices. 

A decorative, colored and stamped concrete crosswalk is proposed for each of the median 
locations, as well as on all other local streets in the study area where those streets 
intersect with Alameda or Olive A venue. The CAC considered recommending the 
installation of four-way decorative crosswalks at each of the signalized intersections on 
Alameda within the study area, but ultimately decided upon the single-leg design in the 
interest of cost savings. As proposed, the center walkway areas of the single-leg 
crosswalks would have a smooth finished surface, charcoal/gray in color, with 
"cobblestone" concrete borders, also charcoal/gray in color. 

The CAC recommends landscaped medians and decorative crosswalks (Exhibit E) for the 
Alameda ends of the following neighborhood streets: 

Griffith Park Sparks Orchard 
Parish Lamer Keystone 
Myers Lincoln Brighton 

The designs of the Lamer Street and Brighton Street medians must be modified to 
conform to localized constraints. The Lamer Street design would be 46 feet long, overall, 
but with the central 25 feet of the median replaced with stamped concrete to 
accommodate fue: delivery rrucks departing from the adjacent service station. 
Erighton Stree~ median is Droposed as 20 feet in length, as part of a mere extensiv~: 
reconfiguration of' tn:' Edison/Brighron/ Alameda imersection (which is forthe:- explai:::::d 
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Decorative crosswalks, without medians. are proposed for the Alameda ends of the 
remaining neighborhood streets: Shelton, Mariposa. Beachwood and Reese. Shelton and 
Reese being cul-de-sacs, are not cut-through romes between Olive and Alameda. Jordan 
Middle School traffic in peak periods would be further congested. and the neighborhood 
impacted, by the installation of a median on Mariposa. Beachwood is used as an 
emergency response route from Fire Station No. 15, and must be kept as free of pc,tential 
obstacles as possible. 

Landscaped medians and decorative crosswalks are also proposed for the Olive ends of 
the following neighborhood streets: 

Myers Keystone Lamer Parish Orchard 

Various physical constraints and conditions make medians unfeasible or unnecessary at 
the other Olive A venue intersections within the study area. The CAC recommends 
improving all of the Olive intersections with decorative crosswalks and additional 
parkway trees. In accordance with Park and Recreation Department guidelines, the 
additional parkway trees (the CAC favors the use of Chinese Pistache) would be placed 
in the Olive Avenue parkways, twenty-five feet from either corner. 

The recommended protection plan also includes the reconfigurations of three 
intersections located in the western portion of the study area: Oak Street at Olive A venue 
(Exhibit F), Edison Road at Buena Vista Street (Exhibit G), and Edison Road/Brighton 
Street at Alameda A venue (Exhibit H). These intersections would be modified to create 
perpendicular configurations for the purpose of reducing turning speeds and continuing 
travel on the neighborhood streets. Each of the newly created open-space areas will be 
landscaped with mixtures of Flaxleaf, Australian Willow, Chinese Pistache, and Fern 
Pine trees, and Mexican Evening Primrose, Aganpantha, Rosemary, and Gazinia used for 
lower goundcover plants. Decorative crosswalks are proposed for the three intersections, 
and additional parkway trees would be included at the corners of the Oal'JOlive 
improvement. 

The CAC also proposes the creation of a two-way left turn lane on Verdugo A venue, 
between Main Street and Olive Avenue. This section of Verdugo Avenue is suffi::1ently 
wide to accommodate the striping of this single lane in the center of the road,,. ay, m 
addition to the existing two travel lanes and two parking lanes. 

The single-family residential neighborhood of Glenwood Piace north of Oak Stre~i 
cmTently experiences a great deal of commercial truck traffi:::- generated by the business 
that are located south of Oak. Truck traffi: often chooses to continue straight ahead 
through the residential neighborboocl, rather than make tne right turn omc Oal:.. and 
proceed the single blocl~ tc, rviain Srree:. Rather tnm·, msraij ,, meciiar or some other 
rraffi: control de'✓1 ice at that inte::se.:tion re nre,ven_ o:- dis:.::ou;:ag~ tha~ s1raight-·ahead 
movemen:. and _oossibl:· ousb th~· commer:i2-_ rraffi~: once one o:' tne aciiaceff 
neighborhood street~'. to the east. the ·= ..~·=.- re~c:11rnenci~~ tha~ tn:_ lol10\v1rtf. fou:-·-t:,oin: nlar_ 

"f • • ,. • - • ~ 

b~~ imolememed: mm: ror commercia: vern::le'.: or 



5 

Glenwood, north of Oak; (2) prohibit parking on Oak, 50 feet from Main on both the 
north and south sides, and for 50 feet from Glenwood on the south side only; (3) send 
letters to the commercial busines~e_:; askin1,:. them for their cooperation in directing their 
vehicles to Main Street; and, r4) increasing police enforcement in the area. The parking 
r~strictions are intended to facilitate the tu:!'ning movements of the trucks, therebv ,~ 

encouraging them to exit the neighborhood onto Main Street. 

To address the encroachment of commercial parking into the residential neighborhood on 
Lincoln, Myers, and Keystone, the CAC recommends that preferential parking districts 
be fanned in the residential areas of those streets between the commercial alleys north of 
Alameda, and Oak Street This would allow parking by residential permit only, between 
the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. This implementation of preferential parking is 
consistent with the City Council's recent decision to review applications for new 
preferential parking districts on a case-by-case basis. 

Lastly, the CAC is concerned that "oversize" vehicles parked on Olive and Alameda near 
the local street intersections obstruct the vision of oncoming cars by drivers exiting the 
residential neighborhood. While the Committee ultimately decided not to recommend 
that oversized vehicles be prohibited within 100 feet of each non-signalized intersection 
(due to the difficulty in enforcing such a restriction), they continue to view this as a 
safety problem. The CAC requests that City staff, particularly the Police Department, 
study how such a prohibition could be implemented and enforced. 

To ensure that an adequate period of time is provided for judging the effectiveness of the 
comprehensive protection plan, it is recommended that the petition process for requesting 
new speed humps on the local streets within this study area be suspended for a period of 
one year following the complete installation of the plan. At the conclusion of this period, 
the City will conduct a follow-up study to determine the effec6veness of the measures 
and will determine whether additional traffic control measures are warranted. 

PLANNING BOARD HEARING, AND OTHER REVIEWS 
On June 8, 1998, the City Planning Board conducted a public hearing on this item 
(Exhibit I). Approximately 35 residents of the neighborhood attended the meeting, many 
of whom spoke in support of the plan. Those critical of the plan focused their comments 
on specific aspects, such as the potential for the medians to divert traffic onto adjacent 
streets, the absence of a median on Mariposa, Disney traffic on Lincoln, and the need for 
one-way alleys and cul-de-sacs. The Board asked that these issues be re-examined, and 
that protected left-mm signal phases be installed at the Alameda/Buena Vista 
intersection. The Board Members commended the CAC, the project Traffic Engineer, 
anci staff. and voted 5-0 to recommend to the City Council that the plan be adopted. 

;ollowm;~ tl1::, Jun:· L Planninf Board meeting. the Committee re-visited the issueS', thm 
nae~ beer r2.iseG n'J tn~ pubi12 anC. reoea1eC ·hy tn:~ BoarG.. \';.7itt. respe~t to one-vlay alley~. 
tn~ ·=~om1111ttee reaffi:rneC 1r:. n~ne/ tba~. ont-\Va~.· al1eyr: are, no·~ vvarrantec: at this tirr1:: 
anc th~~ rr1ai~1n2- :dl~~/E 011~ -\\'(;~,,, \VouiC .i(1aC all u:~ Lb~ (:0111111:=rcia~ traffic. onic on_:~ loc,a; 
~tree'. rathe: tnar allc,v- r ;:c cii·,·ia:: t,?iv..-~·~1, the· ;_;;;10. Th'.: Committee doe,:, how:::v:::::: 
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believe that one-way alleys may be appropriate as new commercial development 
eventually replaces the cunent, older buildings on Alameda. 

The CAC also com:inues to believe that restrictions on througli movements between tbe 
Disney gate and Lincoln Street are not warranted, due to the low traffic volumes 
measured and the potentiai for diverted traffic to impact adjacer1l srreets; and that the 
pl::.tcement of a median on Mariposa would congest the high concentrations of traffic that 
coincide with the daily start and finish of Jordan Middle School. Staff is currently 
developing a plan and funding for the addition of left-tum signal phases for the 
Alameda/Buena Vista intersection. 

The recommended plan was also presented to the Traffic and Transportation Committee 
at its regularly scheduled meeting on July 9. This was essentially an informational 
presentation and no recommendation was requested, or received. This plan is also 
scheduled to be presented to the Transportation Commission on July 27. Since this 
report \Vas prepared prior to that meeting, the Commission's comments will be presented 
at the Council hearing. 

ANALYSIS 
Staff has been involved in the CACs development of the proposed protection plan, and is 
in support of the recommendations which comprise it. These measures are expected to 
provide an effective buffer between the commercial corridors and the residential 
neighborhood, one that will discourage cut-through traffic, speeding, and other impacts 
related to excessive volumes of traffic on local streets. 

Emergency services will not be affected by these measures. Both the Fire and Police 
Departments have reviewed the plan and are satisfied that adequate clearances for the 
largest emergency vehicles will be maintained at the median locations. and that 
emergency response times will not be significantly affected by the proposed measures. 

All required sight distance and clearance requirements will be maintained in designing 
the landscaping for these measures. Median trees will be trimmed until they reach the 
required 14-foot clearance, and then be permitted to spread out to form a canopy over the 
roadway. The placements of trees and shrubs within the reconfigured intersection areas 
will be such that motorists and pedestrians will be able to view oncoming traffic in both 
directions. 

Some of the property owners and merchants adjacent to the proposed medians have: 
voiced objections to the losses of on-street parking spaces that will result from the. 
installarion of the medians. ViThik i~ is true that some spaces will be removeci .. the CAC 
h2.~ reviewed each locatiOI; individually and ha:; reciuced th:: length,:; o; the mediam: tc 3'.? 
feet w minimize the narkin; iosse'.:'. tc the extent possibl:::. Tn::: 3'.?-ioo~ length pennits the 
1n~-lus10L or 2. tree al ~: safe disLanc:~: Irorri tn.::- 1nt~.rse::nor-. anc nrnv1ae: t:n~·. ciesrreG 
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The number of parking spaces that ,.vilJ be removed will vary at each location, depending 
upon whether there are currentiy red curbs, driveways, or other conditions that currently 
restrict curb-side parking. At locations where there are currently no constraints on 
:-urbside parl.'Jng, vehicles may park between the curb return (point where the curb begins 
to curve at the intersection) and the commercial alley. On Myers Street, for example, this 
;.'urb space on both sides of the street measures approximately ninety feet. which 
Jccommodates four, full-size parking spaces (two 20-foot end spaces and two 22-foot 
interior spaces). The 32-foot median design would result in the loss of one parking space 
on each side, where the curbs would be painted red to ensure that the travel lanes 
adjacent to the median remain unobstructed. The Fire Department has field tested this 
configuration, and is satisfied that the 17-foot diagonal distance between the median and 
the nearest parking space is sufficient clearance for the turning movements of oversize 
emergency vehicles. The Traffic Division of the Public Works Department believes that 
the existence of catch basins with high curb faces on both sides of the street adjacent to 
the crosswalk reduces the value of these curbside areas for parking, and supports their 
removal to facilitate the installations of the medians. 

While the Police Department supports the overall protection plan, it is concerned over the 
loss of commercial parking spaces and the potential for that commercial parking to be 
displaced into the residential area. This was also a concern of the CAC, and of staff, and 
is being minimized to the extent possible by reducing the lengths of the median so as to 
only lose two full-size spaces. Parking surveys done for this area as part of this study 
show that there is generally sufficient on-street parking, though it may not always be 
adjacent to the destination business. Further, as new buildings gradually replace the 
older ones, additional code required on-site parking will supplement available street 
parking spaces. 

There has been some concern by members of the public that the medians will restrict 
passage or create unsafe conditions for turning movements. To some extent, the Police 
Department shares this concern. As previously noted, the entry lane to the local street 
will be 15 feet wide between the curb and the median, which is sufficiently wide to 
accommodate most oversize vehicles. The exit lane will be 13 feet curb to median, again 
sufficiently wide to easily allow the passage of large vehicles. Both of these proposed 
lanes are wider than are the existing lanes with cars parked at the curb, which is currently 
permitted at nearly all of the median locations. The median location at the back of the 
crosswalk will permit it to be seen by drivers well before they make the turn onto the 
street from the arterial. Colorful landscaping within the median, and safety markings on 
the median curbing (which will be rounded) will ensure that they are easily seen. 

Staff supoorts the: proposed imersection reconfigurations. as they will improve safety and 
;lre exoecrec tc, neir: rectuct c-affic· speeds of motorist:; proceedin~ do">vn th:· 
ne1s.rnoornooc srreec:: Th'.' add1rior: o~ a continuous two-way left turn lane on Vernus,c, 
vJill nrnv]Q::'. nett,~:-- s~:narar-1on CJ} 1-raffi:: on ti1a; vvicie neighbori1006 srr~e:.. 'T'ht', ~:ct.:1~ag-~ o: 
r::;commenaauom £a,- G1enwoo( ?1acc:- is. anuciDated 1.G reduce t.>Jrnme!·c.·1,i: ttl.\Cl: ,_;-an;, 



Fundin£ and Imnlementation 
Preliminary estimates for the construction and landscaping of the proposed measures arc 
m the neighborhood of $400.000 for the local street improvemems. plus $100.000 for u1e 
improvement:=; of Buena \ ·ista Street and Aiumeda Avcnue--a '.1500.000 total. Staff wili 
be recommending in a subsequent report to the City Council (the proposed 
Transportation Improvement Program) that $100.000 be made available for 
neighborhood protection measures this year. as \\'ell as $100.000 for improvernerm: to 
Buena ·vista Street and Alameda Avenue. This would leave a $300.000 shortfall for full 
funding of the project. 

With the knowledge that full funding of the project using Development Impact fees was 
not being recommended by staff, the CAC recommends the following funding options, in 
order of preference: 

1. Fund the entire cost of the project this year from the General Fund. and 
begin construction as soon as possible; 
Fund the cost of preparing engineered construction plans for the entire 
project this year, using whatever source of funds that is available, and 
fund the full construction of the plan in the second year; or, 
If project phasing is necessary. design and construct all of toe measures 
that are proposed along Alameda A venue (including the 
Brighton/Edison/Alameda intersection reconfiguration and median): and 
implement the balance of the plan as soon as possible thereafter. 

Viith any of the above options, the CAC recommends that the Glenwood ''package'' of 
commercial truck traffic rni1igation measures be implemented in this first year. 

Staff recommends that $100,000 be spent on the NPP component of the Rancho 
Providencia plan in 1998-99; this represents the emire amount recommended by staff for 
Citywide ]'..,rpp in this fiscal year in the proposed Transportation Capital Improvement 
Plan, also presented to the City Council on August 18 , 1998. This $100,000 is in 
addition to the $100,000 which staff recommends be spent this fiscal year or; the 
intersection of Buena Vista Street and Alameda Av(~nue: staff believes that improvements 
at this intersection will improve the effectiveness of the NP? by reducing incentives for 
motorists to seek alternatives to these arterials. 

Specifically, staff recommends that the $100.00C for N"PP D:'. utilized tc design and 
consrruct as much of the plan as possible. beginni:1g with the measures that are located 
along Alameda Avenue. In view of the fact that th::: wesrem Donion of rhe srud::1 are'", i:; 
generally more impacted by cut-througf: t~affi(: the::-' i~: the ~2.st~r-:-~ cctior:,. t:Gc: initiaJ nhas~ 
sflou10 prioriLiz~ ti10s:>- measur~s lo~ initiJ~ 1rnp1ern~nt2.u.or-,. ~in::: .J1~~v~1 00,:: c:on1:11(~r:1a! 

https://1rnp1ern~nt2.u.or
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The following pros and cons are associated with this approach: 

Fros 
, This initial application of a,·ailabie funding will ensure that an initial phase of the 

plan is consrrncted as soon a:; possible 
• The most irnpacted iocal road·.\·ays will r1:;ce1vc the initial protection measures 
.. Transportation Development Impact fees will be utilized rather than General Fund 

monevs 

Cons 
• Some identified traffic problems with cut-through traffic and speeding will not be 

addressed in this initial phase of improvements 

Although not all of the plan will be implemented in this first phase of work, this approach 
will permit work to begin iJ11,,111ediately rather than having to postpone it until next year. 
Available transportation improvement funds are limited, and must be prioritized among 
many programmed projects throughout the city. 

Continuation of CAC 
Several members of the CAC would like to continue to serve on the Committee through 
the implementation phase of this plan. and to also address issues that affect the Rancho 
Providencia neighborhood during that period. Of particular interest to the Committee is 
the pending Residentially Adjacent Commercial and Industrial Standards Ordinance 
(RACI). which is scheduled to be considered by the Planning Board at the end of August, 
and by the City Council in September or October. The CAC would also like to have a 
role in the follow-up review of the effectiveness of the traffic measures. 

The original neighborhood representation on the 11-member CAC was by geographic 
areas: seven residents from specific sub-areas of the neighborhood, two "at large·' 
representatives of the three eastern residential sub-areas, one representative of the multi­
family residential areas. and one commercial representative. Two members have recently 
moved out of the study area: two members have submitted resignations for work and 
personal reasons: and two members choose not to continue. The five remaining members 
have requested that the City Council authorize them to continue as the Rancho 
Providencia CAC until the protection plan in implemented. 

Staff recommends that the City Council reconstitute the CAC as a 5-person body to 
monitor the imolementarion of the prmection plan and to review issues that directly affecr 
their nelghborhoocL, until th::c foliow-un studies on the effectiveness of the installed 
orote:tior: measure~ are comoleLec. It should be nmed that the reconsrimted Co1mnittee 
wil! no lon~e,· b•v·: +fr:: geo~-:-am:ica.1 reoresenrntion that the original group had, nor v 1ill it 
1n21ucr'.:: c:omrr1·:=-r~..:12, ()~- tnu.lL:-ian1u: resident1a~ representarlve0. ~uture re:orrunendatjon~: 
i;-on tc;~: ~.-:on:in~_jr:~· ~ r_.Jn111t::P¥~-- ~-(_ir::::rruE; j~~sue:: 0th~~ t!1ar tflose. ciirect}y· asso:iarec 



PROPOSED :N'EGATIVE DECLARATION 
A proposed Miti.irnted Negative Declaration has be:,en prep.:rted (Exhibit J), finding thats 
as conditioned, the project will not result in :,;1gnificam environmental impacts to the 
environment. 

FISC!-,L IMPACT 
As proposed. the $200,000 would be funded from Transportation Development Impact 
fee revenues which are currently available in Fund 27. This funding will be part of the 
proposed Transportation Capital Improvement Program that the City Council will 
subsequently consider. 

RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the City Council: 
g Approve the proposed Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection Plan; 
e Authorize the implementation of the staff-recommended funding strategy; and, 
., Reconstitute the CAC as a 5-member body, as proposed in this report. 

LIST OF EXHIBITS 

EY~LJIBIT A Rancho Providencia Studv Area 

SXHIBIT B Questionnaire 

EXHIBIT C Map of Proposed Protection Plan 

EXHIBIT D Schematic of Typical Median 

EXHIBIT E Superimposed Median Concept 

EXHIBIT F Oak Street/Olive A venue Intersection Reconfiguration 

EXHIBIT G Buena Vista Street/Edison Road Intersection Reconfiguration 

EXHIBIT H Alameda A venue/Edison Road/Brighton Street Intersection 

Reconfiguration 

EXHIBIT I Planning Board Minutes of June 8, 1998 Public Hearing 

:EXHIBIT J Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 

EX._BIBIT K Written Public Communication Re:eived in Response to Public Notice of 

Planning Board Hearing 
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CITY OF BURBANI<) 

275 EAST OLIVE AVENUE, P.O.BOX 6459, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA 91510-645~' 

Dear Resident, Businessperson, and/or Property C,vmer: 

In response to the concerns of some of your neighbors, the Burbank City Council has initiate6 
the Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection Plan. Eleven members of your area have 
been appointed by the City Council to serve as the Community Advisory Committee for this 
study, and to work with City staff in studying traffic, parking, and other quality of life issues. 
for both existing and projected future conditions, and in deveioping a plan to address identifiecl 
problems. 

The Study t\rea for this plan 1s bounded by Alameda A venue, Buena Vista Street, Olivt 
A venue, and South Victory Boulevard/Ivfain Street. Residents of this area have voiced their 
concerns to the City Council and staff regarding existing traffic problems, including excessive 
traffic volumes and speeds, and their concerns that future planned development within th-:~ 
Media District and in surrounding area will cause traffic and parking problems to worsen. 
Some members of the community feel that current condiiions warrant the im.mediak 
implementation of traffic calming/control devices (such as speed humps, chokers. cut-de-sacs. 
etc.) in their neighborhood, and some do not. 

The coordinated set of traffic and parking control measures developed througn this study will 
uhimateiy be recommended to the City Council for implementation. You can assist with this 
very important study, by: 

" Taking a few minutes to fill out the enclosed questionnaire, and returning it in the 
self-addressed envelope, prior to March 3, 1997,; 

.. Attending a March 19 community meeting (7 :00 PM. Jordan Middle Schoo: 
Auditorium, 420 S. Mariposa St.), to voice your neighborhood concerns, learn mor:: 
about the commercial development that is planned in the surrounding area, discus." 
this study, and to meet your CAC representatives: and, 

&' Continuing to participate in the study by attending scheduled CA.C mecrings. 

D' l' 0 r B b , ,- • Pj • (010 ~ 30 -~ - " ~T • • , 1ease cal ureg rierrmann, ur, anJ~ \._,1ty , arrn.mg, a: o 01 .:._ c:-:::,..:)L'. 1~ yo!..'. t,ave questwn:c 
oc the queslior...naire:. the upcoming coITLmunity meeling. or vvist w comae-~ ycmr aeighoorhoo6 
c:.J~,= reprezentaii\.'e prior to the 1,1Iarcb 19 rr1eeti11g~ -=--han1: yoc. Io~ :1./out as21stance. 

r- .,..,_ 

___;7"::f~ D.e::1}10...:.ti·_ 
,... 1~ ' 

.__,J!._ •. O~ .bUf'.Jlli7i= 
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CiTY OF BURBANK 

N:::iGHBORHOOD PROTECTION AND TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT QUESTIONNAIRc 

1. Do you beiieve current traffic or parking conditions in your neighborhood are serious enough to require 
City action? Yes__ No_ No Opinion_ 

If ves, Please describe the conditior.s· __________________________ 

2. .Ase there serious traffic or parking probiems on your street? Yes__ No_ No Opinion_ 

If yes. piease describe the problem_·-------------------------

-:i. Rate each of the following on a scaie from 1 to i O indicating whether you consider these issues to be 
existina problems/conditions in your neighborhood: ("1 = No Probiem, 5 = Minor Problem, 10 = Serious 
Problem): 

A. Prooertv Values !. Traffic Noise 
B. Quality ·of Life J. Backing out of Driveway 
C. Amount of Traffic K. On-Street Parking 
D. Soeed of Traffic L. Emergency Access 
E. Through Traffic M. Reckless Drivinq 
F Children's Safety N. Running Stop Signs 
G. Pedestrian Safety 0. Other (please specify) 
H. Bicycle Safety 

What action(s), if any, would you like to see implemented in your neighborhood'> 

No action required: __________ 

Please describe action needed: ---------------------------

5. Please answer the foliowing questions regarding your beliefs on how the planned growth in the 
commercial and media areas surrounding your neighborhood will impact you: 

2. Do you believe future traffic or parking conditions in your neighborhood will be serious enough to 
require City action? Yes_ No_ No Opinion_ 

If yes, please describe the condition: ________________________ 

b. Do you believe that in the future there be serious traffic or parking problems on your street? 
Yes_ No_ No Ooinion_ 

If yes, oiease aescribe the orobiem: ________________________ 

F~ats seer· o: thf, fsliovvin~ o~· c s:21~ trorr: ,: tc i C indicating v,hethe:-- yoLl beiieve these 
oro!J!emsicondition:; \Adi; o~ s19nificsr1' nei9hoc:>rf:ood 1ssues !n the futurs: (~ = f\Jo !=1robierr1- 5 = rV!inor­
c:,,r:J;J!~~-· 1C- =· SenoL:s ?rco1e~1-

;·1affr:· f'\!o!si: 
8a:rGnf, ou-t. o~ Sirrvev,ra~= 
:'..ir,-Street Parizin~: 
=.mergency Ascess 

- Tnrougr. "T;--aff1::- !/ Reckiess Drivins:' 
I\. F:unnin9 Stor, Signs 
C ~Jthe; (piease spe0ify) 
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7 

C:. What action(s), if any, would you like to see implemented in your neighborhood to address these 
concerns regarding future conditions? 

No action required·__________ 

Piease aescribe action nseded: _ 

6. Indicate your street and block number (e.g. 400 biock) ___________________ 

is this a single family residence? ______ Multiple family residence?_______ 

Business?______ Other?______ 

S. How many vehicles in your household? ______ How many drivers?_______ 

9. How often do you rely on on-street parking? 

!\lever Sometimes Alwavs 

n n n2, For yourself? 

r-j
b. For visitors or customers? □ LJ 

'-'· Overnight? □ □ □ 

7 O List the streets your household normally uses to leave and return to your neighborhood. 

"

Driver 1 -------------------------------------

Driver 2 -------------------------------------
(for additional Drivers, use bottom of page) 

1i. there 1ithin 1 adjacent neighborhood that avoid,A.re specifi0 intersections \~ or to, your you in your daily 

travels? 
Yes_ No 

It yes, which one, and why:-----------------------------

V\Jheie do you \tv'Uik? Specify city a1,d zip code. 

Driver 1_____________ Driver"""-:,_____________ 

i 3. Provide any additional comments on .§JJ.Y neighborhood issues that you tee! are appropriate: 
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t:<tc: :',13. BERLIF ::.nat :.lv:.o Ilollywood Way /Alamf":::d2 Avenue inte:!::"section 
was i,cluded on the list of improvements £01 funding this fiscal 
year; however, Caltrans was also looking at lmprovements to freeway 
t"amps in this area so other options may be available. CHP,IR BROWN 
thanksd Mr. Tague for his presentation. 

HEJ\RTNGS 

RZI.NCHO PROVIDENCIA NEIGHBORHOOD PROTECTION 
PLAN: The Rancho Providencia Neighborhood 
Protection Plan is a proposed set of traffic 
control measures developed by the Rancho 
Providencia Community Advisory Committee 
(CAC). These traffic control measures 
include landscaped medians, decorative 
crosswalks and intersection reconfigurations. 
If ultimately approved by City Council, these 
improvements would be installed within the 
area bounded by Buena Vista Street, Olive 
Avenue, Victory Boulevard/Main Street, and 
Alameda Avenue (categorically exempt from 
CEQl-\.) . 

riff:. HERRIVIANN presented this i tern to the Board and reviewed the 
CAC's recommendations to calm traffic and provide a buffer betweer 
residential and commercial uses in the Rancho Providencia area: 1; 
install landscaped medians and decorative crosswalks for the 
Alameda Avenue ends of Griffith Park Drive, Parish Place, Lincoln 
Street, Beachwood Drive, Lamer Street, Brighton Street. Sparks 
Street, Keystone Street, Orchard Drive and Myers Street; 2) insta:: 
cl-2.:-o~ati-ve crossvlal}:E', v?it.hoL1.1: meciian.2 a-c t.f'le .P.. lamec1-c. ends of 
Shelto~ Stree~, Mariposa Stree~ and Reese ?~ace; J) ins~all 
J_ 2 r1dsc:ape6. rneCLj_ans s~r1c~ cle:=o~c~ ~ :._ ,1~:- ~:-c.:ssv?b~ lJ:~2 2.--: .:.:h~- Ci 2. i. ·ve ends 

2rs S~ree~. Kevs~ons S~ree~ ~amer Stree~ ?arist ?la~s and 
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prohibit pari:ing of oversize vehicles for 100 feet east of each 
non-signalized intersection of a local street with Alameda or Oliva 
avenues to improve visibility. He said the CJl.C also recommends a 
plan to reduce commer::::ial truck traffic on Glenwood Place bv 
~stablishing a 10,000 lb. weight limit for commercial vehicles on 
Glenwood Place north of Oak Street, prohibiting parking on Oak 
St~eet, 50 feet ~rom Main on both the north and south sides and for 
50 feet from Glenwood Place on the south side only, sending letters 
to the commercial businesses asl~ing them for cooperation in 
direction vehicles to Main street and increasing police enforcemen~ 
in the area. He noted that the CAC proposes a one-year suspension 
of speed hump request petition process following implementation of 
the plan, after which time the City will conduct a study to 
determine effectiveness of the measures and to propose further 
mitigation measures if necessary. He noted that the CAC held 18 
public meetings and two community meetings, and sent questionnaires 
to the entire neighborhood. He said Willdan and Associates took 
traffic counts and speed and parking surveys. He reviewed the 
changes proposed by staff: 1) reduce the proposed 40-foot medians 
on Lincoln, Myers and Keystone at Alameda Avenue to 32 feet to 
accommodate emergency vehicles as tested by the Fire Department; :; 
eliminate the median on Beachwood Drive at Alameda Avenue due to 
the adjacent fire station access requirements; and 3) eliminate the 
prohibition against parking of oversize vehicles on Olive or 
Alameda avenues within 100 feet east of all non-signaled local 
street intersections, as supported by the consultant and the Police 
Department, due to potential parking impacts on the commercial and 
adjacent residential areas, and institute a case-by-case review 
instead. Be assured DR. HUNT that all Brown Act requirements for 
public meetings were met during preparation of this plan. He told 
MR. JACKSON that no speed humps were proposed in this plan and tha~ 
as traffic increases at Buena Vista and Alameda, the City would 
install left-turn signals and that staff could look at the traffi2 
volume at this intersection. He told MS. BERLIN that he could ge~ 
the summary of the returned questionnaires for the Board. 

DOUG CARLSONr 236 South Myers Streett Chair of the Rancho 
Providencia CAC, introduced the attending CAC members. He cited 
~he impacts of adjacent commercial development on this residentia: 
neighborhood. He thought the 32-foot median design a~ Lincolr, 
Myerz an~ Keystone and Alameda Avenue would be sufficient, and that 
~n~ dele~io~ o~ the p=oposed median on Beachwood would be 
a2cep~~~is orovidet ~ha~ no grsater impacts 2=e crea~ed on 

--.---- ,.....,r:,,....,,. 
-- c__ .!... ---- """" -

t'\rc.,::·~·::~ n.2C ~;_r::c·:::i::rn·~( ::fJ~. 2_0,:-_· :=.:r.rc.-:: -:.hs e;-:per1ss c•t :--~1-J:::::a:::::..n~ s~:-es-:. 
~~~ ~s B~ ~n~ spe=i~le~ corners to insta:l chokers would b~ cos~ 
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p~~hib1t1ve. He 3nswered M2. 3ERLIN ~nat the CAC had considered 
sp~ed signs but the traffic engineer indicated they wouldn't affe~~ 
tra~fic speeds without additional police enforcement. CHAIR BROWN 
suggested that the CAC consider the California oak as a tree which 
could provide adequate buffer in a 32-foot me~ian. 

ED CLINE 1 traffic engineer with Willdan Associates, said speed 
signs were not effective in slowing traffic, in his experience. He 
noted that chokers would create problems with surface drainaae and 
eliminate space which could be used for landscaping. He ass~red 
DR. HUNT that the Fire Department had tested and approved the 
turning radius at each proposed median and noted that medians wouli 
create fewer impacts to emergency vehicle access than speed humps. 

CHA:::R BROWN opened the public 

ERIC NORRIS, 301 South Myers, TONY MONZO, 303 South Keystone, CAROL 
NORRIS, 301 South Myers, TOM HARMS, 242 South Keystone, BILL 
WILBER, 355 South Myers, MITZI MAGGIORJ.., 339 South Myers, TOM 
RIZZO, 251 South Keystone, RICHARD FREEMAN, resident of Keystone,. 
SUSAN POIRIER, 239 South Myers, SCOTT RAMOS, 214 South Keystone, 
and SHERRY DAVILA, 354 South Myers, supported the proposed plan. 

BOB SPENCER, resident of Keystone, expressed concern that the 
proposed medians would divert commercial parking further into the 
residential area. 

JIM CARLSON, resident of South Lincoln Street, supported the plan 
but cited the impacts of employee cut-through traffic from the 
adjacent Disney Studio. He urged the Board to consider modifying 
the signal at Alameda Avenue and South Lincoln to prevent Disney 
employees from using Lincoln tc enter or leave Disney Studios. Be 
gave the Board a petition in support of this suggestion. 

SHANNON HANAWAY, CAC member, supported the plan and read a letter 
from LINDA and DANA FADLER, 235 South Keystone S~reet, supporting 
the olan because it would decrease traffic imoacts from commercial 
development adjacent the residencial neiahborhood. 

JEAN ROSONE, 378 South Myers Stree~ suppor~et t~e nlaD and 
requested preferential par}:in;. limice~ access an~ moe~fied 
~raffic signal a~ Buena Vis~~ an~ A~amed2 ~= ~a=~li.~ats ~raffic 
ft~~ on the ar~erials ant re~u2e cu~-~hrou~~ rs~~~e~~i2: -ra~~~~-

...... ~~-- .··--· :---·-~--......,,1,.:____ ... ._.. __ ¥'.~-.·.. 
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He said his client 1 s due process rights were violated and that an 
EIR should have been prepared for this plan. He thought the 
landscaoed medians would create public safety issues with 
visibillty, thereby posing a liability to the City. He cautioned 
that this plan would set a precedent for other neighborhoods to 
demand similar improvements. 

CORY ELLIOTT, 266 South Lamer Street, CAC member, said the plan 
would protect the entire neighborhood and he urged adoption of the 
residentially adjacent commercial ordinance. He emphasized that 12 
public committee meetings and two community meetings were held as 
well as a mailout to all residents. 

GARY JOHNSON, resident of Mariposa S~reet, asked that a median be 
placed on Mariposa Street to reduce speeding cut-through traffic, 
especially since medians would discourage the use of adjacent 
residentia~ streets. 

EDWARD DAVILA, 354 South Myers Street, informed the Board that th2 
new courier service behind the alley on Myers Street was creating a 
danger to children in the alley. 

IRENE LUKOMSKI, 230 South Brighton Street, CAC member, assured the 
Board that the CAC held no secret meetings and that all their 
meetings were publicly noticed. She explained that the CAC members 
also personall~• canvassed their neighbors. She supported the pla~. 

LAVERNE THOMAS opposed the plan and disliked staff!s report. She 
thought medians were not a solution to cut-through traffic but 
would instead integrate residential and commercial areas. She sug~ 
gested a cul-de-sac on South Myers Street and cited the impacts on 
the residential area created by the new courier service on Alameda 
Avenue. She thought Edison Road was not adequately examined and 
that Alameda Avenue alley should be restricted to one-way traffic. 

CHAIR BROWN closed the public hearing. 

MR. CLINE answered MR. JACKSON that the CAC discussed special 
treatmen".::: fo:::- I.:incc::ln Street. due to its proximity to the Disney 
Studio; however, manual traffic counts of employees entering and 
e):i-~inc; ths Disney· stud~io s i.. te indica t.e -::hat ve~:{ f eV1; use Lincoln 
Stree~. He tolf MR. JACKSON that t.he CAC decided net to orooose ~ 
mediar for Maripos~ S~reet be=ause i~ c8ul~ create conges~io~ fo~ 
ci:.: 2_ -ve::- s:· C:.~c~p;:· :'._ .r1 ~- -2 =: anc·_ ;-1 2- 2t:. ~n~·- t.1p :: t~ i ~- ::~~sr: o.-:_ ~h2 aC_ ~;a::: sn~ s ::::;h ::JC·~-

2.Ti': ~=t12--.:.. rr:~~-=- -:::::-2.:=:=i: ::::r -:..t:~S-- s::.::--e2·: 2-E: qer1e~a~ec~ D~-- :-es~cier:":.s. ~1~-

-:. ~- ~ ( 1\1.lI... ~~-~~ -=~:~.: 'J),- -.=~13-: -::ri ~ --=-~ 2-:: ~ i ·:: ~-:):21£~ ::. :_r_. --:fi s J..... ~ an1 sG c·. 1-'_ ,•er1u. '=. 
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~oted that ~raffle counts could be prepared for the new courier 
se~vice or staff could use the typical ~raffic volumes establishe~ 
b'v ITE for this type of business. MR. HERRMANN informed the Board_ 
t;at the owner of the courier service who is meeting with residen~s 
dt l0 a.m. tomorrow to discuss the situation had agreed to stop 
alley access after 8 p.m. He noted that the service was a dispatch 
business only. 

MR. JACKSON commended the CAC, staff and the traffic engineer for 
their efforts to prepare this plan and supported their recommenda­
tions as well as staff's modifications; he emphasized that a left­
~urn signal should be installed at the Alameda/Buena Vista 
intersection to facilitate traffic flow on the a~terials. DR. HUN~ 
and DR. GORDON concurred. MS. BERLIN agreed and suggested that 
traffic impacts from the 24-hour courier service be examined and 
one-way traffic in the Alameda Avenue alley be consictered. MS. 
RILEY told DR. GORDON that this plan should not be considered a 
taking; she said all Brown Act requirements had been met. She 
noted that staff would prepare a negative declaration to meet 
environmental review requirements as well. DR. GORDON asked that 
the exit/entrance of Disney Studio be examined and that an adequa~e 
follow-up to the plan 1 s effectiveness be prepared. CHAIR BROWN 
thanked the CAC for their efforts and supported the plan. He aske~ 
that the signal improvements at Buena Vista/Alameda be installed 
immediately. He thought Mariposa Street needed to be considered 
for a median and that traffic on Lincoln Street should be 
monitored. MR. MC CONKEY assured the Board that he would ask tha~ 
the signalization of Buena Vista/Alameda be agendized for Counci: 
consideration. 

MR. JACKSON recommended adoption of the Rancho Providencia 
Neighborhood Protection Plan by the City Council, and that 
additional protection measures at Mariposa and Lincoln streets be 
considered at a later date, and that three-way signals be installed 
immediately at the Buena Vista/Alameda intersection; MS. BERLIN 
seconded the motion which carried 5-0 . 

. ~- - ,___ ,-
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city of burbank ,community oevelopment aepartment 

~-• ■Ill' 

PROPOSED 
MiTIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, and the 
~nvironmental Guidelines and Procedures of the City of Burbank, the Lead Agency, the 
Community Development Department, Planning Division, after review of the initial Study, 
found that the foi:owing project wouid not have a significant effect on the environment, that 
possible environmental impacts have been mitigated, and has directed that this Mitigated 
Negative Deciaration be prepared. 

i Projec1 Titie: Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection Plan 

2. Project Location: .L\rea bounded by Buena \/ista Street! Oiive Avenue! \lictory Blvd., 
Main Street, and Alameda Avenue, Burbank, County of Los 
Angeles, CA 

Project Description: Installation of landscaped medians, decorative crosswalks, street 
trees, reconfigurations of intersections, and the implementation of 
various other t;-affic control measures, to mitigate traffic impacts 
within the study area 

4. Support Findings: Based on the initial Study, which is attached hereto and made 
a part hereof, it is the finding of the Community Deveiopment 
Department, Planning Division, that the above mentioned 
project is not an action involving any significant environmental 
impacts. 

The proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared in accordance with 
CE:QA and reflects the independent judgement of the City of Burbank. A copy of the initiai 
Study is attached, and environmentai documentation is on file in the Office of the 
Community Deveiopment Department, Planning Division. 

Prepared by the Community Deveiopment Department, Planning Division, on June '1 ~, 
i 99E,. 



 

California Environmental Quality Act 

initial Study 

,! . 8 :-oiect Title: 
Rancho Providencia Neighborhood F_:.roteciion Pian 

2. LB.acL/:\gency Name and Address: 
Pianning Division, City of Burbank, 275 :::. Oiive Ave., Burbank, CA, 91502 

3. =:ontact Person and Phone Nur:nber: 
Greg Herrmann, (818) 238-5263 

4. Project Location: 
Area bounded by Buena '✓ ista Street) Oli'/e Avenue, \/k:tory Blvd., fV12in Street, and 
Alameda Avenue, Burbank, County of Los Angeles, CA 

r Project Sponsor's Name and Address:J. 

City of Burbank, Planning Division 

p
v. Genera! Pian Designation: Principally: Single Family Low Density, Multiple Family 

Residential Medium Density, Limited Commercial, 

7. 7 oning: Principally: R-1, R-4, C-3, and RC 

8. Description of Project: 
Installation of landscaped medians, decorative crosswalks, street trees, 
reconfigurations of intersections, and the implementation oi various other traffic 
control measures, to mitigate traffic impacts vvithin the study area 

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: 
The study area is surrounded by commercial arterials, and other residentiai 
neighborhoods beyond. 

,I 0. Qther public agencies whose app___rnwlis_reCJuired: {':: ~;., D9iTnits. fin2ncing approval 
o;- pa1iicipation agreement.) 
None 



□ Popuia~ion and Housing :J Bioiogica! Resources □ Utilities & Service Systems 

C1 Geoiogical Problems □ Energy/Mineral Resources C Aestherics 

L 1Nai'3: , · Hazards □ Cultu~al Resources 

__ A.ii- Quality □ Recreation 

::::i Mandatory Findings ot Signiiicance 

Di::T::RM!NATION: 
(To be compleied by the Lead Agency) 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

□ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEG,A,TI\IE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

X I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment~ there vviU not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation 
measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. fa. 
N~G.A,TIVE DECLAR!\TIOf\J will be prepared. 

□ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 
and an ENVIROf\JMENTAL. IMPACT REPORT is required. 

n I find that the proposed proiect MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, 
but at ieast one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 
pursuant to applicabie legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation 
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, if the 

;;.;:: + • 11 + -• 1· • •-· • • .._,, + t· 11 • ·" • I ·t· t r1 "Si ,scl 1s o. po1.enuai1y s1gn1ncant impacL or 11 po .. en 1a.,)1 s1gn1ncant un.ess m1..1ga .. e-.J. 
An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the 
effects that remain to be addressed. 

u i find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all 
potentially significant effects (a) have been analy:.:::ed adequately in an earlier EIR, 
including revisions 01- mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed 
project. 

~ ~,.,~- ·=-"-,,.-~--~"' ••• - • 
L ..__.,.,-~•~• 



parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately 
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does 
not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault 
rupture zone). p,. "No Impact" ansv,·er should bs expiained where it is based on 
oroject-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose 
r.ensitive receptor:3 to pollutants, based on a oroject-specific screening analys:s). 

2) Ail answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-sits as we!i 
.'.:!Son-site, cumuiativs as well as project-leve:, indirect as well as direct, and 
construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) "Potentially Significant impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an 
effect is significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant impa::::t" entries 
when the determination is made, and EIR is required. 

4) "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated" appiies where the 
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentialiy 
Significant Impact" to a "Less than Significant Impact." The iead agency must 
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly exolain hmv they reduce the effect to a 
less than significant level (mitigation measures from Section XVII, "Earlier 
/l,nalyses," may be cross-referenced). 

5) Eariier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other 
CEOP1 process, an effect has been adequately anaiyzed in an earlier EIR or 
negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). Earlier analyses are discussed in 
Section XVII at the end of the checklist. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checkiist references to 
information sources for potential impacts (e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances). 
Reference to a previously prepared or outside document shouid. where appropriate, 
inciude a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. See 
the sampie question below. A sourse list should be attached, and other sources 
used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

7) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different ones. 

SAMPLE QUESTION: 

Pmern:a!:v Less 1har1 
S:9nif1ca.n·l M1t19at10'.' S19n1f1r:an·l 

issue:, iand Suppo,iin9 1ntorrnat1on Sources)- lmoaci 1.n::::imarate:: lmc,ac. irn·:,c.c:, 

V/ouic' the orooosai result ir. ootentia' imoac:ts invoiv1n;:: 



!. L.AND US:= AND PLANNING. Would the proposal: 

a) ::onflict with general Pian designation or zoning? 

b) Conflict with appiicable environmen,ai oians or policies 
adopted by agencies with jurisdiction ove~ the project? 

j 

c) Be incompatible with existing ianci uses in the vicinity? 
( ) 

d) Affect agricultural resources or operations (e.g. impacts 
to soi is or farmlands, 01· impacts from incompatible land 
uses)? ( 

e) Disruot 01· divide the physical arrangement of an 
estabiished community {including a iovv·-income o: 
minority community)? ( 

II. POPULATION AND HOUSII\JG. Would the proposal: 

a) Cumulatively exceed official, regionai or local population 
projections? ( ) 

b) Induce substantial growth 1r: an area either directly or 
indirectly (e.g. through projects in an undeveloped area 
or extension of major infrastructure)? ( ) 

c) Disoiace existing housing, especialiy affordable 
housing? ( 

Iii. GE:OLOGIC PROBLEMS. Would the oroposal result in or 
expose peoois to potentiai impacts involving: 

a) Fault rupture? ( 

b) Seismic ground shaking? 1 

c: Seismic ground failure, inciudir:g iiquefaction? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Potentia!ly L:n]ess Less Than 
S1i;nifican1 ~litigation Sig:nificam 
impJct Incorporated lmpncr 

□ □ r. 
V 

;I□ L....J □ 

□ □ □ 

□ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ 

□ 

C □ 

□ □ 

0 □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ 



Potentially 
Significant 

Potentially Un1es~ Less Than 
S1g:nific::mt Miligation Significant ·,.;,.:i 
Impact incorporated impact 1.-1::rn :-t 

h) Expansive soils? ( 

l) Un!,.1ue geologic o:- i:•hysici:11 features? 

i\/. \J'/,L\T:::R., Would the p, op1.:.:isai result in: 

a) Changes 1n the absorption rates, drainage patterns, or 
the rate and amount of surface runoff? ( ) 

b) Exposure of people or property to water related hazards 
such as flooding? ( ) 

c) Discharge into surface waters or other alteration of 
surface water quality (e.g. temperature, dissolved oxygen 
or turbidity)? ( ) 

d) Changes in the amount of surface water in any water 
body? ( 

e) Changes in currents, or the course or direction of water 
movements? ( ) 

f) Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through 
direct additions or withdrawals, or through interception 
of aquifer by cuts or excavations or through substantiai 
toss of groundwater recharge capability? ( ) 

g) Altered direction or rate of flow of groundwater? ( 

h) impacts to groundwater quality? ( 

I) Substantial reduction in tile amount of groundwater 
otherwise available for public supplies? ( 

V. AIR QUALITY. Would tile proposal: 

a) Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an 
existing or projected air quality violation? ( ) 

b; ::xpose sensitive receptors tc, pollutants? ( 

ci .Alm:- air movement, moisture, o;- temperature, or cause 
an~1 changs i;-\ climai:e? ( 

D 

D 

CJ 

D 

□ 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

CJ 

D 

□ 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

u 

□ 

□ 

0 

D 

D 

D 

D 

0 )'. 

0 

D 

D 1: 

D 



 

Potentially 
Significant 

Potentjally Cnless Less Than 
Si~rnificant Mlt1galion Significant ho 
lmoact lncorporate<l impact lm;:;act 

Vl. TRAf\JSPORTATION/CIRCULATIO~J \Nould the proposal: 

a\ increased vehicle trips 01· traffic congestion? ( 0 0 X 0 

b) Hazards to safety from design features (e.g. sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) Oi incompatibic:-: 
uses (e.g. farm eauioment;o ( )( 

c) inadeauate emergency access or access to nearb\1 

uses? ( ) 0 0 X D 

d) Insufficient parking capacity on-site or bicyclists? 
V( ) D 0 D h 

e) Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? 
) 0 D 

f) Conflicts vvith adopted policies supporting alternati·✓ e 

transportation (e.g. bus turnouts, bicycle ra:::ks )? 
( ) 0 0 D X 

g) Rail, waterborne OI" air traffic impacts? ( 0 0 D 

VII. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal result in 
impacts to: 

a) Endangered, threatened or rare species or their habi­
tats (in:::iuding but not limited to piants, fish insects, 
animals, and birds)? ( 0 0 

Vb) Locally designated species (e.g. heritage trees)? D 0 0 /\ 

c) Locally designated natural communities (e.g. oak 
Vforest, coastal habitat, etc)? ( ) D 0 D " 

d) Wetland habitat (e.g. marsh, riparian and vernai 
pooi)? ( 0 D D X 

Ve) Wildlife dispersai or migration corridors? ( 0 0 D " 

<"7-<r,.,. 
;;;.,: h .., 



Potcntialiy 
Siµnificant 

rotemially :.,in Jess Less Ti1a;1 

Significant Mitigation Sig11i:icJJ:t 
Jmp=i.ct incorporated lmp,121 im;;ac: 

c) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would oe of future value le ~he region 
and tne resiaents of the State? \ CJ 

1X H/\Zt\RDS. Would the proposal 1nvoive: 

a) .A. risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous 
substances (including, but not limited to: oil, pesticides. 
chemicals or radiation)? ( ) □ □ D 

b) Possible interference with an emergency response plan 
or emergency evacuation plan? ( ) D D LJ 

c) The creation of any health hazard or potential health 
hazard? ( ) □ D D X 

c) Exposure of people to existing sources of potential 
health hazards? ( D D 

e) Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable brush. 
grass, or trees? ( ) D D D 

X. NOISE. Wouid the proposal result in: 

a) Increases in existing noise levels? □ D )'. 

b) Exposure of people to severe noise levels? ( D D X 

XI. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal have an effect 
upon, or result in a need for new or altered government 
services in any of the following areas: 

a) Fire protection? ( D u 

b) Police protection? D 

ci Schoois? ( D D 

ct) Maimenance of public faciiities, including roads? 
( 0 

' ':Jtrie 1- govsmmen;:ai services? 1 0 

https://Jmp=i.ct


XII. UTIUTIES AND S:::RVICE SYSTEMS. Would the proposal 
result in a need for new systems or suppiies, a: substantial 
ai;:s,ations to the following utilities: 

a) Power or natural gas? ( 

b) Communications systems? 

c) Local or regional water treatment or distribution 
facilities? ( ) 

d) Sewer or septic tanks? 

e) Storm water drainage? 

f) Solid waste disposal? ( 

g) Local or regional water supplies? 

XIII. Ai::STHETICS. Would the proposal: 

a) Affect a scenic vista or scenic highway? ( 

b) Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect? 

c) Create light or glare? ( 

XIV. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposa!: 

a) Distur·b paleontological resources? ( 

b) Disturb archaeological resources? ( 

c) Affect historical resources? ( 

d) Have the potential to cause a physical change which 
would affect unique ethnic cultural values? ( ) 

e; Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the 
ootenti2i impact area:· ' 

Potemialiy 
Significant 

Potentially Unless Les,) Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant '.'> 
lmpact incorporated lmpacl ln1pJct 

D 0 

□ 

□ □ D 

V□ D D " 

□ □ □ )'. 

□ □ 

D □ X 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ ,. V 

D □ □ 

□ □ □ 

0 

1 ____ :ncrs2sf- tn aemanc'. To:~ ne19hDon-1D:Jc,. c~- regtonc( :.,an~?~· 

.:- otns-- rs:rsai:.:1nc_: fs .:iU~ie~- ~ ....J ...J 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Potentiaii) unless Less Than 
Significant ¼itigarion SJgnificar.1 i~i) 

lmpJct 1n corporared impact 1I11pz.c: 

XVL MANDATORY r=1NDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

8 \ Does the project have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
t1abitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten IO eliminate a plant or animal community, 
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or er,-
dangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
exampies of the major periods of California history 

,,or prehistory? ( ) □ □ D 

bj Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, 
to the disadvantage or long-term, environmental 

•,•goals? ( ) D □ D ,, 

c) Does the pmiect have impacts that are individually 
limited 1 but cumulative!y considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in connection 
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other 
current projects, and the effects of probable future 
projects.) D D ~ 

d) Does the project have environmental effects which 
will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? ( ) D D D 

XVIL EARLIER ANALYSES. 

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA proces::, 
one or more effects have been adequately analyzed in an earlie1· EIR or negative declaration. 
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case a discussion should identify the following on attached shes-:.::: 

a) Earlier analyses used. Identify earlier analyses and state where they are avaiiable fo:· review. 

b) impacts adequately addressed. identify which effects from the above checklist were within the.' 
scope of an adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standarc:::::, 
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures before on the earlier 
analysis. 

c) Mitigation measures. For effects that are "Les~. than Significant with Mitigation tncorpmatec'.' 
aescrioe the mitigation measures vvhich were incoroo,ated or refined from the eariier ~Jocum~:,T: 
ail( ths exten~ to which tney address sits-sriecific conditions for· trn" rxrnec1.. 

P.!J~;;c,rn,, ::.-ubiic- t="i::esGurces ·:~c)de Se:tion~. :'.10£3 anc'. ~ ·1 oe~. 
~:erer~~n-=~: C•ubi1:; ~zssour~8~:' ~Gdf; Ss:tionE: ~-1080{:·C' 11osc:·,. ~~108L.~ ~iO(:~. ~1:J~:.. :~";UG:_. ~1c:~r, 



EXPLANATION OF RESPONSES 

!. and Use and Planning 
a) Policy #5 of the General Pian, Circulation Element, calls for the "'assurance of traffic safety in residemial 

areas, by excluding those uses which generate non-residential traffic. and, where possible, the redesigr 
of streets to discourage through-traffic.'' The principal objective of this project is to reduce the vobmes 
of non-local traffic on the srreet segments vvithin the studv area by installing traffic control devices 1nc;

'- _. r I,.., 

reconfigming intersections to improve safety and reduce speeds. The project is therefore consistent with 
the General Plan. The Zoning Code does not include any regulations or guidelines that concern su-ee1 
designs or traffic control measures. 

b,d) The proposed projecl does not conflict with known plans or policies of responsible agencies, or affect 
agricultural resources or operations. nor disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established 
community. 

c,e) The proposed traffic control measures will incorporate landscaping and decorative elements which will 
aesthetica11y enhance the individual locations and the area as a whole. No conflict with existing land use:o 
is envisioned. Rather than having the potential to diYide the neighborhood, these measures will help 
unify and protect it from non-local traffic impacts. 

II Population and Housing 
a-c) The proposal will not cause regional or local population projections to be exceeded, or induce substanti:::l 

growth either directly or indirectly. The project ,vill not effect existing housing. 

III Geologic Problemc: 
a=1) The project will not result in or expose people to potential impacts involving fault rupture, seisr:.1ic 

ground shaking, failure or other catastrophic events, landslides or mudslides, erosion or other significan1 
movements of soiL land subsidence, nor does i: involve or affect any unique geologic or physical featu,·e. 
The project will involve on]y minor excavation and grading \vithin the street rights-of-way. 

a-fl The project involves the replacement of pavement with landscaping, and will reduce the amount 
surface drainage and increase absorption rates. The proposed project will not expose people or propeny 
to water reiated hazards, alter the amount of surface ,vater in any water body, or lead to changes i,~ 
currents or in the direction of water moYements. Surface waters will not be degraded, nor will the 
quantities, direction, rates of flmv, or qualities of groundwaters be significantly affected. 

V /'", i, 0ualiry 
a-d) The amounts of poliutants reieased during construction activities will violate any adopted air quality 

standard, or significantiy contribute to existing or projected air auality violations. Vlhile construction 
vehicles and machinery may occasionally cause locaiized cieterio;·ation of air quality, which m2y b:: 
noticed by ad_iacen': resicienu:. the snotHem1 nature and limited scale of those effects are considered 1es? 

thar: signif,caa•. Tr1e prn,iccr ,viE nor sig.ni.ficanily a:re,· air movement, moisture, or temperanu-e, or caus:" 
. -· 

any 2-r1ang~- 1ri :11111a~~. 



volumes increase. Some additional queuing of vehicles may result at median locations where there a:::-e 
currently right-tum pockets; however, recent traffic studies done as part of this project indicate thar thi:': 
potential queuing will not be of a significant nature at these locations. On most streets, curb-side parking 
at the comer does not currently pe1mit this free right-tum movement. 

b) The proposed project will not cause any significant hazards to safety as a result of design featur~:-_ c.. 
incompatible uses. The intersectim, reconfigurations and medians have been designed to meet all Si.:L 

requirements and guidelines, and are anticipated to improve conditions at the affected iocations. 

Adequate clearances \Vlll be maintained for emergency vehicles. A field test has been conducted wi;,r; 

2 iarge fire vehicle to ensure that the distance between the proposed medians and curb-side parking is 
sufficient. Both the Fire and Police departments are satisfied that adequate space for emergenc:·· 
responses will he maintained. 

d-g) No hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists ·will be created. Applicable guidelines for construc1:ior: 
within a roadway will be followed during construction to ensure that safe conditions and access ar~~ 
maintained. The project does not conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative transportatior:.. no:· 
will it impact rail, waterborne, or air traffic. 

,.- TTT ,-. • 1 ' 1 Tl 

v H .t:>101og1ca1 Kesources 
c,-e) The proposed project is located within an urbanized environment, and as such it will not significan'l1:· 

impact endangered, threatened or rare species or their habitats, nor will it affect locally designated species 
of animal or plant life. The site does not contain a wetland habitat, and the project wili not affect wildlife 
dispersal or migration c01Tidors. 

VIII Energy and Mineral Resources 
rj-c) The project ,vill not conflict with adopted energy conservation plans, and applicable energy conservmioD 

measures for constmction equipment will adhered to. Non-renewable resources will not be used i:1 ~, 
wasteful manner, and the project will not effect the availability of mineral resources in the area. 

IX Hazan.is 
a-e) Development of this project will not result in any significant risk of accidental explosion or releas~: O' 

hazardous substances, create any health hazard, or expose people to existing sources of potential healfo 
hazards. Neither the construction nor the existence of the traffic control measures will significantly aff'.:cc, 
any emergency response or evacuation plan. The project site is not located in a iJrush area, and will 
no fire hazard to flammable vegetation . 

. h l\.ioise 
a,b) J\Joise-generming construction activities are expected to be intem1ittent and short-term in dun::xi,Ji:. 

However, because of the proximity to residential neighborhoods, the foliowing mitigation measures arc 
recornrnencied to ensure that noise impacts are not significan:: 

E1~c::ivation, grading.. anc other consrrncrion activitiec shalt be r';:'.se·icrec u, : :O(i a.Ir., re ~;: r..IL, 

Mm1ri?-;'i' throt~gh Fridays,, anrl t:OG a.m ·w 7:00 n.m. Samrday:; 
T~c idiin~ o:- cmeu.in;,: of consrru,:tion vehides:. indtHiir:.~ fo~ frHir:r r.-r" s::.:1.mHn: of foe: ,:ousrn.s'..:tt~,r 
,J./·!fri,,:e::.~· ner~ona; \/ehicles,. shall bt nermitreC:- or) io~~, ~-~:sin;:r~Ii}1. ~-er::,:-~: r:~-!{}"" tc ~':0~> ~ .. .,TT:~. 

1~,rnna.f.:h tnrougt f:::-itl~:'S, or prior ff· 8:0(! ~.n,. ~';mrn:·0;:}Y,,, 

1. i.auim~ rom:e shar bf appro,ieo r-2 th-:,. Cn:: ti-::a: Rhv,,,, 0 ai .. :1r,s;G·tt::twr ,;1.u.1: rnFi.:~ :mC: t,;,; 

pronibm construction hauiing or; l.oca'. residentiaL srre:'E. 

https://o:-cmeu.in
https://Hazan.is


All provlSlons: of the noise control plan which require compliance by project contractorg or 
subcontractors: shall be included in all construction-related contracts:. 

XI Public Services 
a-e) This project will not require any nev,· or altered services in the areas of fire or police protection, schcol::, 

maintenance of public facilities, or other government services. The roadway improvements will requir::: 
periodic maintenance, and the landscaping will require trimming and generai care. These services c;:w 
be provided by the Pubiic Works and Parks departments. 

XIJ Utiiities and.Service Systems 
a-g) The project will not require new systems or supplies, or substantial alterations to any of the following 

utilities: power or natural gas, communications, ,vater treatment or distribution, sanitary, storm cirain, 
soiid waste, or water. 

XIII Aesthetics 
2-c) These measures will not affect any scenic vista or highway; nor will they create any light or glare. The 

proposed landscaping and decorative crosswalks \Vill esthetically enhance the area. 

XIV Culmrai Resources 
a-e) The proposed project will not disturb any paleontological, archaeological, or historical resources. The 

implementation of the project does not have the potential to cause a physical change which would affect 
unique cultural values; nor -v-·ill it restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential iinpa::~ 
area. 

XV Recreatlon 
a,b) The project will not increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks, recreational faciliti:::, o:· 

affect existing recreational opportunities. 

XVI Mandatory Findings of Significance 
a) The project is located in a co1m11ercial district within an urbanized area; it does not have the potential TO 

significantly affect plants or animals, or thei:- habitats. 

b) The project does not have the potential to achieve short-term. to the disadvantage of long-te:·rn, 
environmental goals. 

c) The proposed project does not have the potemial to have significant impacts that are individually limited, 
but cumulatively considcrabl:::. 

d) There are no environmental impacts associated with the project which will cause substantial advers~'. 
effects on human beings. either directly or inciirectly. 



workers' personal vehicles, shali be permitted on local residential streets prior to 7 :00 a.m. Mondavs 
through Fridays, or prior to 8:00 a.m. Saturdays . 

.) . P. hauling route shall be approved by the City that shov;s all construction haul routes and that prohii,;cs 
con,;truction hauling on local residr:nfril ;;trects. 

4. i:i~n rrcwisions of1h::: noise co;1troJ plan v.;hid: require comoliancc by projec:. contractor~; or suiicontra::-~,~,··• 
:011:J) •,;:: mcludcd in all constrnction-relatcd coutracts. 



6/2/98 

JACK T: ELLIOTT 

5614 J.ankershim Boulevard 4-25 South Spar.ks Street 
North Holiywoodf CA 9160 t Burbank, a 9 t 506 
IIUS} 761 - 692'.1 (818} 845-406f 

RICK PRUETZ 
City Planner 

I Moved to Burbank and built a 1900 sg foot home at 425 So. 
Sparks St. Its good schools and Police drew me her in 1957. 

Regarding your proposed hearing June 8th. I can 1 t be there, 
~ut 2dd this lette~ to your collection of ideas. 

DON 1 T PUT BUMPS ON SPARKS STREET, between Olive and Alameda. 
My wife has a very bad back and I have to come to a complete 
stop at each bump. I hate the five way signal at Olive, Verdugo 
and Sparks. I will arive out of my way three blocks to avoid 
the half hour wait. 

If you are approaching the green light going North it only stays 
on ten seconds if you are not already stopped at the 
intersection. I pick my way across at Beachwood going North. 

As you know Olive Recreation Center blocks steets for half a 
mile, no way to get through. Don't bloclc any more streets between 
Olive and Alamedar just to satisfy the Rancho crowd. 

Sparks needs a dividing line to separate the people who are 
timid and drive down THE MIDDLE OF THE STREET. 

Also I suppose you have noticed that Buena vista and Alameda 
needs paving bad. Don 1 t let it get as bad as North Hollywood. 

Sincerely 

c_..........,.. 1----~.,... ?. 

,oACK T. ELLIOTT 



Lavv Offices of Robert Alan .~nderson 
190i AVE:NUE OF THE STARS. SUITE 200 TELEPHONc: 1-800-959-7838 
LOS ,e1.'-JGE;_ES CALIFORNlil. 90067 

June 3, 1998 

Rick Pruetz, City Planner 
City of Burbank 
275 East Olive Ave. 
P.O. Box 6459 
Burbank, CA 91510-6459 

Re: City Planning Board Hearing-June 8, 1998 
Opposition to Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection Plan 

Dear Mr. Pruetz: 

This law firm represents F.\Y. Arbuckle who resides or: the 100 bloek of 
South Lamer Street in Burbank. Mr. P.ubuckle has requested that I write this 
letter in opposition to the proposed Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection 
Plan (the "Plan"). 

My client is opposed to the Plan for the following reasons: 

1. Inconsistent with the Citv's General Plan There is nothing in thE~ city's 
genera} plan that requires. the use of barriers and impediments in the residentia1 

:.:.. I1-3va1uai;;ion o-f Frone:rtv 1; alues-Violatior; of 6tn Amencirne1Y Ri!!D.t:"' 
t.n~ }_(}( Oloc1: of Sot1th Lnn112r Street. L more ciifficu1t,, }Jl:tc>.:: r,c r-1~8es,':: v1riL: 

c,:~~:_··f_r:~s·~~!:· afi~;s·,-. t~~i-:-~ re.sale. •?alue o:"lvi~- .~...rt1u~1:l,~/~- J1orr10:. '~f'f1~r1~- i:: notn.1r1;· 1r~ ~JJ,:. 



Law Offices of Robert Alan Anderson 

Mr. Rick Pruetz 
J-Ull(' 3, 1998 
Pa.ge 2 

3. Violation of the Raluh M. Brown Act Onen Meeting- Law From my 
reading of the your May 28, 1998 Notice, it is clear that the Plan was devised by 
the " ... Council appointed Rancho Providencia Community Advisory Committee" 
(the "Committee"). My client never received any notices of any of the ''meetings" 
of the Committee. Since the Committee was operating as an arm of the City 
Council, its meetings should be publicized and its agenda published as required 
by the Ralph M. Brown Act Open I'vleeting Law (the ''Brown A..ct"). Instead, the 
Committee met in secret and decided what was "best" for the commumty. 

Once the Committee had decided what was best, it conducted a ''sham" 
hearing at Jordan Middle School on March 11, 1998. I attended that hearing and 
it was clear there was overwhelming opposition w the Plan. It was also clear 
that the Committee was determined to ram through its cherished Plan despite 
this opposition. The Committee's actions clearly violate the Brown Act and are 
contrarr to the essence of the democratic process.. 

4. Violation of Mv Client's Due Process Rights Because of the violations of 
tne Brown Act detailed above, the Committee, and the City. if it approves the 
actions of the Committee, will be violating my client's rights to due process under 
the United States and California Constitutions. 

5. Violation of Mv Client's Eoua1 Protection Rights Because of the 
violations of the Brown Act detailed above. the Committee, and the City. if it 
approves the actions of the Committee, will be violating my client's rights to 
equal protection under the United States and California Constitutions. 

6. :Environmental Concerns Vvhile I am sure you can find a loophole under 
the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") to try to ram through this 
Plan, it is disingenuous to assert that it vvill not affect th,2 environment. Not only 
will the Plan affect tne en,,i_r·onrnen;. ciuring cons:ruction i1u:- it vvill also affect. the 
traffic patterns anc air pollutioE i1: th~ a:reE:. Based on tlrnss facts. I disagree 
.-,1''"'-i-. \T"U~" Ol r:,ou-v,-..'...1·0r +-"r:- n,._;-. J-1~ ~ D1' ~1- ,c_ 0"... :':l:mn-- U"'1f"ic, ..,. :~VC) l 
,,, -- '-1 -LL;_ -· V - u~,::, ~ L L L:_ .,,,.o.. l t, l~. Li.·- -·. ;::.,, ~,LL ,: ,. , ... ~-'... c._;.:.C., L. 
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Lavv Offices of Robert Alan Anderson 

lVfr. Rick Pruetz 
Jun,2 2. 1992 

The 200 block of South Lamer Street has a Shell Gasoline Station on the 
corner of Lamer and iJ.ameda. It defies common sense why you would want to 
put barriers in the street to make it more difficult for the driver of a tanker truck 
full of flammable gasoline to make deliveries. Needless to say a gasoline spill or 
fire would adversely affect the environment. 

8. Increased Liabilitv for the Citv Because of the higher likelihood of 
accidents, as detailed above, there is a larger chance of the City being sued and. 
uossibly losing. If the city losses a lawsuit for a substantial amount of money, 
this could impact municipal services that my client depends on. 

9. Difficultv for Police & Fire Vehicles It stands to reason that it will be 
more difficult for police and fire vehicles to access the streets affected by the Plan 
if there are impediments in the road. 

10. Misuse of Public Funds This whole Plan is a grand waste of the 
taxpayer's money. These funds could be better used for more practical. albeit less 
glamorous, proposais. 

T ~~ ' .. IT• 1 .., ,-•n, D1,--, >. re Bo~-.a. ··o'o~r' f 1 
,·~ Pl~n T ·11· f ·+ r-' r'1- b1-IlC81.e1._y .t101Je v e .l. .1-a..llillll5 U..l. 

1 
r....,JvCi.JS wllLb ..1..d. .i., ...._ \X/l.1.. no,J 

1
nes1vaue vO.J;._ 

take whatever actions are necessary to protect my client's rights. 

Best Regards, 

-'-11/lr J, ·-
/;( ! f.a411. rr.·,)·~V1;/LV'/)~17.._ 
// ~ (/ V '\ l ' I [ 

Law Offices Of Robert Alan Anderson 

,,.---. \- ,f._~,.:~""".n::--/i::. 



DSC CRAFTSMEN 
~ S. MYERS s·r., BURSANK, CA 9~50(;..2654 
OFFICE (818) 645-789:" 
FAX {818) 845-7594 

"f@~ Burbank City Council Members 
Attn: All Couno1 Members 

Fax:: (818) 238-5757 

PrtCHIG: (81S) 23Ei-5250 
Rancho Providencia CAC 

~ Ccmmam; ~r.piy 

E~s.e~ ui; fl cop:i-1 of the iotiw that wu: fa>ceid ta Mir. ~ HllllfflNl.nfi., 
ntpardiin5 tho Ramcilo F,-rovidencl@ CAC'ri pn.,se,ntatio"" ecneduflel'l fw liu.tpuat 
'\l t 1 'filD&. E wanted fo notify )'Clo prio;i- ta tM, me11tti,-i11 ~· sll'm~ i:Aum;;; tnat t, 
ar.~ other" :::AC memi:Jeffl have with tne uocunHu1u; that: yotl! will bei N!!Yiewinf 
Tuesday nipnf. i a~iO;li:te• for the kate 1t1otic-.. ~ my c:on::effl.1..1 buft i di.1 not 

receive a~ of tne pertinom: documem untii AuguGt 141h. 
( nope you will i.,e reeeivin9 aH cf11,m9es; prioli" tc this ~111i,, 

Tha..kyv~ -
,,,-:-, . _1/,., f/ . ,,/:, ,.,-;;>·' 

<' '""~~C.-c- 7 ,(_c2;-tJ;;:..,,.;__,,/ ,/ / ._,....~... ,,,....~_,.....-,..,_ 

~ugtas. is;;, Cariscm 

Cbaim1~m to~ the F"..ancna. P.rovidancia Community Advis~ C:ommme&, 

https://ugtas.is


DSC CRAFTSMEN 
23S S. MYERS ST., BURBANK, C-A 915oc.-285ti 
OFFICE (8'6) 64$-7GSt\ 
F.AX <818) S4S-7694 

Fax 
City of Burbank Planning Dept. From; Douglas s. canson 
Attn: Greo Herrmann 
(818) 238-5254 

6_3____________Phone: (818) 238~_2__ n.w.. _512.__8!_98_____________ 
CAC Presemat1on tor 8/18/98 CC: City Council, CAC Members & La Vern!:: 

Thomas 

DearG,eg: 

t nave- reviewed thf".:- Planning E.oard EKaft document {let me Know if~ 
were any c;hanp8$ in the fina~ ooeument) and the Found 21 cioeamem: 84lllllt tQ­

me riy tne City c~1i. offic,. ! haw tns folmowi~ uri@W). co,n~erm.. 
J;r.om the Pianning Soard Memorandum: 
'"P•se Zr thin.ii paragrap~, - aod t~e CA~$ review Q"f i;ie,..,..~c,pm...t ate ~ side, 
of Buena Vista M"ltifamity zone to commen;;iat.. 
-pa9.i: 3 r th.ird paragntpk - add meaiaiTl iancb.::ap-e piant:- are in. accordan:e te,, 
Panes & Recreatiol\\ rnquirem•nm. 
-page 4, flmt. p.arapraph - removal: of Bee1:hw~ median a& per requimmem 
of ti-.• Fire Dept. 
"!'-l•ge ~ ia&t pau-.9n1,pk, s.econd tc mt iine, - shouirl! reac!i nei{lhbo-.'l"ft~ 
stree~ to Uae ~sf 
•..page; !,,! fir.st: paragrap~r ~ h(iW nai.. tne: preiimunary eetimm•• "'11!:' c:;ost o! 
con:.tn.1cfa.m ( after we removed {2} medianr., reduced tn. ktngtiu,l of (3~ 
medians, and ehrninai:ed fl} tmes) U1Creue from $35(ii/XK)J tt', $411)~,oocn'· 

"..page!, fi,rst !)amgra,:,i'I -the CO!t.t:& fortnc '111tu,a V&St.!r: I Aiamed411 si9n• 
wer~, !ltp$cif1ecli irri the Oisne)r & NBC Development: Agi1't'lilffl'ilttnv.. Wily a~, 
these no\'111 betn~ added to ow:' CAC miti9atios: cosi:af \Nhy,, v..-n~11& j1r. tiff 
prc,viout, bucli91et tor thh: si9nal ieft; tufll\ arrow watt it pm)~ .r-:. $30,00(!'..,, 

anc. it: no..,.: jll1, projected. ae $100,000?· s- Trans. 'Capni imprm,em~ 

1?-ropiram tlpdate, ciatltlfa Au9~· 1a., 15!9&.. 
'.pa!le- e., sf!icondi paragraph - i cne:::-k«MI: with, {4): af ti:w CAC, membelrt'i- Winli 

\N9ffi' present &t tlit:- Jun6' CAC, meetin5,r- alM! lli@Pt;, of. w;:; ~miM!r tn~f "Wffi', 
fo., Know1oocu•· bl~ hd~ iunmr.s: of t'ne, p~e=~ 1.,s1M DeV!i!~"1pme~ ~m~ 
m0;: was. !1)0-:. neuur rn~m·r&men~f! l)V 6~ , ~U!" coliee~J fflem@'~' er. tm 
::nriVe~ati<:tt, •~ hu~t "it' futt m11uiinf at; •~ r/:".air.abie, a.:· bti.,: 'ORK-. ~~ "'' l!loll.. 
p,r-eii'ei"8~::s.. .!-, si~nan:::ant .;iifi-erence fa&t mWit l1'<t'· ~;.:mn1:1~, 

• -:.;..ai?t- t, ,a:::'. p;i;,:::e,~:n."2ar .. wr.~r ;~ ti/is ,:woj:i<c're: c:~~ t'.'t:"° al, iil:emi ,~-~ 

~,e~·c" 



August 17, 1998 

•· '1)a9e SJI, second, to iast paraprapin- - willy u the CA~: Chairman. Ehav. not: 
i:,,ffen nc:1tified of (2) more membem ieavi"! tit• CAC sine. our June meeth15: 
when W& discussed tnii> isl.sue as a r7) niem~ committ..., I GD not 
underntand. FurttiU,H'1 our CAC in tne pa&t a i su1te It wm i111 the hm.lre.1 wili: 
~onsiaer al! of the peopie. concern& within out· study area fo, al of our 
decisions, & reeommenciation.. The continuing CAC 6$11ould navw,, 111!1 of the 
nH-.ponsibititia&. of represenbriict'b and ree~on mw our aecisiona ttaat om" 
current body, w: charged with. 
Piannin9 Board Minutez., page ~ las-t: pai-aerapi'. - u w• itad discuued 
previously, in. my presentation i qualified my approval of the 32f mocfiians by 
stati115 • if thtt'l n.ta11ced rnediaM wll accommociate f2) mature ~ of th.i 
type we are discussins - then i wiH e11pport them, 

From the Transportation Cap,iW improvement P""9"lm Update: 
-EJage :., iast paragraph - ~ease -.pdate 111& on tne 5tatw. of the Buem, \#i.stt1; 

and Forest Lawn Extensions.. My recollection is that when tlw;. wu 
presented to w., probably over a yea.r a901 it wa$ mentiol'HtG as an idfN With 
no 5eriou~ consideratiorrt. at tna:t time. If this hat,; eha~ed I'm $llN< fflfi> CAC 
wcH.!id like '/;(I, know abo1,1t rt. 
~pa9~3, Spending t:o date aceountint - what was tiMI tot:ai •pent • ll!iiatmolia 
fl-ark?' I beueve you had mentioned ap,:woximateiy :.ZGO,ooa. 
•pagie4, second & third par~gmpm; - our CA.Q iias e~ressed i~in 
naviflSJ the si9nal i:::han~ed as soon as pouibie for tile comer- of Buena Vista;; 
&. Alameda as note-ti in my ietter noted • Exhib" S.. Th• &igna! change as. 
noted as a ?art of the Development A9rueme111t.i kl-r Botili Disney & NBC, i&, 

my understandinsi, llnc:1 in the report -Dau. From NBC Traffic ill'!lp,l!Ct Report'I' 
preMr>nied to <>ur CAC in Au1u1sti. 1991 oy Mr. Ed Cuna, it note& on pap V 0 15 
the exist1nsi condition as level "D"", and on ~•ge IX-29 the ivture concfitior. at 
ievei of service "C,i witit miti9ation measures htst:alied. I just want tu mau 
it olear that we ai;; a CAC want to make sure that too miti9ation 1"1Ht&Bu.-.. . 
that wm ibe installed will achieve thesf!l ~jectiv~ A.nci in instafiin9 thci, 
turning signal$ now, cioe,1, not limit what tt1e full scope of mitiption 
measures wiH need i¢.• be, tQ; aci::;ompim~ the goai of- hev~ of service HC't . 

-Exnibi'! A. -1 am just wonderins what the Priot" YearrG AppropriatiH of 
$~4.000 it, for. ~ H(f! on ~ull!ge :!I that the total spent•~ $4(i.,160 - i:8 thmi tin~ 
coii;t for the Wildam Study'; J:tnc! what 111, the difierenc.e in tne tw-i, fig&lret/, - Or' 

are tnese· previous, hntd$ ai,prcvet, tnat: c:::rm be addled fo the $100~000 that: 

St.aft is currentiy aiskinsi for'? 

E)1,1e, t<r th(' amourn: of c:han9~ i expianatiom; tna~ I ~' lll"fl netlilodMp r, would 
m-..,. tc:, se~. "!!' tt conterenct, eaD~ with ll!ll!)i'l!Utif &U'lltl: ~~~ Wi:laeia.. toci&)!. at 
~~30 , P'1eas;e,. pa:1~· me fo comirm tbi$-, 181&) G04-£3t"[ 

':'."r:.:in~- yci::. 

UO:.ilpUo:f· tr ~Z.nf.01' 

I,';::.:.:,• L 



MEMQRANOUM 

f,tiernb.er~, Ranchc Providencl~:_?'."ni . .ir1li:y Comrnittee: 

fl/ ' 
Prom· =.c1 Cw·ie, \Nil!dan Associate~ , -/ • 

Date: August ~ 5, 1997 

Subject DATA, FROM NBC TRAFFIC IMPACT REPORT 

·Dr. Kumar will be avaiiabte at our August 21st meetbg to go over- these data and answer 
your questions. 

Atca~hments 

10194\3001\mO<'. 

https://f,tiernb.er


Tabie Vc5(a) (cc:,nq 
Critical Movement Anatyru~ 

F1.m.u-e (2000) AM Fesk Hour Traffic Condino~ 

Existing 
(1996) 

Future {2000} 
Wstt,aut ~roieet 

Future (2000) 
Wifr>:L,_Frcject 

CMA LOS 

C.850 0.874 

..O.lameda Ave. & 0.375 G.390 
Keystone St. 

Alamed2 Ave. & 0.5S2 0.014 
Main St. 

A'tameda1.Ave: :·& · 0.699 
\Ji=tpmr:S,~·-' 

.ti,iameca Ave. & !..ake St. C C!.74~ 0.008 

Alameda Ave. & Flower SL C.445 A, Q.463 0.004 

A 0.628 Ct03& 

0.57S 

Riverside Dr. & 0.634 B 0.020 
Holi~,woo:S Wf. 

Riverside Dr. & Oiive-: Ava. 8- ,..,[i 

Riverside Dr. & A A C.305 .A 0.120 
California St. (North) 

:11,r .... 
i'' 1 :•::.~ 11/ 

II ., ,,, , .. 

0.577 

ll:. l',l,,. ..... ,. j, l'. '4.f"'~ r" rt•i r::'~... ~&•.:.:'- .. v.- ,.,fl'• -~ ....'ftc•.,~'(fd:''t, 



Tabie: &A-2{a}: {cont.) 
C:-itica! Movement Anai~•sis Summary 

=-utm·~~ (200!} AM Peak Hcur T:-affic C0nditi:m$ 
With Proje:t, With Miti9atiar1 

·-• Without Witn Project Suiloout 
_ "'rci~et _ y;frth F-rojj!tot §yiidou_t and Mitiaa.tion 
;;MA LOS Q!A LOS lmnaet CMA LOS impa(;.t 

• ~Jamer/Ja/w.e::-A 0.702 C -0.243 
3 uena Vista St. 

b,iameda Ave;. & 
r{eystone s, 
!i,iamsda Ave. & 0.617 O.e35 B 0.633 6 0.016 
'.\/\am St 

fr, :f''t~~~~lameda faNe. &. 0.747 .., ."" \ .:.. C: .559 
\fi::tOf)' Sivci. 

I 

L";ameda Ave. B.. L.ai,e St 0.183 0.010 C.732 

(J.487 A 0.4~3 0.006 o.aos 
,..,
e: 0.743 CU)4Et 0.736 0.041 

erside Dr. & 0.693 0.462 A ~ 0.230 
::JB SR-134 on-ramp 
·west of Hollywood ~-', 

0.6S3 C 

....-... 
A 

s o.oes B c.csz 
Riverside Dr. & A C!.~58 0.324 A ,_ .:. . . s· (N '~~z111om1a t. . 1crtn.· 

F NlA 

Q.57E; 0.785 Ct.587 - 0.089 

...~- ·!':?·i":': 
- ~·\Jnr;,,.-,. i' 

,r"'. ,,,...,....._;>,/If; ;f'-, "<;t; i 
•i,,.,.,.,.""'- ~,..;;;:'.st-/e:SI:l!- :i~ & ..... ,ii.;,: 

;,.~~::~/stor,e Er~ 

...... __ 
~ ,Jf:•~rt.~r-' !f-. s·-:;~.:~~: St;;7i.,;;::1·~~;~~~~!!~:... :.i~;Ct. t~~ Sel:;.;t:'1Ct~, @ln;:_· ~-:~s- ,s_j;; F~~;\':.};f'[~•::. t:,~· :'Tl=S\ 

:::tr:I;H:;"ite;~: ~::·tJe··7:").~~'"., 






