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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 Avenue (Exhibit A), to form 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-wice 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 to the residents of the area to 1dentfv
community concerns and issues. In additicn tc problems relating to excessive traffic
volumes and speeds, such as noise and the safety of nodestian: and bicyclists, residents
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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 the arza. the CAC conducted a comprehensive measuremert
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
cathering 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 rcadway 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 Avenue, 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

ependent upon the ability of the arterial street system to continue tc move traffic at
acceptable levels of service. »5iafl believes that the improvements that are currently
programmed for the adjacent arterial intersections will accommodate anticipated growth,

1

thereby reducing the atiractiveness of using the Jocal streets as “short-cuts.”

The CAC has been very careful ©o kKeep i mund tnat its primary responsibility is to
develop an integrated protection piar Ior the entirs communiiy, rather than one that
focuses improvemenic on selecied arsas withoul considering the effects of thoss
measurss on adjacent streets. In 120k the two most important criteria used by the CAC to
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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 corridors and the residential neighborhood. Landscaped
medians, approximately 32 feet in length, and varyving 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 Avenue. 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 wucks departing from the adjacent service stauon. Tas
Erighton Stree: median is proposed as 20 feet in length, as part of a more extensive
reconfiguration of the Edison/Brighion/Alameda intersection {which is further sxpiainzd
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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 routes 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 potential
obstaclies 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 Avenue 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: Qalk Street at Olive Avenue
(Exhibit F), Edison Road at Buena Vista Street (Exhibit G), and Edison Road/Brighton
Street at Alameda Avenue (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 Femn
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 inciuded at the corners of the Qak/Olive
improvement.

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

The single-family residential neighborhood of Gienwood Place north of Oak Swurest
currently experiences a great deal of commercial truck traffic generated by the business
that are located south of Gak: Truck waffic often chooses 1o continue straight ahead
through the residential neighborhood, rather than make the right turn one Qall and
proceed the single block to Main Sweet. Rather tnarn instali & mediar or some other
rraffic control device al that intersecuorn t¢ preveni or discourags thal siraighi-ahead
movement. and possibly push the commercial wallic oniw one of the adiacen:
neighborhood sireete 1o the east. the TAL recommenas that the tohowing four-point plan
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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 onlv; (3) send
letters to the commercial businesces asking ther: for their cooperation in directing their
vehicles to Main Street; and, (4) increasing police enforcement in the area. The parking
restrictions are intended to facilitate the turning movements of the trucks, thereby
encouraging them to exit the neighborhood onte Main Street

To address the encroachment of commercial parking into the residential neighborhood on
Lincoin, Myers, and Keystone, the CAC recommends that preferential parking districts
be formed in the residential areas of those streets between the commercial alleys north of
Alameda, and Oak Street. This would aliow 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 1s 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 confinue to view this as a
safety problem. The CAC requests that City staff, particulariy 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 instaliation of the plan. At the conclusion of this period,
the City will conduct a follow-up study to determine the effectiveness 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-turn signa! phases be instalied at the Alameda/Buena Vista
intersection. The Board Members commended the CAC, the project Traffic Engineer,
and staff, and voted 3-0 1o recommend to the City Council that the plan be adopted.

(D

Homwm: the Jane & Planning Board meetng. the Committee re-visited the issu
‘.au, peer: ralsed nv g public anc repeated '”*{' the Board. VIR respect 16 one-way
Tf; med 10 penel thal one-way alleys are nor warranted af tnis iim:
2 oone-way woulc ioud all of the commercial traffic onio ope lecal
vo1te divigs berween the iweo. The Committee does, howewver,
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believe that one-way alleys may be appropriate as new commercial development
eventually replaces the current, older buildings on Alameda.

The CAC also conunues to believe that restrictions on through movements between the
Disney gate and Lincoin Street are not warranted, dus to the low traffic volumes
measured and the potential for diverted traffic to impact adjacent swreets; and that the
piacement 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-turn 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 ©. 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 was prepared prior to that meeting, the Commission’s comments will be presented
at the Council hearing.

ANALYSIS
Staff has been involved in the CAC’s 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 vehicies 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

instaliation of the medians. While it is true that some spaces will be removed, the CAC

nas reviewed each location indrvidualiv and has rzauced the lengths of the medians te 32
3 e 205

fegt to minimize the parking losses o the exient possibiz. Tne 22-100f length permits the
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The number of parking spaces that will be removed will vary at each location, depending
upon whether there are currently red curbs, driveways, or other conditions that currently
restrict curb-side parking. At locations where there are currently no constraints on
curbside parking, 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
curb space on both sides of the street measures approximately ninety feet, which
accommodates 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 1s 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 vehicies. 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.

Thers 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 artertal. Colorful landscaping within the median, and safety markings on
the median curbing (which will be rounded) will ensure that they are =asily seen.

Staff supports the proposed intersection reconfigurations, as they will improve safety and
are expected ¢ heir reauce affic speeds of motorists proceeding down the
neichbornooc streete. The addiior of 2 continuous two-way left tm {ane on Veraugo
fi1c on that wige netghborinood street. Thne palk
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Funding and Implementation

Preliminary estimates for the construction and landscaping of the proposed measures are
in the neighborhood of $400.000 for the local street improvements. pius $100,000 for the
improvements of Buena Vista Street and Alameda Avenue——a 3500.000 total. Staff will
be recommending in a subsequent report tc the City Council (the proposed
Transportation Improvement Program) that §$100.000 be made available for
neighborhood protection measures this year. as well as 5100.000 for improvements 1o
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:

[y

Fund the entire cost of the project this vear from the General Fund, and
begin construction as soon as possible;

Fund the cost of preparing engineered construction plans for the entire
project this vear, using whatever source of funds that is avaﬂaoie and
fund the qu construcuon of the plan in the second vear; or,

If project phasing i1s necessary. design and construct all of the measures
that are proposed along Alameda Avenue (including the
Brighton/Edison/Alameda intersection reconfiguration and median). and
implement the balance of the plan as soon as possible thereafter.

[ o]
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With any of the above options, the CAC recominends that the Glenwood “package™ of
commercial truck traffic mitigation measures be implemented in this

Staff recommends that $100,000 be spent on the INPP component of the Rancho
Providencia plan in 199§-99; this represents the entire amount recommended by staff for
Citvwide NPP in this fiscal vear in the proposed Transportation Capital Improvement
Plan, also presented to the City Council on August18 | 1998, This $100,000 is in
addition to the 5100,000 which staff recommends be spent this fiscal year on the
intersection of Buena Vista Street and Alameda Avenue: staff believes that improvements
at this intersecuon will improve the effectiveness of the NPP by reducing incentives for
motorists to seek alternauves to these arterials.

Specificallv. stafl’ recommends that the $100.000 for NPP be utilized t¢ design and
construct as much of the plan as possible. beginning with the measures that are Io”ated
along Alameda Avenue. In view of the fact that the wesiemn ')omon of the mav area iz
cenerally more impacied by cut-througn traffic than ic the :
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The following pros and cons are associated with this approach:

iy

1os
This mnitial application of available funding will ensure that an initial phase of the
plan 1s constracted as soon as possible
The most impacted 1ocal roadways will recerve the initial protection measures
¢ Transportation Development Impact fees will be utilized rather than General Fund
moneys

Ll

*

Cons
¢ Some identified traffic problems with cut-through traffic and speeding will not be
addressed 1n this nitial phase of improvements

Althouoh not all of the plan will be implemented in this first phase of work, this approach
will permit work to begin immediately 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 Commlttee 1s
the pending Residentially Adjacent Commercial and Industrial Standards Ordinanc
{RACT}. which is scheduled to be considered by the Planning Board at the end of Auoust
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 1i-member CAC was by geographic
areas: seven residents from specific sub-arcas of the neighborhood, two “at large”
representatives of the three eastern residential sub-areas, one representative of the mulu-
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
personai 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 proteciion plan in implemented.

Staff recommends that the City Counci! reconstitute the CAC as a 5-person body to
monito:“ the tmplementarion of the protection plan and to review issues that directly affect
their 1 gnbozhoac until the foliow-urn studies on the effecuveness of the installed
DFOLECLION IMeasures a ommehed‘ It should be noted that the reconstitutec Committfw,
will no jonger have fhe geogrs apnical represeniation that the original group had, nor will 1

: ' resicenual represenianves. Fulure recommencaions
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PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
A proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared (Exhibit I), finding that,
as conditioned, the project will not result in significant environmental impacts to the
environment.

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

~

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

LIST OF EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT A Rancho Providencia Study Area

EXHIBITB Questionnaire

EXHIBIT C Map of Proposed Protection Plan

EXHIBIT D Schematic of Typical Median

EXHIBIT E Superimposed Median Concept

EXHIBITF Oak Street/Olive Avenue Intersection Reconfiguration

EXHIBIT G Buena Vista Street/Edison Road Intersection Reconfiguration

cXHIBIT H Alameda Avenue/Edison Road/Brighton Street Intersection
Reconfiguration

EXHIBITI Planning Board Minutes of June &, 1998 Public Hearing

EXHIBIT I Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration

1

T

DLHIBIT K Written Public Communication Received in Response to Public Notice of

{r

Planning Board Hearing
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Dear Resident, Businessperson, and/or Property Owner

In response to the concerns of some of your neighbors, the Burbank City Council has initiates
the Ranche 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 ex1st1nf’ and projected future conditions, and in developing a plan to address 1a°ntmea
roblems.

"O

The Study Area for this plan is bounded by Alameda Avenue, Buena Vista Street, Olive
Avenue, and South Victory Boulevard/Main Strest. Residents of this area have voiced their
concerns to the City Council and staff regarding existing traffic probiems, including excessive
traffic volumes and speeds, and their concerns that future planned development within the
Media District and in surrounding area will cause waffic and parking probiems to worsen.
Some members of the community feel that current conditions warrant the immediate
implementation of traffic calming/control devices (such as speed humps, chokers, cul-de-sacs
etc.) in their neighborhood, and some do not.

The coordinated set of traffic and parking control measures developed through this study wili
ultimately 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 gquestionnaire, and returning it in the
self-addressed envelope, prior to March 3, 1997 ,;

« Aftending a March 19 community meeting (7:00 PM. Jordan Middie Schoo:
Auditorium, 420 S. Mariposa St.), to voice your neighborhood concerns, learn mors
about the commercial development that is pianned in the surrounding area, discus:
this study, and to meet your CAC representatives; and,

¢« Continuing to participate in the study by attending scheduled CAC meetings.

Piease cal]l Greg Herrmann, Burbank City Planning, at (QISV 238-525C, i wou have uuos‘ua
or: the auestiormaireh the upcoming community meeting, or wish (0 contact your neighborhooc

.. LA L
—

CAL representauve prior io the March 19 meeting. T hank vou o7 vour assistance
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CiTY OF BURBANK
MEIGHBORHOOD PROTECTION AND TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

Do you beileve current traffic or parking conditions in your neighborhood are serious enough o require

City action? Yes No No Opinion
if ves, please describz the conditions:
Are there serious trafric or parking probiems on vour street? Yes No No Opinion

If yes, piease describe the problem:

Rate each of the following on a scale from 1 ¢ 10 indicating whether you consider these issues to be

prd o)

existing problems/conditions in vour neighbarhood: (1 = No Probiem, 5 = Minor Probiem, 10 = Serious
Problemy:

Traffic Noise

Backing out of Driveway

. On-Street Parking
Emergency Access

. Reckiess Driving

. Running Stop Signs

. Other (please specify)

Property Values

Quality of Life

Amount of Traffic

Speed of Traffic

Through Traffic

Children’s Safety
. Pedestrian Safety
. Bicycle Safety

OZZmxX="

TOMMUOm»

What action(s), if any, would you fike to see impiemented in your nelchbornoo 17

ic action required:

Please describe action needed:

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

z. Do you believe future traffic or parking conditions in your neighborhood will be serious enough to
reguire City action? Yes No No Opinion

If yes, please describe the condition:

b. Do vou believe that in the future there be serious traffic or parking probiems on your sirest?
Yes Neo No Opinion

., piease describe the problem:

"nr f‘;!'a\mnf or ¢ scal from ¢ w10 indicating whether vou believe these
ignificant neighnornood issues ik e futurs: (1 = No Probiem. & = Minor
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¢. What action(s), if any, would you like to see implemented in your neighborhood to address these
concerns regarding future conditions?

No acticn required:

Piease aescribe action neaded:

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

is this a single family residence”? Multipie family residence?.
Business?. Other?
How many vehicies in your household?. How many drivers?

How oftan do you rely on on-street parking?

Never Sometimes Always
& Foryourself? O el o
b. For visitors or customers? i i O
c. Overnight? O ] O

List the streets your household normaliy uses to leave and return to your neighborhood.

(for additional Drivers, us= botiom of page)

here specific intersections within, or adjacent to, your neighborhood that you avoid in your daily

\Af e e A Qmamif ik me e oim mmdo

vviiere GG YOuU WGIKY opECiTY City and ZIp CoOas

™ -4 M -
briver 1 Driver 2
jw)

Provide any additional comments on gny neighborhood issues that vou fee! are appropriate:
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Pilanring Board Minutes
Jdune 8, 1998 Page &

to2id M8, BERLIN that the Hollywood Way/Alameda Avanue intersection
was I1n~cluded on the list of improvements for funding this fiscal
vear; npowever, Caltrans was also looking at improvements to freeway
ramps in This arez sc other options mav be available. CHAIR BROWH
thankad Mr. Tague for his presentation.

ok d ok

RANCHO PROVIDENCIA NEIGHBORHOCD PROTECTION
PLAN: The Rancho Providencia Neighborhood
Protection Plan is a proposed set of traffic
control measures developed by the Rancho
Providencia Community Advisory Committee
(CACYy. 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 Strest, Clive
Avenue, Victory Boulevard/Main StLevL, and
Llameda Avenue (categorically exempt from
CEQL)

¥E. HERRMANN presented this item to the Board and reviewed the
CAC's recommendations to calm traffic and provide a buffer between
residential and commercial uses 1in the Rancho Providencia area: 1}
install landscaped medians and decorative creosswalks for the
Alameda Avenue ends of Griffith Park Drive, Parish Place, Lincoln
SL;ee T, BeathQsﬂ Drive, Lamer Stre=et, Brighton Street, Sparks
Street, O ard Stre 2) instail

its with e ade

ipcesz 57 3

nc deco ne

v O oW

O I



Planning Board Minutes
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t=h
3

pronibit parking of oversize vehicles r 100 feet east of each

non-signalized intersection of a local street with Alameda or Oliva
avenues to improve visibility. He said the CAC also rec ommends &
plan to reduce commercial truck traffic on Glenwood Place by

establishing a 10,000 1b. weight limit for commercial vvhlcles on
Glenwood Place north of Oak Street, prohibiting parking on Oak

S=reeat, 50 feet Ffrom Maln 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 asling them for cooperation in
direction vehicles to Main street and increasing police enforcement
in the area. He not=d that the CAC proposes a one-year suspension
f speed hump reguest 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 Lif necessary. He noted that the CAC held 18
public meetings and two community meetings, and sent guestionnaires
to the entire nelghborhood. He said Willdan and Associlates took
traffic counts and speed and parking surveys. He reviewed the
changes proposed by staff: 1) reduce the proposed 40-foot madians
on Lincoln, Myers and Keystone at Alameda Avenue to 32 feet to
accommcdate emergency vehicles as tested by the Fire Department; 7
eliminate the median on Beachwood Drive at Alameda Avenue due to

the adjacent fire station access requirements; and 3) eliminate thszs
prchibition aqal nst parking of oversize vehicles on Olive or

ameda avenues thin 106 feet east of all non-signaled local

=3 inuersecblonb, as supported by the consultant and the Poli
rtment, due to potential parking impacts on ths commercial an
cent residential areas, and institute a case-by-case review
ead. He assured DR. HUNT that &il Brown Act chLivemcnts for
public meetings were met during preparation of this plan. He told
MR. JACKSON that no speed humps were proposed in this plan and that

—~
ce
P
=

as traffic increases at Buena Vista and Alamede, the City would
install left-turn signalv and that staff could lock at the traffic
volume at this intersection. He tocld MS. BERLIN that he cocould g==
the summary of the returned guestionnaires for the Board.
DOUE CARLSON, 236 South Myers Street, Chair of the Rancho
brovidencia CAC, 1introduced the attending CAC members. He cited
“he impacts of adjacent commercial dcrelopmen on this residential
neighborhood. He t 2-foot median design at Linceln,
Fvers anc Kevstons Avenue would be sufficient, and thaz
Ths ¢ “ion oI the a Bzachwood would be
accoen providec 2! vacts are Ccrsated on
Seash S tzlied. He Told DE Tne
tne m ziling access mors 4o IooEor
ghborhood and reducs "isus.
2CTs,.  He eyplzined Thiat Pulla
a¥penss ¢ relocating sTrest
install chnokers would bs CoesT



Planning Board Minutes

cane &, 1998 Page o
rrohibitive. He answered ME, BERLIN tnat the CAC had considered
speed signs but the traffic engineer indicated they wouldn'it affect
wraffic speeds withcut additional police enforcement. CHAIR BROWN
sngoested that the CAC consider the California oak as a tree which
could provide adesguate buffer in a 32-foot median.

ED CLINE, traffic angineer with Willdan Associates, said speed
signs were not effective in slowing traffic, in his experience. H=2
noted that chokers would create problems with surface drainage and
eliminate space which could be used for landscaping. He assured
DR. HUNT that the Fire Department had tested and approved the
turning radius at each propesed median and noted that medians would
create fewer impacts to emergency vehicle access than speed humps

.

CHAIR BROWN cpened the pubklic hearin

19

ERIC NORRIS, 301 South Myers, TONY MONZC, 302 South Keystone, CARCL
NORRIS, 301 South Myers, TOM HARMS, 242 South Keystone, BILL
WILBER, 355 South Myers, MITZI MAGGIORA, 339 South Myers, TOM
RIZZ0, 251 South Keystone, RICHARD FREEMAN, resident of Keystone,
SUSAN POIRIER, 23¢% South Myers, SCOTT RAMOS, 214 South Keystone,
and SHERRY DAVILA, 354 South Mvers, supported the proposed plan.

N that the

BOB SPENCER, resident of Keystone, exp T
urther into the

r
proposazd medians would divert commercial
residential area.

JIM CARLSON, resident of South Lincoln Street, su bpovteu the plan
but cited the impacts of emploves cut-through traffic from the
adjacent Disney Studioc. 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 Di i

gave the Board a petition in support of this suggestion.

}.—!
0
o]
( D
U
¢
o
[o N
@)
“
jat

SHANNON HANAWAY, CAC nmember, supported the plan and read a letter
from LINDA and DANA FADLER, 225 South Keystone Street, supporting
the plan because 1t would decrease traffic impacts from commercial
development adjacenu the residential neighborhood.

ONE, 278 South Mvers Streat, su nd

¢ preferentis c. limitec ied

signal at Bue anc Aliame rat

“ne arTerialsz uoe cuT-Tl “ra
ROBERT ANDERSON,

(OISR ]
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Be said nhis client's due preccess rights

EIR should have been prepared for this

landscaped medians would create public
1bll'ty, thereby posing a liability

tna this plan would set a precedent fo

demand similar improvements.

CORY ELLIQCTT, 266 South Lamer Street, C

would protect the entire neighborhood a

residentially adjacent commercial ordin

public committee meetings and two commu
well as a mailout to all residents.

GARY JOHNSON, resident of Mariposa Stre
placed on Mariposa Street to reduce spe
especially since medians would discoura
residential streets,

EDWARD DAVILA, 354 South Myers Street,
new courier service behind the alley on
Ganger to children in the alley.

IRENE LUKOMSKI, 230 Scuth Brighton
Board that the CAC held no secret meeti

meetings were publicly noticed. She ex
also personally canvassed their neighbor
LAVERNE THOMAS oppesed the plan and dis

thought medians were not a solution to

Page ¢
were viclated and that an
rlan. He thought the
safety issues with
to the City. He cautioned

r other neighborhoods to

CAT member, said the plan

nd he urged adoption of the
ance. He enphasized that 13
nity meetings were held as

et, asked that =2 median be
eding cut-through traffic,
ge the use of adjacent
informed the Board that ths

Myers Street was creating

0

et, CAC member, assured thsz
ngs and that all their
plained that the CAC members
S. She supported the pla:n.
liked staff'!s report. sShe
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 Alameds
Avenue. She thought Edison Road was not adeguately examined and
that Alaneda Avenue alley should be restricted to one-way traffic.
CHAIR BROWHN closad the public hearing.
MR. CLINE answered MR. JACKSON that the CAC discussed special
Treatment for Linccln Street due to its proximity To the Disney
Studic; howsver, manual Traffic counts of smplovess entering and
23] bn; D»\xo“ Studlo site indicate that very few use Lincoln
‘ JACKSON that the CAC decid nct To proposs @
rest necauss ore congaszTion for
nco inc azt 2 adiacenT s3cCnoc.
or &tz by residents. He
o ne L.z =k
=z iC thazt
sl Told ME
not onj/oric
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of

counts could be prepared for the new courier

1d use the typical =raffic velumas established

of business. MR. HERRMANN informed the Board

e} he servz.cD whe is meeting with residentsz
ss the situation had agreed to stop

e noted that the service was a dispatch

a0k
[ e
U Hh

Fhobh

e

owner of the rie
tomorrow to discu
m H

bu51ness oniy.

MR. JACKSON commended the CAC, staff and the traffic engineer for
their efforts to pre naro this plan and supported their recommenda-
“ions as well as staff's modifications; he emphasized *hat a lefz:
turn signal should be installed at the Alameda/Buena Vista
intersection to facilitate traffic flow on the arterials. DR. HUNT

I

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 considered. MS.
RILEY told DR. GORDON that this plan should not be considered z
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 adeguats

follow-up to the plan‘s effectiveness be prepared. CHAIR BROWN
thanked the CAC for their efforts and supported the plan. He asked
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
monitormd. MR. MC CONKEY assured the Board that he would ask that
the signalization of Buena Vista/Alameda be agendlized for Council
cons +deratlon.

MR, JACKSON reccommended adoption of the Rancho Providenci
Jeighbornood Protection Plan by the City Council, and that
dditional protection measures at Mariposa and Lincoln streets be
considered at a later date, and that three-way signals be installied
immediately at the Buena V*sta/AlamOda intersection; MS5. BERLIN
seconded the motion which carried 5-0.

mr—ag
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city of burbank .community gevelopment department

PROPOSED
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

in accordance with the California Environmenial 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 foliowing proiect wouid not have a significant effect on the environment, that
possibie environmental impacts have been mitigated, and has directed that this Mitigated
Negative Declaration be prepared.

Lo

Project Titie: Rancho Providsncia Neighborhood Protection Plan

2. Project Location:  Area bounded by Buena Vista SLrVaL Ciive Avenue, Victory Bivd,,
Main Street, ana Alameda Avenue, Burbank, County of Los
Angeies, CA

3. Projsct Description: Installation of landscaped medians, decorative crosswalks, strest
trees, reconfigurations of intersections, and the impiementation of
varicus other traffic control measures, to mitigate traffic impacts
within the study area

4 Support Findings: Based on the initial Study, which is attachad hereto and made

a part hereof, it is the finding of the Community Development
Department, Planning Division, that the above mentioned
project is not an action involving any significant environmentai
impacts.

The proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared in accordance with
CEQA ana reflects the independent judgement of the Citv of Burbank. A copy of the initial
Siudy is attached, and environmenta! documentation is on file in the Office of the
Community Development Department, Planning Division.

FPrepared by the Community Development Department, Planning Division, on June 17,
100¢%.

T R Y o e




Caiifornia Environmental Quality Azt

Initial Study
{as required by Sac. 15063 of the Puplic Sasources Dods)
To be compinteg by the lead sgane

4 D'thrl “Ia

Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection Pian

Z. Lead Agency Name and Address:
Pianning Division, City of Burbank, 275 £. Qlive Ave., Burbank, CA 91502

3. ‘el "t DQ 1 P o p:":
Greg Herrmann, (818) 238-5263

4. Project | ocation:
Area bounded by Buena Vista Street, Olive Avenug, Victory Blvd., Main Sfreet, and
Alameda Avenue, Burbank, County of Los Angeles, CA
City of Burbank, Planning Division

g. General Plan Designation: Principaliy: Single Family Low Density, Muitiple Family
Residential Medium Density, Limited Commercial,

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

8. Description of Projact:
installation of landscaped medians, decorative crosswalks, street trees,
reconfigurations of intersections, and the implementation of varicus other traffic
control measures, to mitigate traffic impacts within the study

g. Surrounding Land Uses and Setiing:
The study area is surrounded by commercial arterials, and other residential
neighborhoods beyond.

10 Mﬁh@gﬁﬂfﬁﬂhﬂiﬁﬁo[@vai is required: (e ¢, permitz, financing approval,
or participation agreement.)
Ncne

MVIRIDNIMERNTAL FACTORE POTEMTIALLY A-=z07z0




71 Fopulation and Housing T Biological Resources O Utilitles & Service Systems

1 Geolegical Problems O Energy/Mineral Resources [0 Aesthetics
C Waler T Hazaras U Cultural Resources
Al GQuality .. iNoisg £ Recreation

T} iviandatory Findings ot Significance

DETERMINATION:
{To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

0 tfind that the propesed project COULD NOT have e significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X 1find that although the Di’OpOS ed project "ould '
environment, there will not be a signi 'f.c
measures described on an attached i“
NZGATIVE DECLARATION will be prep

O 1iind that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment,
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT Is required.

-

0 | find that the proposed proiect MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment,
but at ieast one effect 1) has been adeguately analyzed in an sarlier document
pursuant to applicabie iegal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the eariie analv is as described on attached sheets, if the
effsct is & "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless mitigated.”

ny ntim !,Juug (91 SO T HUGAUTU,

f-\n ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
ffects that remain to be addressed.

X

| | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there WILL NOT be a signiticant effect in this case because all
potentially significant efiects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier 'F!R,
including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the propose

—
nroject. ~ -

-

i
31
-
1
!
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NG HMoCall answers (hal af

< ageancy ches in tne

h




IR e Ve s Tt
\“‘“'-C&u:! ~

orobabiv not naesd 1y

7)

parentheses foliowing each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does
not apply to projecis like the ong involved (e.g., the project falis outside a fault
rupture zone}. A "No Impact” answer should bz explained where it is based on
project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose
sansitive recepiors to poliutants, based on a project-specific screening anaiysis).

Ail answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as wali
as on-site, cumulative as well as project-leve!, indirect as wel! as diract, and
construction as well as operational impacts.

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

"Poientialiy Significant Uniess Mitigation Incorporated” appiies where ths

incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially

Significant Impact” {o & "Less than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must

describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect o 2
e

less than significant ievel (mitigation measures from Section XVil, "Earlier
Analyses," may be cress-referenced).

Eariier analvses may be used where, pursuant {o the tiering, program EIR, or other
CEQA process, an effect has been adeguately 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.

Lead agencies are encouraged {o incorporaie 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 pagss where the statement is substantiated. See
the sample question below. A source list should be atiached, and other sources
used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencias are free o use different ones.

SAMPLE QUESTION:

Issue

Potentialy Less Tharni
Sianificant Mitigation Signiftcant NG

5 {and Supporting information Sourcesy: impnact incornorate Impaci [fateRtelt

SoUrce sl 2X




LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the proposal:

a) Conflict with general pian designation or zoning”?
¢

by Conflict with appiicable environmenial pians or pelicies
adopted by agencies with jurisdiction over the projact?

/ 5

o)

¢) Be incompatibie with existing iand uses in the vicinity?
{ )

d) Affect agricultural resources or operations (2.g. impacts
o solis or farmiands, or impacts from incompatible land

\

uses)? { )
e} Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an

e . e T e _
establiished con munity (inClucing a Iow-income of

minority community)? ( )
POPULATION AND HOUSING. Wouid the preposal;

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

b) Induce substantial growth in an area either directly or
indirectly (e.g. through projects in an undevelopsd area
or extension of major infrastructure)? { )

c) Displace existing housing, especially affordable
housing? {

— (2

GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS. Wouid the proposal result in or
expose pecpie {0 potential impacts involving:

a} Fault rupture? { j
b} Seismic ground shaking? { )
¢ Seismic ground Taliurg, inciuding liguefaction? ( )

Iy Do S LA P, 10 f
Gl 2eiChe. lBunam, o volcanic nazard? |

anasiicez o- mudiiows”

Potenually
Significant
impact

]

]

]

I

]

1]
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Potentially
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Uuniess
Mitigation
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Impact
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V.

h}

B

Wit

2)

Expansive soils? )

Unigue geologic or physical fzatures? ( )

J=R. Would the propusal resull in:

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

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

Discharge info surface waters or other alteration of

surface water quality (e.g. temperature, dissolved oxygen

or turbidity)? ( )

Changes in the amount of surface water in any water
Changes in currents, or the course or direction of water
movements? ( )

Change in the guantity of ground waters, either through
direct additions or withdrawals, or through interception
of aguifer by cuts or excavations or through substantial
loss of groundwater recharge capability? ( )
Altered direction or rate of flow of groundwater? ()

impacts to groundwater quality? ( )

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

AR QUALITY. Would the propoesal:

Violate any air guality standard or contribute to an
existing or projectad air quality violation? { )

' =xpose sensitive recepiors to poliutanis? )

[N

Alter air movement, moisiure, or iempearature, or caus
anv change in climate” ({ )

Potentially
Significant
{mpact

O

&

(N

]

]

.

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
imcorporated

d

|

Less Than
Significant
Impact
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N
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VAL

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would the proposal:

a) increased vehicle trips or traffic congestion? { )

b} Hazards {c safety from design features (e.g. sharn
curves or dangerous m*oz, l ons} or incompatibia

uses (e.g. farm equipment}? ( )

C) inadequate emergency access or access o nearby
uses? { )

d) insufficient parking capacity on-site or bicyclists?

e) Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists?

f) Conflicts with adopted policies supporting alternaiive
transportation (e.g. bus turnouts, bicvcie ravkﬁ)
)

g) Rail, waterborne or air traffic impacts? { )

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal result in
impacts to:

a) Endangered, threatened or rare species or their habi-
tats (including but not limited to piants, fish insects,

N

animais, and birds)? { ;

7

Py
R—

b} Locally designated species (e.g. heritage trees)?

c) Locally designated natural communities (e.g. oak
forest, coastal habitat, etc)? ( )

\ N )

g} Wetland habitat (e.g. marsh, riparian and vernal
poohy? ( )

e) Wiidliie dispersal or migration corridors? { }

ZNZRSY AND MINERAL RESOURCZ. Wouid the propesa!:
2 Confiicr wiln agonted energy conservation pians”?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

{1

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

rl

7

03

Less Than
Significant
Impact

X

X

X

L]

No
Impact

[

]
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Xi

¢y Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of future value ¢ ithe region
and the residents of the State? | }

HAZARDS. Would the proposal invoive:

aj A risk of accidenial explosion or release of hazardous
substances (including, but not limited {o: oil, pesticides,
chemicals or radiation)? ( )

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

¢) The creation of any health hazard or potential health
hazard? ( )

d) Exposure of people to existing sources of potential

health hazards? { )
e) Increased fire hazard in areas with flammabie brush,
grass, or trees? { )
NOISE. Wouid the proposal result in:
a) Increases in existing noise levels? ( )
b) Exposure of people to severe noise levels? ( )
PUBLIC SERVICES. Wouid the proposal have an efiect
upon, or result in a need for new or aliered government
services in any of the following areas:
a) Fire protection? ( )
b) Police protection? ( )
¢) Schools? { )

d) Maintenance of public facilities, inciuding roads?
I

3

Fotentially
Sigaificant
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Wouid the proposal
result in a need for new systems or suppiies, or substantial
aiterations 1o the following utilities:

a) Power or natural gas? ( )

\

b} Communications systems? ( )

7

¢) 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? ( )

AZSTHETICS. Would the proposal:
a) Affect a scenic vista or scenic highway? { )
b) Have a demonstrable negative assthatic effect? ( )

c) Create light or glare? ( )

CULTURAL RESOQURCES. Would the propoesal:

a) Disturb paleoniological resources? (

p—

b) Disturb archaeological resources? ( )
c} Affect historical respurces? ( )

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

= Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the
poteniial impact area” !

p..—,-\—-—-r - : 4 -
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

o} Doss the project have the potential to degrade the
guality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause & fish or
wiidlife population to drop beiow self-sustaining levels,
threaten 1o eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or en-
dangered plant or animal or eliminate important
exampies of the major periods of California history
or prehistory? { ) o O O ¥

b3 Does the project have the potential o achieve short-term,
to the disadvantage or long-term, environmeantal
goals? ( ) . , 0

=
0

Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, bu t"unuiax vely considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of &
project are considerable when viewed in conneciion
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probabie future
projects.)

(%]
—

il
l
[

d) Does the project have environmental effects which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly? ( ) 0

1
0

SARLIER ANALYSES.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant te the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA procesas,
one or more effects have been adsqguately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case a discussion should identify the following on atltached sheets:

a) Earlier analyses used. ldentify earlier analyses and state where they are available for raview.

b) impacts adeqguately addressed. identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of an adequately analyzed in an eariier documeant pursuant to applicabie iegal standards,
and state whether such effecis were addressed by mitigation measures before on the eartier
analysis.

o) Miligation measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation incorpora
descripe the miticzatm measures which were incarporated or refinad from the sariier 'io“u neEnts

and the axtent o which ’m@v address 3![“-3”)‘33!“6 conditions tor fhe proec.




EXPLANATION OF RESPONSES

.  Lise P .

a) Policy #5 of the General Plan, Circulation Element, calis for the “assurance of traffic safety in residenual
areas, bv excluding those uses which generate non-residential traffic. and, where possible, the redesign
of streets to discourage through-traffic.” The principal objective of this project 1s to reduce the volumes
of non-local traffic on the street segments within the study area by installing traffic control devices anc
reconfiguring intersections to improve safety and reducs speeds. The project is therefore consmtem with
the General Plan. The Zoning Code does not include any regulations or guidelines that concern street

designs or traffic control measures.

b.d} The proposed project 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
aesthetically enhance the individual locations and the area as a whole. No conflict with existing land usez
1s envisioned. Rather than having the potential to divide the neighborhood, these measures will heip
unify and protect it from non-local traffic impacts.

IT Population and Housing
a-¢)  The proposal will not cause regional or local population projections to be exceeded, or induce substantia;
growth either directly or indirectly. The project will not effect existing housing.

I Geologic Problems

a-1}  The project will not result in or expose people to potenual impacts involving fault rupture, setsmic
ground shaking, failure or other catastrophic events, landslides or mudsiides, erosion or other significant
movements of soil, iand subsidence, nor doss i involve or affect any unique geologic or physical feature
The project will involve oniy minor excavation and grading within the street rights-of-way.

lT'{\/? ‘v’;. S

a-I)  The project involves the replacement of pavement with landscaping, and will reduce the amount of
surface drainage and increase absorption rates. The proposed project will not expose peopie or propertv
to water related hazards, alter the amount of surface water in any water body, or lead to changes in
currents or in the direction of water movements. Surface waters will not be degraded, nor will the
guantities, direction, rates of flow, or qualities of groundwaters be significantly affected,

V Alr Quality

a-d) The amounts of poliutants released during construction activities will violate any adopted air quality
standard, or significantly contribute to existing or projected air quality violations. While construction
vehicles and machinery may occasionallv cause locaiized deterioration of air guality, which may be
nmicea bv adlacent residente, the snori-termt nature and hmived scale of those effects are considered i2ss
thar significant. Toe project wiil not significantiy aiier air movement, moisture, or temperature, or cause
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volumes increase. Some additional queuing of vehicles may result at median locations where there are
currently right-turn pockets; however, recent traffic studies done as part of this project indicate that thiz
potential queuing will not be of a significant nature at these locations. On most streets, curb-side parking
at the corner does not currently permit this free right-turn movement.

b The proposed project will not cause any sigimificant hazards to safety 4s a result of design featurce o
incompatible uses. The intersection reconfigurations and medians have been designed to meet all safer
requirements and guidelines, and are anticipated to umprove conditions at the affected iocations.

Adequate ciearances will be maintained for emergency vehicies. A field test has been conducted wiil
2 large 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 emergency
responses will be maintained.

d-g}  No hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists will be created. Applicable guidelines for construction
within a roadway will be followed during construction te ensure that safe conditions and access ars
maintained. The project does not conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative transportation. nor
will 1t impact rail, waterborne, or air traffic.

Vil Biological Resources

a-e) The proposed project 1s located within an urbanized environment, and as such it will not significan
impact endangered, threatened or rare species or their habitats, nor will it affect locally designated spec

of animal or plant life. The site does not contain a wetland habitat, and the project will not affect wi d’LL

dispersal or migration corridors.

o
1CE

VIIl Energv i v c

a-cy  The project will not conflict with adopted energy conservation plans, and applicable energy conservation
measurss for construction equipment wilf adhered to. Non-renewable resources will not be used in @
wasteful manner, and the project will not effect the availability of mineral rescurces in the area.

IX Hazaxds
a-e}  Development of this project will not result 11 any significant risk of accidental explosion or release of

hazardous substances, create any health hazard, or expose people to existing sources of potential health
hazards. Neither the construction nor the existence of the traffic control measures will significantly affect
any emergency response or evacuation plan. The project site 1s not located in a brush area, and will noss
no fire hazard to flammable vegetation.

3 Noise
a.b) INoise-generaling construction activities are expected to be ntermiitent and short-term n duration.
H

However, because of the proximity to residential neighborhoods, the following mitigation measures are
ecommended to ensure that noise impacts are not significant:

. Ercavation, grading. anc other consuruction activities shall pe restriciec te 7:00 am. v 70 L.
Miongave througn Fridave, and £:00 a.m e 7:00 p.m. Saturdave
¢ Ne idline or gueuning of copstruciiorn venicies. inclading the EEEEEE? G g

workers personzl vehicies. shall pe permitied o jotul resio
feongeve througk Hrgavs, oF prior xe £ ﬂv' am S )
4 maubipe route shall be approvec by the Ciry foal shows &l copstrnolior nap] romies and
pronipitc construchion hauking on local resicential swre
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. All provisions of the noise control plar whick require compiliance by project contractors or
subcontractors shall be included in all construction-related contracts.

XI Public Services

a-e}  This project will not require any new or altered services in the areas of fire or police protection, scho 315,
maintenance of public faciliies. or other government services. The roadway improverents wili require
periodic maintenance, and the landscaping will require trimming and general care. These services can
be provided by the Public Works and Parks departments.

N1 Utilities and-Service Svstems

a-g) The project will not require new systems or suppiies, or substantial alterations to any of the following
utilities: power or natural gas, communications, water treatment or distribution, sanitary, storm crain,
solid waste, or water.

XIII Aesthetics
a-c) These measures will not affect anv scenic vista or highway: nor will they create any light or glare. The
proposed landscaping and decorative crosswalks will esthetically enhance the area

NIV Culrural Resources

a-¢}  The proposed project will not disturb any oaleomuiomcaL archacological, 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 will it restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact
area.

X\ Recreation

a,b}  The project will not increase the demand for neighborhood or regionai parks, recreational facilitizz, or
affect existing recreational opportunities

2.

a) The Dr()}ec* 18 1obatea in a commer -cial district mtm n urbanized area; it does not have the potential
significantly allect plants or animals, or their habi ats

b} The protect does not have the potential 1o achieve shori-termy, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals.

c} The proposed project does not have the potential to have significant impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerabiz.

d) There are no environmental impacts associated with the project which will cause substantial adverss
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectiv,

Summary o Mivganor Measures
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workers’ personal vehicles, shali be permitted on local residentiai streets prior to 7:00 a.m. Mondavs
through Fridays, or prior to 8:00 a.m. Saturdays.

A hauling route shall be approved by the City that shows all construction haul routes and that prohiriis
construction hauling on local residential strects.

T
e

Ali provisions of the noise controj plan which require compliance by projec: contractors or subcontract
shall he meluded 1n all constructon-refated contracts.
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JACK T. ELLIOTT

56§ 4 Lankershim Boulevard 4£25 South Sparics Sireer
North: Holiywood, CA& $160F Burbank, C& 9506
(B18) 761 - 6921 (818) 845 - 4061

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

Regarding vour proposed hearing Jun

ne 8th.
hut 244 thiz letter to vour collecti o

io

o3

L
[0S

DON'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 Clive, Verdugo

= L
and Sparks. I will drive out of my way three blocks to avoid
the half hour wait.

If vou are approaching the green light going North it only s
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 stests for half a
mile, no way te get through. Don't block any more streets be
Olive and Alameda, just To satisfy the Rancho crowd.

Sparks needs & dividing 1li separ
timid and drive down THE MIDDLE OF THE

tays

4
cween

Llso I suppose you have noticed that Buena vista and Alameda
needs paving bad. Don't let it get as bad as North Hollywood.

Sincerely




Law Offices of Robert Alan Anderson

1901 AVENUE OF THE STARE, SUITE 200 TELEPHONE 1-800-85%-7838
LCS ANGELES. CALIFORNIL, 9()007

‘ "eﬂ‘z 2@y g TN .
June 3, 1998 ez lVE = JUR 6 5

Rick Pruetz, City Planner
City of Burbank

275 Fast Olive Ave.

P Box 6459

Burbani,, CA 91510-6459

Re: City Pilanning Board Hearing—dJune §, 1998
Opposition to Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection Plan

Diear Mr. Pruetz:

This law firm represents F.W. Arbuckle who resides on the 100 block of
South Lamer Street in Burbank. Mr. Arbuckle has requested that I write this
letter 1n opposition to the propesed Rancho Providencia Neighborhood Protection

Plan (the “Plan”).

My client 1s opposed to the Plan for the following reasons:

1. Elﬂonsmten‘f with the Citv’s General Plan There is nothing in the city's
general plan that requires the use of barriers and impediments in the residential

Strees

. Dreval uasmn of Propertv Vgiues-Violation of aun r;mon ment Hionts
G0 prock of South Lamer Siyeet
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Law Offices of Robert Alan Anderson

Mr. Rick Pruetz

3. Violation of the Ralph M. Brown Act OUpen Meeting Law From my
reading of the vour 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, 118 meetings should be publicized and its agenda published as required
by the Raiph M. Brown Act Upen Meeting Law (the “Brown 4Act”). Instead, the
Committee met in secret and decided what was “best” for the community.

Once the Committee had decided what was best, it conducted a “sham”
hearing at Jordan Middle School on March 11, 1898, I attended that hearing and
it was clear there was overwhelming opposition to the Plan. It was also clear
that the Committee was determined to ram through its cherished Plan despite
this opposition. The Commitiee’s actions clearly violate the Brown Act and are
contrary to the essence of the democrartic process.

4. Violation of Mv Client's Due Process 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 due process under

the United States and California Constitutions.

5. Violation of Mv Client's Equal 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 While I am sure vou 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 will not affect the environment. Not only
will the Plan affect the environmeni during construction put it will also affect the
traffic patterne and air poliution Ir the area. Based on these facte. [ disagree

Pt - COaMtinY Frad Fhoe Dl - - S YNy
with vour assertior that the Piar 1c exempr unaer CEQGA.
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Law Offices of Robert Alan Anderson

Mr. Rackt Pruetz
June o. 1998

Page 2

The 200 block of Scuth Lamer Street has a Shell Gasoline Station on the
corner of Lamer and Alameda. 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 1s a larger chance of the City being sued and
possibly losing. If the city losses a lawsuit for a substantial amount of money.
this could impact municipal services that my client depends on.

9. Difficulty 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
taxpaver’s money. These funds could be better used for more practical. albeit less
glamorous, proposais.

I N 4 3 : ol g ; G b
I sincerely hope the Planning Board rejects this Plan. I will not hesitate to
:
t g

take whatever actions are necessary to protect my chent’
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BSC CRAFTSMEN

238 § MYERS 57, BURBANK, CA 81505-2654
OFFICE (818) B45.7657

RAX (B18) B45-7694

Te: Burbank City Coundil Members
Atinc All Councit Members

Froar:  DOupias & Qarson

Faxc  (€18) 236-5757 Fagas ©
Phone: (818) 238-5250 Date: 871 7/80

Re: Ranche Providencis CAL

o Burbank Ty Planning Dept.

Livppass? Far Review

Dear SCouncii Members:

Enclosed it & copy of the letier that was faxed ta My, Grep Herrmane,
rogarding the Ranche Previdenciz CACs presentation soheduled for Augemt
1€, 1888, ¢ wanted t¢ nolify you prier to the meeting of some ssues that §,
and other AT members have with the documents that you will be reviewing
Tuesday night. | apologize for the late notice of my concerns, but | did mot
receive afi of the pertinent documents untii August {8,

I kope you will be receiving ali changes prior to this moefing.

Thank vow

,@«:/@f//u7 \44//@””

%ugma ‘. Garison

Chairmar for the Ranche Providencia Community Advisery wﬂmmiﬁ% 2
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2SC CRAFTSMER

236 5. MYERS ST., BURBANK, CA 515062854
OFFICE (816) 845760

EAX (818) 8457654

Te: City of Burbenk Planning Deptl.
Altn: Greg Herrmann

Dougias &. Canson

From:

Faxz  (B18) 238-5254 Pages: 5
Dates
cc.

Phone: (218 238-5283 5128198
Fies CAC Presentation tor 8/18/08 City Coungil, CAC Member & Lz Vems
Thomes
tirgent ¥ For Review Picase Comvment Fiease Reply

Dezr Greg:

i have reviewead the Pianning Board Draft docurnent fiet me know if there
wero any changes in the final document) ang the Fund 27 document sent e
me by the City Clerit’s office. | have the foliowing sericus concems,

From the Pianning Board Memorandum:

-page £, third paragraph ~ add the CACs reviow «f deveiopment of Exst side
of Buena Vista Multifamity zone t¢ commercial,

page I, third paragraph - add median iandscape pians are in accordanse to
Paris & Recreation requirernenis.

-page 4, first paragraph - removal of Beschwood median as per reguirement
of the Fire Dept,

-page 4, iast paragraph, second t¢ last Bne - shouid read neighbarbood
streetr o the west

“-page §, first paragraph - haw kas the prefiminary estimatos fur cost of
construction {after we removed {2} medians, reduced the lengths of (3}
medians, and eliminated {3) trees) increase from $3I56,000 te $4D6,008%
cpage §, Gret paragraph - the costs for the Buens Vists / Rlameda signal
were specified in the Disney & NBC Development Agreaments. Why are
these now being added te our CAC mitigation costs? Why, when in the
previous budged fer thiz sipra! lefl turk arrew was it projected at $36,0064.,
and i€ now is projected at $100.0007 See Trans. Capitaf improvemest
Frogram Update, dated August 18, 19298,

T age &, second paragraph - b cheched with (4] of the CAC members wise
wiare: present &t the June CAS meeting, and none of uc remermber that Wiy
tne knowietae tna’ full funding of the project usine Develommen® imuast
reas was nol bein recomsmenged by etaf® | Qur colicctive memaer- of tiwe
sonversatior s that 4f full funding is pot 2hzinable 20 this dme. whst ir: e
proterence. £ sionificant difference $hat must b RBUOGL.

Cumaee. LoGant paragramh - wWhHa ie fhe proected costs o al e keved

ppmyet

&t
1




August 17, 1998

“-page Y, second to iast paragrapk ~ wity as the CAC Chairman. | have nof
Boan notified of (2) more membors isaving the CAC since our June meeting
wiser we discussed this issue as & [7) member commities, | do not
understand. Further, our CAC in the past 8¢ | sure It will in the futire, will
consider ali of the peopie concerns within our astudy area for aki of cur
decisions & recommendations. The continuing CAC should have all of the:
regponsibilities of rapresentation and recognition for eur decisions that our
current body is charged with.

Pianning Board Minutes, page 4, iast parrgraph - ac we had discnased
previousty, in my prosentation | qualified my approval of the 32° modians by
stating - if the reduced medians Wik accommeodate {2} mature trees of the
type we are discussing ~then | will support them:.

From the Transportation Capital improvement Program Update:

-page 2. last paragraph - picass update us on the stetus of the Buens Viste
and Forest Lawn Extensions. My recoliection is that when this was
presented to us, probably over s year age, it wae mentioned as an idwe with
noe serious consideration at that time. ¥ thiz has changed P'm sure the CAC
wauid like (¢ know about it.

~paged,; Spending to date accounting - what wags the total spent s Magnolia
Park? | befleve you had mentioned approdimately $250,00C.

spaged, secont & third paragrapihs - our AL has expressed interast in
having the signal changed as soon as possibie for the comer of Buonz Vists
& Alameda as noted in my iotter noted as BExhibit B. This signal change is
noted as & part of the Development Agreements for Both Disney & MBC, ic
my understanding. And in the report “Dats From NBC Traffic impact Report™
presented to ow CAQS in August, 1987 by Me, Bd Clina, i2 notes on page V.15
the extsting condition ac level 0, and on page IX-2¢ the future condition af
level of service “C with mitigation measures instalied. | just want to make
it clear that we as a CAC want to make sure that the mitigation measures:
that will be instalied will achieve these ohjectives. And in instaliing the
turning signaks now, does kot lmit what the full scope of mitigation
measures will need ¢ be, to accomplist the gosi of level of serviee €5¥ |
~Exhibit £ - | am just wondering what the Prior Years Appropriation of
$84,000 is for. | see on page S that the total spent is $46,760 - is thiv the
cost for the Wildan Study? And what is the difference in the twe figures - or
are these previous funds approves, that can be added to the $160,008 thas
Staft is currentiv asking fer?

Due te the amount of changes / expianations that { fos: sre nesded, | would
fike te: sef up & conterence call with mysell and Margs Wheeler today. at
2:30 . Picase pane mc te confine: this (848 6048367

Trany Vo
Dougine L. Cansor
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MEMORANDUN

o Members, Ranche ﬁrm@d@méﬁ"ﬁm.ﬂ iy Commitise
Frorr: z¢ Cling, Wilidan Associates J

i S
Date: August 18, 1897

Subject: DATA FROM NBC TRAFFIC IMPACT REPORT

Atta ched are vanous tables from the NBC Traffic impact Report. The tables show sxisting
traffic conditions at ntersections throughout the study arsa, as Wei as forecasts for Year
2000 and Year 2008, Tables V-5(a)and ( o) illustrate tne”exrstmg' d m& mrevastv for

both the mmmmg and aﬁemom peak hours.” Téb% V—G(a)ahdx% raeame&'nstmg and 2008
s h | ) e .b)rsnowa tne*

‘2%0@” »abiea !N'I’{ gj and z’m depits the same éxé mf ﬁhe buﬁdauf swan@@&ﬁ&

-Dr. Kumar will be avallabie af cur Augusi 21st mesting 10 90 over these dala and answer
vour gueshions.

Altachments

ECiss
10184\30071wmis

{
¢
I
i1
i
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Tabie V-5{a)} (cont)
Crifical Movement Analys:s
- Fumure (2000 AN Feak Hour Traflic Conditions

=xisting =uture (2000} Future (2000)
{4088) Without Srofest Witk Sroiect
Shs L3S Cha  LOS eM& LOE  impact
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