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Appendix R2 Response to Comments 

The responses to the comments received on the I-405 Improvement Project Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS are organized as follows. The comments and responses are grouped by type of 
commenter. The types of commenters are:  

• Federal Government Agencies  
• State Government Agencies  
• Regional Government Agencies  
• Local Government Agencies  
• Community Groups 
• Industry and Business Groups  
• Public Comments (received via e-Mail, U.S. mail, etc) – Organized alphabetically by last 

name of the commenter, such that there are 26 separate public comment groups grouped by 
letter of the alphabet. 

• Petitions 
• Public Hearing Comments (received at a public hearing). 

The comments and responses within each group are presented in a section, and the sections are 
consecutive according to the list above. The first part of each section provides the comments and 
the second part provides the responses. Table R-2 identifies each of the groups and the 
commenters in that group. For example, the first group is Government (Federal) and the first 
commenter is the Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance (OEPC).  

Each comment is given a unique identifier for the commenter, followed by a serial number for 
each comment made by the commenter. For example, the first comment of the OEPC is GF1-1, 
with the GF1 being the unique identifier for OEPC and “-1” referring to OEPC’s first comment. 
The page number of the comment is provided in Table R-2, followed by the page number of the 
response. The final column of the table is the subject code of the comment using the following 
abbreviations:  

• E – Environmental 
• T – Traffic 
• D – Design 
• A – Air Quality 
• N – Noise 
• V – Visual 
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The comment letters and e-mails are presented with the unique identifier of the commenter 
shown at the top of each page of the comment letter or e-mail. Each comment within the letter is 
bracketed and shows the serial number of the comment. For example, the OEPC letter shows 
OEPC’s unique identifier (GF1) at the top of each page. The one comment within OEPC’s letter 
is bracketed and identified with a serial number 1.  

The responses are organized in the same order as the comments. The responses show the unique 
identifier of the commenter followed by the serial number of the comment within the 
commenter’s letter. Comments and responses can be easily related with the identifiers.  

An asterisk (*) in Table R-2 denotes comments received after close of the formal comment 
period.  

After receiving comments from the public and reviewing agencies on the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS, Caltrans performed additional analysis as discussed within the responses of this 
Appendix. Several engineering measures were studied to attempt to reduce impacts. Analyses 
that showed measures which resulted in unacceptable impacts or conclusions are discussed in 
this Appendix but were not proposed for the project. However, those that resulted in acceptable 
conclusions have been proposed as part of the project scope and are discussed in this Appendix 
and Chapter 2 of the Final EIR/EIS. The responses to comments in this Appendix and design 
options/variations that were developed as a result of the public comments were also part of the 
criteria used to identify the Preferred Alternative. The identification of the PA is discussed in the 
Final EIR/EIS, Summary, Section S.3., and Chapter 2.     

   

Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

GOVERNMENT (FEDERAL) COMMENTS 
United States Department of the Interior GF1-1 R2-GF-1 R2-GF-6 E 
United States Environmental Protection 
Agency GF2-1 R2-GF-1 R2-GF-6 E 

GOVERNMENT (STATE) COMMENTS 
California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife GS1-1 R2-GS-1 R2-GS-5 E 

California Public Utilities Commission GS2-1 R2-GS-1 R2-GS-5 E 
California Transportation Commission GS3-1 R2-GS-2 R2-GS-5 E 
Native American Heritage Commission GS4-1 R2-GS-3 R2-GS-6 E 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

GOVERNMENT (REGIONAL) COMMENTS 

Metropolitan Transit Authority 

GR1-1 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-5 T 
GR1-2 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-5 E 
GR1-3 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-5 T 
GR1-4 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-5 D 
GR1-5 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-6 T 
GR1-6 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-6 T 
GR1-7 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-6 T 
GR1-8 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-6 T 
GR1-9 R2-GR-1 R2-GR-7 T 

South Coast Air Quality Management 
District* 

GR2-1 R2-GR-2 R2-GR-7 A 
GR2-2 R2-GR-2 R2-GR-8 T 
GR2-3 R2-GR-2 R2-GR-8 A 
GR2-4 R2-GR-2 R2-GR-9 A 
GR2-5 R2-GR-3 R2-GR-9 A 
GR2-6 R2-GR-3 R2-GR-9 A 
GR2-7 R2-GR-3 R2-GR-9 A 
GR2-8 R2-GR-3 R2-GR-9 A 
GR2-9 R2-GR-3 R2-GR-9 A 

Transportation Corridor Agencies GR3-1 R2-GR-4 R2-GR-10 E 
GOVERNMENT (LOCAL) COMMENTS 

Fountain Valley, City of 
GL1-1 R2-GL-1 R2-GL-203 E 
GL1-2 R2-GL-1 R2-GL-203 D 
GL1-3 R2-GL-1 R2-GL-203 E 

Long Beach, City of 

GL2-1 R2-GL-2 R2-GL-203 T 
GL2-2 R2-GL-2 R2-GL-203 T 
GL2-3 R2-GL-2 R2-GL-203 E 
GL2-4 R2-GL-3 R2-GL-204 T 
GL2-5 R2-GL-3 R2-GL-204 T 
GL2-6 R2-GL-3 R2-GL-205 T 
GL2-7 R2-GL-3 R2-GL-205 T/E 
GL2-8 R2-GL-4 R2-GL-205 T 
GL2-9 R2-GL-4 R2-GL-206 T 
GL2-10 R2-GL-4 R2-GL-206 T 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

GL2-11 R2-GL-4 R2-GL-206 T/E 
GL2-12 R2-GL-4 R2-GL-207 E 
GL2-13 R2-GL-5 R2-GL-207 T/E 
GL2-14 R2-GL-5 R2-GL-207 T 
GL2-15 R2-GL-5 R2-GL-207 T 
GL2-16 R2-GL-6 R2-GL-208 E 
GL2-17 R2-GL-6 R2-GL-208 T/E 
GL2-18 R2-GL-6 R2-GL-208 E 
GL2-19 R2-GL-6 R2-GL-208 T 
GL2-20 R2-GL-7 R2-GL-208 T/E 

Los Alamitos, City of 

GL3-1 R2-GL-10 R2-GL-2010 E 
GL3-2 R2-GL-10 R2-GL-210 E 
GL3-3 R2-GL-11 R2-GL-210 E 
GL3-4 R2-GL-11 R2-GL-211 D/E 
GL3-5 R2-GL-11 R2-GL-211 E 
GL3-6 R2-GL-11 R2-GL-211 E 

Patrick O’Donnell 
GL4-1 R2-GL-12 R2-GL-212 E 
GL4-2 R2-GL-12 R2-GL-212 T/E 

Rossmoor Community Services District GL5-1 R2-GL-12 R2-GL-212 E 

Rossmoor Community Services District 
GL6-1 R2-GL-13 R2-GL-212 E 
GL6-2 R2-GL-13 R2-GL-213 E 

Rossmoor Community Services District GL7-1 R2-GL-14 R2-GL-213 E 
Rossmoor Community Services District GL8-1 R2-GL-15 R2-GL-213 E 

Seal Beach, City of 

GL9-1 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-213 T 
GL9-2 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-214 T 
GL9-3 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-214 T 
GL9-4 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-214 T 
GL9-5 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-214 E 
GL9-6 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-214 E 
GL9-7 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-214 E 
GL9-8 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-214 T 
GL9-9 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-215 E 
GL9-10 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-215 T/E 
GL9-11 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-215 T/E 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

GL9-12 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-215 T/D 
GL9-13 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-216 T/E 
GL9-14 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-216 D/E 
GL9-15 R2-GL-17 R2-GL-217 T 
GL9-16 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-217 E 
GL9-17 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-217 T 
GL9-18 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-217 T 
GL9-19 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-217 T 
GL9-20 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-217 T 
GL9-21 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-218 T/D 
GL9-22 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-218 E 
GL9-23 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-218 T 
GL9-24 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-218 E 
GL9-25 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-218 E 
GL9-26 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-219 T/E 
GL9-27 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-219 T/E 
GL9-28 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-219 T 
GL9-29 R2-GL-18 R2-GL-220 T 
GL9-30 R2-GL-19 R2-GL-220 T/E 
GL9-31 R2-GL-19 R2-GL-221 T/D 
GL9-32 R2-GL-19 R2-GL-221 T/E 
GL9-33 R2-GL-19 R2-GL-221 T/E 
GL9-34 R2-GL-20 R2-GL-221 E 
GL9-35 R2-GL-20 R2-GL-221 E 
GL9-36 R2-GL-21 R2-GL-222 E 
GL9-37 R2-GL-21 R2-GL-222 E 
GL9-38 R2-GL-21 R2-GL-222 E 
GL9-39 R2-GL-21 R2-GL-222 T/E 
GL9-40 R2-GL-21 R2-GL-222 E 
GL9-41 R2-GL-21 R2-GL-223 T/E 
GL9-42 R2-GL-22 R2-GL-223 T 
GL9-43 R2-GL-22 R2-GL-223 E 
GL9-44 R2-GL-26 R2-GL-224 E 
GL9-45 R2-GL-27 R2-GL-225 T 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

GL9-46 R2-GL-27 R2-GL-225 T 
GL9-47 R2-GL-27 R2-GL-225 D/E 
GL9-48 R2-GL-28 R2-GL-226 E 
GL9-49 R2-GL-30 R2-GL-226 E/T 
GL9-50 R2-GL-34 R2-GL-227 E 
GL9-51 R2-GL-37 R2-GL-228 E 
GL9-52 R2-GL-37 R2-GL-228 T 
GL9-53 R2-GL-38 R2-GL-228 D/N 
GL9-54 R2-GL-38 R2-GL-229 E 
GL9-55 R2-GL-38 R2-GL-229 T/E 
GL9-56 R2-GL-40 R2-GL-229 E 
GL9-57 R2-GL-40 R2-GL-229 T/E 
GL9-58 R2-GL-41 R2-GL-230 E 
GL9-59 R2-GL-41 R2-GL-230 T/E 
GL9-60 R2-GL-42 R2-GL-230 T/E 
GL9-61 R2-GL-43 R2-GL-230 T/E 
GL9-62 R2-GL-44 R2-GL-230 T/E 
GL9-63 R2-GL-46 R2-GL-231 T/E 
GL9-64 R2-GL-46 R2-GL-231 T/E 
GL9-65 R2-GL-48 R2-GL-231 T/E 
GL9-66 R2-GL-51  R2-GL-231 T/E 
GL9-67 R2-GL-51 R2-GL-232 T/E 

COMMUNITY GROUP COMMENTS 
Rossmoor Homeowners Association CG1-1 R2-CG-1 R2-CG-4 E 
Los Altos Unified Methodist Church CG2-1 R2-CG-2 R2-CG-4 E 

INDUSTRY AND BUSINESS GROUP COMMENTS 
The Gas Company IBG1-1 R2-IBG-1 R2-IBG-3 E 
Orange County Business Council IBG2-1 R2-IBG-1 R2-IBG-3 E 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 
Dillon Alley PC-A1-1 R2-PC-A-1 R2-PC-A-3 E 

Beth M. Auzmus 
PC-A2-1 R2-PC-A-1 R2-PC-A-3 E 
PC-A2-2 R2-PC-A-1 R2-PC-A-3 T 
PC-A2-3 R2-PC-A-1 R2-PC-A-3 E/A 

Ranko Balog PC-B1-1 R2-PC-B-1 R2-PC-B-5 E 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

Tom Balutis PC-B2-1 R2-PC-B-1 R2-PC-B-5 E 
Jeanne Barragan PC-B3-1 R2-PC-B-1 R2-PC-B-5 E 
bcohenmsw PC-B4-1 R2-PC-B-1 R2-PC-B-6 E 
G. Wesley Barrett PC-B5-1 R2-PC-B-2 R2-PC-B-6 E/N 

Rebecca Barrett 
PC-B6-1 R2-PC-B-2 R2-PC-B-6 N 
PC-B6-2 R2-PC-B-2 R2-PC-B-6 E 

Emma Benavides PC-B7-1 R2-PC-B-2 R2-PC-B-7 E 
Robert Beckers PC-B8-1 R2-PC-B-3 R2-PC-B-7 D/N 
Kevin Bigelow PC-B9-1 R2-PC-B-3 R2-PC-B-7 E 
John Boland PC-B10-1 R2-PC-B-3 R2-PC-B-8 E 

Renee Bolanos 
PC-B11-1 R2-PC-B-3 R2-PC-B-8 E 
PC-B11-2 R2-PC-B-3 R2-PC-B-8 T 

Frank Boynton PC-B12-1 R2-PC-B-3 R2-PC-B-8 E 
Steve & Carol Brumm PC-B13-1 R2-PC-B-4 R2-PC-B-9 D 
Richard Butterfield PC-B14-1 R2-PC-B-4 R2-PC-B-9 E 
Cheryl Cameron PC-C1-1 R2-PC-C-1 R2-PC-C-8 D/A/N/E 
Diana Carey PC-C2-1 R2-PC-C-1 R2-PC-C-8 T/D 
Henrietta Carter PC-C3-1 R2-PC-C-1 R2-PC-C-8 D 

Glen Cauble 
PC-C4-1 R2-PC-C-1 R2-PC-C-8 E 
PC-C4-2 R2-PC-C-1 R2-PC-C-9 E 

Kim Clark PC-C5-1 R2-PC-C-2 R2-PC-C-9 E 
Arnie Cliffgard PC-C6-1 R2-PC-C-2 R2-PC-C-9 D 
Paul Cline PC-C7-1 R2-PC-C-3 R2-PC-C-9 E 
Paul Cline PC-C8-1 R2-PC-C-4 R2-PC-C-10 E 
Paul Cline PC-C9-1 R2-PC-C-5 R2-PC-C-10 E 
Paul Cline PC-C10-1 R2-PC-C-6 R2-PC-C-11 E 
Paul Cline PC-C11-1 R2-PC-C-6 R2-PC-C-11 E 
Manley Cohen PC-C12-1 R2-PC-C-7 R2-PC-C-12 E 
Mark Cole PC-C13-1 R2-PC-C-7 R2-PC-C-12 T/D 
Jane Conover PC-C14-1 R2-PC-C-7 R2-PC-C-12 D 
Dave Corp PC-C15-1 R2-PC-C-7 R2-PC-C-12 E 
David Cota PC-C16-1 R2-PC-C-7 R2-PC-C-13 E 
Melissa Cunningham PC-C17-1 R2-PC-C-7 R2-PC-C-13 E 
Sandy Davidson PC-D1-1 R2-PC-D-1 R2-PC-D-2 T 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

Steve Dees 
PC-D2-1 R2-PC-D-1 R2-PC-D-2 E 
PC-D2-2 R2-PC-D-1 R2-PC-D-3 D 

Michael DeShazo PC-D3-1 R2-PC-D-1 R2-PC-D-3 D 
Lynn Duncan PC-D4-1 R2-PC-D-1 R2-PC-D-3 E 

Terri Epps 
PC-E1-1 R2-PC-E-1 R2-PC-E-2 E 
PC-E1-2 R2-PC-E-1 R2-PC-E-2 E 
PC-E1-3 R2-PC-E-1 R2-PC-E-2 T/D 

Angie Epstein PC-E2-1 R2-PC-E-1 R2-PC-E-2 E 
Steve Erickson PC-E3-1 R2-PC-E-1 R2-PC-E-3 N/V/D 
Glenda Favilla PC-F1-1 R2-PC-F-1 R2-PC-F-7 E/N/A 
Matt Filler PC-F2-1 R2-PC-F-1 R2-PC-F-7 T 
Matt Filler PC-F3-1 R2-PC-F-1 R2-PC-F-7 D 
Matt Filler PC-F4-1 R2-PC-F-1 R2-PC-F-8 D 
Matt Filler PC-F5-1 R2-PC-F-2 R2-PC-F-8 E 
Matt Filler PC-F6-1 R2-PC-F-2 R2-PC-F-9 E 
Matt Filler PC-F7-1 R2-PC-F-3 R2-PC-F-9 D 

Matt Filler 
PC-F8-1 R2-PC-F-3 R2-PC-F-10 T 
PC-F8-2 R2-PC-F-3 R2-PC-F-10 T 
PC-F8-3 R2-PC-F-3 R2-PC-F-10 T 

Mark and Alma Fisher PC-F9-1 R2-PC-F-3 R2-PC-F-10 D 
James Flanagan PC-F10-1 R2-PC-F-4 R2-PC-F-11 E 
Sylvia Flood PC-F11-1 R2-PC-F-4 R2-PC-F-11 E 
Luella Forrai PC-F12-1 R2-PC-F-5 R2-PC-F-11 D 
Steve Forrai PC-F13-1 R2-PC-F-5 R2-PC-F-12 D 

Fred and Midori Fujikawa 
PC-F14-1 R2-PC-F-5 R2-PC-F-12 N 
PC-F14-2 R2-PC-F-6 R2-PC-F-12 D/T 

Larry Fulton PC-F15-1 R2-PC-F-6 R2-PC-F-12 E 
Helga Gergens PC-G1-1 R2-PC-G-1 R2-PC-G-4 E 

William Giser 
PC-G2-1 R2-PC-G-1 R2-PC-G-4 E 
PC-G2-2 R2-PC-G-1 R2-PC-G-4 E 

Susan Graham PC-G3-1 R2-PC-G-2 R2-PC-G-5 E 
David Gray PC-G4-1 R2-PC-G-2 R2-PC-G-5 T 
L. Green PC-G5-1 R2-PC-G-3 R2-PC-G-6 N/E 
Travis Greene PC-G6-1 R2-PC-G-3 R2-PC-G-7 E 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

Steve Grenier PC-G7-1 R2-PC-G-3 R2-PC-G-7 E/D 
Brian Hale PC-H1-1 R2-PC-H-1 R2-PC-H-3 E 
Janet Hoover PC-H2-1 R2-PC-H-1 R2-PC-H-3 E 
Walter Horne PC-H3-1 R2-PC-H-1 R2-PC-H-3 E 
David and Nancy Hunsaker PC-H4-1 R2-PC-H-1 R2-PC-H-3 E 
LG Hunting PC-H5-1 R2-PC-H-2 R2-PC-H-4 E 
LG Hunting PC-H6-1 R2-PC-H-2 R2-PC-H-4 E 
LG Hunting PC-H7-1 R2-PC-H-2 R2-PC-H-4 E 
Suzy Ito PC-I1-1 R2-PC-I-1 R2-PC-I-2 D/N/A 
Dr. J PC-J1-1 R2-PC-J-1 R2-PC-J-3 E 
Dick Jolly PC-J2-1 R2-PC-J-1 R2-PC-J-3 E 
Rodney and Paraskevi June PC-J3-1 R2-PC-J-1 R2-PC-J-3 T/D 
Rodney and Paraskevi June PC-J4-1 R2-PC-J-2 R2-PC-J-4 T/D 
Jim Kat PC-K1-1 R2-PC-K-1 R2-PC-K-3 E 
Keesgal* PC-K2-1 R2-PC-K-1 R2-PC-K-3 E 
Mike Kobel PC-K3-1 R2-PC-K-1 R2-PC-K-3 E 
Candace K. Koogler PC-K4-1 R2-PC-K-2 R2-PC-K-3 D/N/A 
Richard Krumhauer PC-K5-1 R2-PC-K-2 R2-PC-K-4 E 
Diana Lanham PC-L1-1 R2-PC-L-1 R2-PC-L-6 E 

Damon Lanier 
PC-L2-1 R2-PC-L-1 R2-PC-L-6 E 
PC-L2-2 R2-PC-L-1 R2-PC-L-6 N/D 
PC-L2-3 R2-PC-L-1 R2-PC-L-6 E 

Michelle Larsson PC-L3-1 R2-PC-L-2 R2-PC-L-6 T 
Jenea Lawley PC-L4-1 R2-PC-L-2 R2-PC-L-7 D/N/E 
Lorrie LeCou PC-L5-1 R2-PC-L-3 R2-PC-L-7 D/N/A/T/E 
Carl and Elena Levine PC-L6-1 R2-PC-L-4 R2-PC-L-7 D/T/N/A/E 
Van Loney PC-L7-1 R2-PC-L-4 R2-PC-L-8 D/N 
Amy Lounsbury PC-L8-1 R2-PC-L-4 R2-PC-L-8 E 
Greg and Sherryl Lunde PC-L9-1 R2-PC-L-5 R2-PC-L-8 E 
David Lyon PC-L10-1 R2-PC-L-5 R2-PC-L-9 E 
David Lyon PC-L11-1 R2-PC-L-5 R2-PC-L-9 E 

Lisa Peskay Malmsten 
PC-M1-1 R2-PC-M-1 R2-PC-M-8 T 
PC-M1-2 R2-PC-M-1 R2-PC-M-8 E 
PC-M1-3 R2-PC-M-2 R2-PC-M-8 E 
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Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

Luis and Jeannie Martinez PC-M2-1 R2-PC-M-2 R2-PC-M-9 D/N/E 
Michele McLeod PC-M3-1 R2-PC-M-3 R2-PC-M-9 D/N/E 
James and Lynn Medeiros PC-M4-1 R2-PC-M-3 R2-PC-M-9 D/N/A/E 
Stephani Meyers PC-M5-1 R2-PC-M-4 R2-PC-M-10 D/N/E 
Roger Michaud PC-M6-1 R2-PC-M-4 R2-PC-M-10 E 

Gary Miller 
PC-M7-1 R2-PC-M-4 R2-PC-M-10 T 
PC-M7-2 R2-PC-M-4 R2-PC-M-11 T 

Greg Millett PC-M8-1 R2-PC-M-4 R2-PC-M-11 D/E 
Teri Montgomery PC-M9-1 R2-PC-M-5 R2-PC-M-11 E 
Jeffrey Moore PC-M10-1 R2-PC-M-5 R2-PC-M-12 E 

Thomas Moore 
PC-M11-1 R2-PC-M-5 R2-PC-M-12 T 
PC-M11-2 R2-PC-M-5 R2-PC-M-13 E 
PC-M11-3 R2-PC-M-5 R2-PC-M-13 E 

Brad and Trisha Morris PC-M12-1 R2-PC-M-6 R2-PC-M-13 D/T/E/A 
Enette Murachver PC-M13-1 R2-PC-M-7 R2-PC-M-13 E 
Patricia Neal PC-N1-1 R2-PC-N-1 R2-PC-N-3 E 
Jane Nethers PC-N2-1 R2-PC-N-1 R2-PC-N-3 E 
Hung Nguyen PC-N3-1 R2-PC-N-1 R2-PC-N-3 D 
Mrs. Nguyen PC-N4-1 R2-PC-N-1 R2-PC-N-3 E/N/A/D 
Christine Nichols PC-N5-1 R2-PC-N-2 R2-PC-N-4 E/T/D 
Phyllis Nordstrom PC-N6-1 R2-PC-N-2 R2-PC-N-4 E/N/D 
Janine Parker PC-P1-1 R2-PC-P-1 R2-PC-P-4 D/E 
Janine Parker PC-P2-1 R2-PC-P-1 R2-PC-P-4 D/N 
William Petkus PC-P3-1 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-4 E 

Christian Porras 

PC-P4-1 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-5 D 
PC-P4-2 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-5 D 
PC-P4-3 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-5 D 
PC-P4-4 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-6 E 
PC-P4-5 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-7 E 
PC-P4-6 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-7 E 
PC-P4-7 R2-PC-P-2 R2-PC-P-7 E 
PC-P4-8 R2-PC-P-3 R2-PC-P-7 N/D 
PC-P4-9 R2-PC-P-3 R2-PC-P-7 D 

PC-P4-10 R2-PC-P-3 R2-PC-P-7 D 
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Page Number 

Response  
Page 
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Code 

PC-P4-11 R2-PC-P-3 R2-PC-P-7 D 
PC-P4-12 R2-PC-P-3 R2-PC-P-8 E 
PC-P4-13 R2-PC-P-3 R2-PC-P-8 E 

Mr. and Mrs. Woody Randolph PC-R1-1 R2-PC-R-1 R2-PC-R-7 D/A/E 
The Randolphs PC-R2-1 R2-PC-R-2 R2-PC-R-7 E 
The Randolphs PC-R3-1 R2-PC-R-2 R2-PC-R-7 E 

Deborah Randolph 
PC-R4-1 R2-PC-R-2 R2-PC-R-8 D/E 
PC-R4-2 R2-PC-R-2 R2-PC-R-8 N/A 

Timothy Reed 
PC-R5-1 R2-PC-R-3 R2-PC-R-8 E 
PC-R5-2 R2-PC-R-3 R2-PC-R-8 T 

Diane Reksc* PC-R6-1 R2-PC-R-3 R2-PC-R-8 E 
 PC-R6-2 R2-PC-R-3 R2-PC-R-9 T 
 PC-R6-3 R2-PC-R-3 R2-PC-R-9 E 
 PC-R6-4 R2-PC-R-3 R2-PC-R-9 D 
 PC-R6-5 R2-PC-R-3 R2-PC-R-9 T/E 
Kathe Repasi PC-R7-1 R2-PC-R-4 R2-PC-R-10 E 
Robin Ridley PC-R8-1 R2-PC-R-4 R2-PC-R-10 E 

Riem Family 
PC-R9-1 R2-PC-R-4 R2-PC-R-10 N/D/A 
PC-R9-2 R2-PC-R-4 R2-PC-R-10 E 

Scott and Mara Rivers PC-R10-1 R2-PC-R-5 R2-PC-R-10 E/T 
Kevin E. Robinson PC-R11-1 R2-PC-R-5 R2-PC-R-11 D/N/E 

Jim Rueff 
PC-R12-1 R2-PC-R-5 R2-PC-R-11 E/T 
PC-R12-2 R2-PC-R-5 R2-PC-R-11 T 

Joanne Runge PC-R13-1 R2-PC-R-6 R2-PC-R-12 T 
Diane Rush PC-R14-1 R2-PC-R-6 R2-PC-R-12 E 
Michael Sanders PC-S1-1 R2-PC-S-1 R2-PC-S-10 E/T 

Bob Satmary 
PC-S2-1 R2-PC-S-1 R2-PC-S-10 E 
PC-S2-2 R2-PC-S-1 R2-PC-S-10 E 

Dan Schechter and Felice Sussman 
PC-S3-1 R2-PC-S-1 R2-PC-S-10 E 
PC-S3-2 R2-PC-S-1 R2-PC-S-11 D 

Linda Scott PC-S4-1 R2-PC-S-2 R2-PC-S-11 D/N/E 

Kenneth Seiff 
PC-S5-1 R2-PC-S-2 R2-PC-S-11 T 
PC-S5-2 R2-PC-S-3 R2-PC-S-12 T 
PC-S5-3 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-12 T 
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PC-S5-4 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-13 T 
PC-S5-5 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-13 T 
PC-S5-6 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-13 T 
PC-S5-7 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-13 T 

Alan Shipley 
PC-S6-1 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-13 T/E 
PC-S6-2 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-14 E 
PC-S6-3 R2-PC-S-4 R2-PC-S-14 E 

Elliott Singer 
PC-S7-1 R2-PC-S-5 R2-PC-S-14 T 
PC-S7-2 R2-PC-S-5 R2-PC-S-14 E 
PC-S7-3 R2-PC-S-5 R2-PC-S-14 T 

Paulette Smith PC-S8-1 R2-PC-S-5 R2-PC-S-15 D/N/A/E/T 
Mary Stebbins PC-S9-1 R2-PC-S-6 R2-PC-S-15 D/N/A/E 
S. Steponovich PC-S10-1 R2-PC-S-6 R2-PC-S-15 E/T/A 
Doreen Stevens* PC-S11-1 R2-PC-S-6 R2-PC-S-16 T 
Rosie Stewart PC-S12-1 R2-PC-S-7 R2-PC-S-16 D/E 

Harvey Storm 

PC-S13-1 R2-PC-S-7 R2-PC-S-16 D/N/A 
PC-S13-2 R2-PC-S-7 R2-PC-S-16 E 
PC-S13-3 R2-PC-S-7 R2-PC-S-17 D 
PC-S13-4 R2-PC-S-7 R2-PC-S-17 D 

Larry Strawther PC-S14-1 R2-PC-S-8 R2-PC-S-17 E 

Shelly Sustaric 

PC-S15-1 R2-PC-S-8 R2-PC-S-17 T 
PC-S15-2 R2-PC-S-8 R2-PC-S-18 T 
PC-S15-3 R2-PC-S-8 R2-PC-S-18 E 
PC-S15-4 R2-PC-S-9 R2-PC-S-18 T 
PC-S15-5 R2-PC-S-9 R2-PC-S-18 T 
PC-S15-6 R2-PC-S-9 R2-PC-S-19 E 
PC-S15-7 R2-PC-S-9 R2-PC-S-19 T 

Donald and Diane Thompson PC-T1-1 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-3 T/E/N 

Donald and Diane Thompson 

PC-T2-1 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-3 T 
PC-T2-2 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-3 T 
PC-T2-3 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-3 D 
PC-T2-4 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-4 E 
PC-T2-5 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-4 D 
PC-T2-6 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-4 E 
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Page Number 
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Page 
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PC-T2-7 R2-PC-T-1 R2-PC-T-4 D 
Shirley Thronson PC-T3-1 R2-PC-T-2 R2-PC-T-4 T 

Jill Buczkowski Unze 
PC-U1-1 R2-PC-U-1 R2-PC-U-2 E 
PC-U1-2 R2-PC-U-1 R2-PC-U-2 E 

Jay Van Arsdale* PC-V1-1 R2-PC-V-1 R2-PC-V-3 E 

Dick Vincent 
PC-V2-1 R2-PC-V-1 R2-PC-V-3 D/N/A 
PC-V2-2 R2-PC-V-1 R2-PC-V-3 E/T 

Shannon Vincent PC-V3-1 R2-PC-V-2 R2-PC-V-3 D/N/E 
Melanie and Ernie Wallner PC-W1-1 R2-PC-W-1 R2-PC-W-5 D 

Davis E. Walner 
PC-W2-1 R2-PC-W-1 R2-PC-W-5 D/N/A 
PC-W2-2 R2-PC-W-1 R2-PC-W-5 T/A/N 
PC-W2-3 R2-PC-W-1 R2-PC-W-5 E 

David Kahn and Nancy Weintraub PC-W3-1 R2-PC-W-2 R2-PC-W-5 D/N 
Sara Wescott PC-W4-1 R2-PC-W-2 R2-PC-W-6 T 
Leslie Widdup PC-W5-1 R2-PC-W-2 R2-PC-W-6 E 

Nancy Williamson 

PC-W6-1 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-7 A 
PC-W6-2 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-7 D/N 
PC-W6-3 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-7 E 
PC-W6-4 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-7 E 
PC-W6-5 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-7 E/D 
PC-W6-6 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-7 E 

Allen Witbeck PC-W7-1 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-7 E 
Woody PC-W8-1 R2-PC-W-3 R2-PC-W-8 E 
Neal Woolston PC-W9-1 R2-PC-W-4 R2-PC-W-8 E 

David Zawolkow 
PC-Z1-1 R2-PC-Z-1 R2-PC-Z-2 T/E 
PC-Z1-2 R2-PC-Z-1 R2-PC-Z-2 E 

Unidentified 1 PC-UN1-1 R2-PC-UN-1 R2-PC-UN-2 E/D/N/A 
Unidentified 2 PC-UN2-1 R2-PC-UN-1 R2-PC-UN-2 D/N/E/A 

PETITIONS 
Nia Hartman – Remove Toll Roads PC-PET1-1 PET-PC-1 PET-PC-34 E/A/N/T/D 
Janine Parker – Braided Ramps PC-PET2-1 PET-PC-6 PET-PC-34 D/N/A/E 

PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS – LONG BEACH 
Joseph DeMello PH-LB1-1 R2-PH-LB-1 R2-PH-LB-12 E 
Mr. DeMello PH-LB2-1 R2-PH-LB-1 R2-PH-LB-12 E 



March 2015 14 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Table R-2: Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Comment Letter Matrix 

Commenter ID Comment  
Page Number 

Response  
Page 

Number 

Subject 
Code 

Nia Hartman – Remove Toll Roads PH-LB3-1 R2-PH-LB-2 R2-PH-LB-12 E/A/N/T/D 
Raylinn Roseman PH-LB4-1 R2-PH-LB-10 R2-PH-LB-12 E 

Mr. Sithe 
PH-LB5-1 R2-PH-LB-10 R2-PH-LB-13 E 
PH-LB5-2 R2-PH-LB-11 R2-PH-LB-13 E/T 

Note: 
* Comment received after public review period. 
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RESPONSE TO GOVERNMENT (FEDERAL) COMMENTS (GF) 

Response to Comment Letter GF1 

Comment GF1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance for participating 
in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project and acknowledge that the Office 
of Environmental Policy and Compliance has no comments on the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. 
The Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS is 
available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter GF2 

Comment GF2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for 
participating in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. EPA’s comments 
were considered during selection of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. 
Please see Appendix R1 for responses to the referenced comment letter dated July 17, 2012, 
regarding the Draft EIR/EIS. EPA will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS is available for 
review. 
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RESPONSE TO GOVERNMENT (STATE) COMMENTS (GS) 

Response to Comment Letter GS1 

Comment GS1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) for 
participating in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project and acknowledge 
that CDFW has no comments on the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. CDFW will be notified when 
the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter GS2 

Comment GS2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) for participating 
in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. CPUC’s comment is not 
specific to the new information and analysis presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. 
CPUC will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

A site diagnostics meeting will be arranged with the Commission’s Rail Crossing Engineering 
Section, United States Navy, and Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) during the design phase to 
discuss relevant safety issues and requirements for authorization to alter the existing grade-
separated crossings. 

Response to Comment Letter GS3 

Comment GS3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for participating in 
the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. CTC’s comments were considered 
during identified of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be 
notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

CTC shall receive a copy of the Final EIR/EIS and be notified as soon as the environmental 
process is complete so that it may consider the project for future consideration of funding. As 
described, beginning on Page 1-1 of the Final EIR/EIS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
and Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) will be modified to include the 
Preferred Alternative. 
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Response to Comment Letter GS4 

Comment GS4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for participating 
in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. NAHC’s comment is not 
specific to the new information and analysis presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. 
NAHC will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Appendix R1 
(Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS) for Responses to Comments GS5-1 through GS5-5. 
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RESPONSE TO GOVERNMENT (REGIONAL) COMMENTS (GR) 

Response to Comment Letter GR1 

Comment GR1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identified of the Preferred Alternative, as 
described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Caltrans District 12 and OCTA have been coordinating with the City of Long Beach and 
Caltrans District 7 on the project. The fair share percentages included in the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS Measures T-10 and T-11 represent the proportionality for distribution of the costs of the 
improvements among the parties. The fair share funding for SR-22/7th Street is fully explained in 
the Responses to Long Beach Comments GL2-5 and GL2-6. 

Comment GR1-2 

The cross section of each of the build alternatives at the Los Angeles county line is unchanged 
from the existing condition. Caltrans District 12 and OCTA have no plans to make 
improvements to the I-405/I-605/SR-22 interchange beyond those currently under construction 
as part of the West County Connectors Project and those included in the proposed I-405 
Improvement Project; however, Caltrans District 12 and OCTA will fully collaborate with Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) and Gateway Cities Council 
of Governments (GCCOG) in evaluating potential improvements to the interchange as part of 
ongoing planning and programming processes at any or all of the agencies.  

Comment GR1-3 

For a discussion of the Orange County Transportation Analysis Model (OCTAM) and Gateway 
Cities travel demand forecasting models, please see the Response to Long Beach Comment 
GR2-9. A comparison was made between the Gateway Cities model and the OCTAM model 
during development of the supplemental traffic study, and the forecast volume differences 
between the two were found to be within the range of validation error.  

Comment GR1-4 

The design exceptions are identified in the Draft Project Report, which is available on request 
from Caltrans. Design exceptions are not typically identified individually in environmental 
documents. 
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Comment GR1-5 

Ramp analysis is included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. Table 2-4 presents ramp and ramp 
junction peak-hour level of service (LOS) and other data for the existing condition; future 
condition ramp junction analysis is presented in Tables 3-6, 3-9, 4-6, 4-9, 5-6, 5-9, 6-6, and 6-9. 
Analysis of LOS and queuing on-ramp approaches to arterial intersections are presented in 
Tables 2-1 and 2-2, respectively, for the existing condition; future conditions are presented in 
Tables 3-1, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, 4-1, 4-2, 4-3, 4-4, 5-1, 5-2, 5-3, 5-4, 6-1, 6-2, 6-3, and 6-4. The analysis 
included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS is consistent with the analysis presented in the Draft 
EIR/EIS.   

Comment GR1-6 

It is agreed that the projected traffic volumes for the build alternatives should not decrease 
compared to the No Build Alternative, unless there is some diversion onto other roadways. The 
decrease in the traffic volumes is minor (from 990/1,210 during the AM/PM peak hours under 
the No Build Alternative in 2040 to 870/1,080 under Alternative 1, 850/1,040 under Alternative 
2, and 860/1,080 under Alternative 3). To the extent that this volume reduction results in 
diversion to other paths, increased traffic on those other paths has been accounted for and 
analyzed in the arterial analysis presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment GR1-7 

Caltrans appreciate Metro’s effort reviewing the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. After further 
investigation of the traffic volumes presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, we have 
identified the cause of the lower high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) volumes on I-405 in Los 
Angeles County under Alternative 3 than under Alternatives 1 and 2 as an inconsistency in 
processing the traffic volumes, which is revised and corrected in the Final EIR/EIS. The revised 
traffic volumes show an increase in HOV volumes under Alternative 3 compared to Alternatives 
1 and 2. The revised volumes and volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratios presented in the Final EIR/EIS 
do not materially change the findings of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment GR1-8 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS includes analysis of locations in Los Angeles County. The 
locations referred to in the comment are all in Orange County and are covered in the Draft 
EIR/EIS and the Traffic Study Report – San Diego Freeway (I-405) Improvement Project SR-73 
to I-605. No microsimulations were completed of these areas. 

With respect to the locations where the additional general purpose (GP) lanes included in all of 
the build alternatives terminate within the I-405 interchange at SR-22/7th Street/I-605, please see 
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Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line where a 
detailed summary of the analysis presented in the Draft EIR/EIS and Traffic Study is provided. 

With respect to the areas where the Express Lanes in Orange County transition to the HOV lanes 
in Los Angeles County, traffic operations analysis is presented on page 3.1.6-96 and in Table 
3.1.6-17 (page 3.1.6-97) of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment GR1-9 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS includes analysis of locations in Los Angeles County. The 
locations referred to in the comment are in Orange County. The Draft EIR/EIS and the Traffic 
Study Report – San Diego Freeway (I-405) Improvement Project SR-73 to I-605 include 
evaluations of the I-405/I-605/SR-22 interchange referenced in the comment. Table 2.3.1 of the 
Traffic Study shows the existing traffic volume, volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio, vehicle density, 
and LOS during the AM and PM peak hours in each direction for each mainline freeway link 
along I-405 within the project area. The table also includes evaluation of I-605 north of I-405. 
Tables 2.4.1 and 2.4.2 provide these same data for the No Build Alternative in years 2020 and 
2040. Tables 3.4.1, 3.4.2, 4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1, and 5.4.2 provide these data for Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3, respectively. The operations of the branch connectors (freeway-to-freeway ramps) within 
the interchange are summarized in Table 2.3.2 of the Traffic Study for the existing condition. 
Branch connectors under future conditions are summarized in Tables 2.4.3, 2.4.4, 2.4.5, 2.5.3, 
2.5.4, 2.5.5, 2.6.3, 2.6.4, 2.6.5, 2.7.3, 2.7.4, and 2.7.5. Branch connector data are summarized in 
Tables 3.1.6-9 and 3.1.6-15 of the Draft EIR/EIS. For a discussion of northbound I-405 as it 
approaches the interchange, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/ 
Los Angeles County Line.  

Response to Comment Letter GR2 

Comment GR2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identified of the Preferred Alternative, as 
described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Appendix R1, Response to Comment GR4-16, for the response to South Coast Air 
Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) comment on the air quality analysis of the 
bottleneck at the north end of the project. The Draft EIR/EIS and Traffic Study provide data on 
traffic conditions on I-405 near the north end of the project. These data were used in the 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R2 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-GR-8 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

determination of emissions and air quality impacts. See also Common Response – Traffic Flow 
at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment GR2-2 

With the implementation of proposed traffic measures T-10 and T-11, all project contributions to 
adverse cumulative effects at all of these intersections would be minimized. As described in 
Measure T-10, improvements to City of Long Beach intersections shall be implemented by the 
City of Long Beach, with the City of Long Beach bearing responsibility for necessary clearances 
and permits. As described in Measure T-11, proposed improvements to Caltrans intersections 
shall be implemented by Caltrans, with Caltrans bearing responsibility for necessary clearances 
and permits. Therefore, the City of Long Beach and Caltrans would be responsible for 
quantifying any potential air quality impacts as a result of future improvements at these 
intersections. 

Comment GR2-3 

The significant impacts referenced in the comment are cumulative significant impacts. The 
proposed I-405 project contributes to those impacts but is not responsible for fully causing or 
fully mitigating these impacts. The mitigation is the payment of the fair share, not the 
implementation of the proposed improvement. Measures T-10 and T-11 require that OCTA enter 
into agreements with the City of Long Beach and Caltrans, respectively. Those agreements will 
specify the responsibilities of the parties to use the funds provided by OCTA to fund only the 
implementation of the improvements identified in the measures. The source of the remainder of 
the funds to implement the improvements identified in the measures is the responsibility of the 
implementing agency as in any fair share arrangement. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
acknowledges that the portion of the funding for the improvements identified in the measures 
that is not provided by OCTA has not been identified. On page 4-27, the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS states: “Caltrans is committed to the fair share funding percentages as stated below. 
However, if the City of Long Beach and the State of California are unable to get 100 percent of 
the remaining funds, then Measure T-10 and/or Measure T-11 will be deemed infeasible due to 
impacts identified as significant and not fully mitigable; consequently, Findings and a Statement 
of Overriding Considerations would be prepared for inclusion in the Final EIR/EIS to comply 
with State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3, Section 
15903), and the Department of Transportation and California Transportation Commission 
Environmental Regulations (Title 21 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 11, Section 
1501).” 
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Comment GR2-4 

Section 4-1 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides a comparison of the future build 
conditions to the existing condition. This comparison is the basis for the identification of 
cumulative significant impacts under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 
4-1 also includes a comparison of the build conditions to the no-build condition to determine the 
extent of the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impacts.  

Comment GR2-5 

Responses to all comments received on the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and the Draft EIR/EIS 
will be provided in the Final EIR/EIS. With regard to a potential bottleneck at the north end of 
the project, please see Response to Comment GR2-1.  

Comment GR2-6 

Please see Appendix R1, Response to Comment GR4-16, for the response to SCAQMD’s 
comment on the air quality analysis of the bottleneck at the north end of the project. 

Comment GR2-7 

Please see Response to Comment GR2-2 above. 

Comment GR2-8 

The significant impacts referenced in the comment are cumulative significant impacts. The 
proposed I-405 project contributes to those impacts but is not responsible for fully causing or 
fully mitigating these impacts. The mitigation is the payment of the fair share, not the 
implementation of the proposed improvement. Please see Response to Comment GR2-3.  

Comment GR2-9 

Section 4-1 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides a comparison of the build conditions to 
the existing condition. This comparison is the basis for the identification of cumulative 
significant impacts under CEQA. Section 4-1 also includes a comparison of the future build 
conditions to the no-build condition to determine the extent of the project’s contribution to the 
cumulative significant impacts. Chapter 3 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS determines adverse 
effects of the project under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) using a comparison 
of the future build conditions to the future no-build condition. 
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Response to Comment Letter GR3 

Comment GR3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

A direct connector between the medians of I-405 and SR-73 is included in Alternative 3, but it is 
not included in Alternatives 1 and 2, whose southern project limits are north of Harbor 
Boulevard.  

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identified. 
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RESPONSE TO GOVERNMENT (LOCAL) COMMENTS (GL) 

Response to Comment Letter GL1 

Comment GL1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the City of Fountain Valley for participating in the environmental 
process for the I-405 Improvement Project. The City’s comment is not specific to the new 
information and analysis presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, the City’s 
comments were addressed in Appendix R1 (Draft EIR/EIS Response to Comments).  

Please see Common Response – Impacts to Businesses, which includes a subsection with the 
heading Magnolia/Warner Interchange on the Southbound Side of I-405. 

Comment GL1-2 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange. 

Comment GL1-3 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter GL2 

Comment GL2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the City of Long Beach for participating in the environmental process 
for the I-405 Improvement Project. The City’s comments on new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the 
Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. The City will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Responses to Comments GL2-8 through GL2-15. 

Comment GL2-2 

Please see Responses to Comments GL2-16 through GL2-19. 

Comment GL2-3 

The comment period during public circulation of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was identified 
as the most efficient means to obtain comments on, and reach consensus about, the feasibility of 
the proposed measures, their funding, and the agency to be responsible for each measure. 
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Measures T-10 and T-11 include the requirement for OCTA to conclude agreements with the 
City of Long Beach and Caltrans, respectively, regarding the fair share payments and 
improvements proposed in each measure. Further coordination among OCTA, Caltrans, the City 
of Long Beach, Metro, and Gateways COG is anticipated prior to conclusion of those 
agreements.   

Comment GL2-4 

Caltrans appreciates that the City of Long Beach has provided options for consideration as 
measures to address the cumulative adverse effects at some of the intersections along 7th Street in 
Long Beach. The options are more fully addressed in Response to Comment GL2-20.  

Analysis of the proposed improvements at the intersection of College Park Drive and the SR-22 
westbound ramps is presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The analysis shows that the 
queues would not back up onto the SR-22 westbound freeway. The following table presents the 
anticipated queues; the data are presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long 
Beach Area in Appendices III A-1, III A-2, IV A-1, and IV A-2 for Alternative 1 year 2020, 
Alternative 1 year 2040, Alternative 2 year 2020, and Alternative 2 year 2040, respectively. The 
table shows that the 95th percentile queues anticipated approaching the intersection with the 
proposed signal would not exceed 240 ft during the peak hours in the years 2020 and 2040. The 
distance from the stop line for the proposed signal at the intersection of the ramp with College 
Park Drive to the gore point is approximately 850 ft. 

Anticipated 95th Percentile Queues on the SR-22 Westbound Exit Ramp Approach  
to the Proposed Signal at College Park Drive 

  Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

2020 
AM 142 148 
PM 223 240 

2040 
AM 160 189 
PM 226 240 

 

The improvements proposed at the intersection of 7th Street and Bellflower Boulevard in the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS do not require any additional ROW, as shown in Figure 4-8 in 
Appendix B2 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment GL2-5 

As noted in the comment, 7th Street currently operates at LOS F. A comparison of the volumes at 
intersections along 7th Street under the existing condition (Figure 3-5 of the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS) with the forecast volumes for the 2040 No Build Alternative (Figure 3-18 of the 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT   RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-GL-205 March 2015 

Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) shows that traffic is anticipated to increase along 7th Street without 
the proposed I-405 project. Consequently, there is an adverse effect on 7th Street traffic without 
the project. The additional increment of traffic on 7th Street associated with the proposed project 
results in cumulative effects of traffic from the project and from other sources that are greater 
than those solely from the project alone. Consequently, the measures included in the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are not intended to address all of the deterioration in traffic service 
expected between the existing condition and year 2040. 

Comment GL2-6 

Since, as explained in Response to Comment GL2-5, the measures are not intended to address all 
traffic operations deterioration regardless of source, projects other than the I-405 Improvement 
Project and/or other funding sources will be required to obtain the balance of full funding for 
construction of the proposed improvement measures. 

Comment GL2-7 

The measures proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS fully address adverse traffic effects 
within Long Beach. As noted in Response to Comment GL2-5, deterioration of traffic service at 
intersections identified as having significant cumulative project impacts is not solely attributable 
to the project. Consequently, implementation of the proposed improvements in Measures T-10 
and T-11 are not solely the responsibility of the proposed project. Measures T-10 and T-11 
include the requirement for OCTA to conclude agreements with the City of Long Beach and 
Caltrans, respectively, regarding the fair share payments and improvements proposed in each 
measure. Further coordination among OCTA, Caltrans, the City of Long Beach, Metro, and 
Gateways COG is anticipated prior to conclusion of those agreements.   

Comment GL2-8 

The Supplemental Traffic Study and the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS cover more than ramp 
terminus intersections. A total of 36 intersections are included in the analysis, of which 14 are 
not ramp termini. Two intersections were studied on Palo Verde Avenue, and adverse effects 
were not found near the freeway, so it is unlikely that adverse effects would be found farther 
away from the freeway. Similarly, 5 intersections were evaluated on Studebaker Road and 1 on 
Atherton Street, with no finding of adverse effect. One intersection on Bellflower north of I-405 
(at the I-405 ramps) was studied and found not to have adverse effects. These findings show that 
the definition of the study area was accurate for the determination of potential adverse effects of 
the project in Long Beach. 
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Comment GL2-9 

While the OCTAM traffic demand forecasting model is focused on Orange County, the zone 
structure and detailed network of arterials in the Long Beach study area is fine grained because 
of its proximity to Orange County. Network improvements were incorporated into the model 
used for the forecasting in the Long Beach area. Socioeconomic data used in the forecasting 
process were the approved SCAG data. Use of a model other than the OCTAM model in the 
Long Beach area would create forecasting inconsistencies at the boundaries between the two 
models, as well as inconsistencies in forecasting methods. Given the fine-grained nature of the 
OCTAM model in the Long Beach study area, the need for consistency between the forecasts in 
the Orange County and Long Beach areas outweighs the problems associated with the use of 
different forecasting tools and methods associated with using different models for the two areas. 

During preparation of the supplemental traffic study, a traffic volume comparison was conducted 
to compare traffic volumes generated by the OCTAM model and the Gateway Cities traffic 
model. The results showed that the OCTAM model results were consistent with the Gateway 
traffic model for both the freeway system and local roadway network, with minor differences 
compared to the total volumes projected for the roadway network within the study area that were 
well within acceptable validation error. 

Comment GL2-10 

While the City of Long Beach may require the use of the intersection capacity utilization (ICU) 
method to evaluate traffic for environmental documents for which it is the lead agency, the lead 
agency for the I-405 Improvement Project is Caltrans, whose standard practices were followed in 
the preparation of the traffic information and evaluation. Caltrans requires use of the Highway 
Capacity Manual (HCM) method in the preparation of traffic studies. 

Comment GL2-11 

Caltrans standard practice for the assessment of effects to traffic as adverse, or of impacts to 
traffic as significant, does not include prescribed quantitative methods. Caltrans practice is to 
consider the data available in the determination of whether effects rise to the level of being 
adverse or impacts to the level of significance. While many communities, such as the City of 
Long Beach, have prescribed quantitative methods for the determination of an adverse effect or 
significant impact to traffic, this is not the practice of Caltrans, which is the lead agency for the 
I-405 Improvement Project. Caltrans’ approach avoids the potential for a prescribed quantitative 
method to fail to consider additional factors that may not be quantitative. The Caltrans approach 
allows consideration of the total evidence available and thereby provides a more complete 
approach to determination of significance of impacts. Environmental documents, including this 
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one, circulated by Caltrans undergo thorough peer reviews so that the judgment of no one 
professional is responsible for any of the findings or conclusions with respect to the significance 
of impacts. It should also be noted, that among the local jurisdictions along the project corridor, 
there are different quantitative methods used to determine the significance of impacts.   

Comment GL2-12 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS addresses both CEQA and NEPA requirements. The 
terminology of “effects,” “measures,” and “adverse” are based on NEPA requirements. Chapter 
4 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS addresses CEQA and uses terminology such as “impact” 
and “significant” with which the commenter is familiar. For example, Table 4-1 in the CEQA 
chapter (Chapter 4) has columns labeled “Cumulative Significant Impact” and “Project 
Contribution to Significant Impact”; Section 4.2 in the CEQA chapter is titled “Mitigation 
Measures for Significant Impacts under CEQA”. Measures T-10 and T-11 are project 
commitments that will be implemented during the design phase of the project. 

Comment GL2-13 

As noted in Response to Comment GL2-9, the socioeconomic data used to generate trips are the 
approved SCAG data. Whether distribution and assignment of those trips to the traffic network 
under the no-build condition includes some “freeway by-pass” traffic is not related to an 
assessment of the extent to which the I-405 Improvement Project will add an additional 
increment of traffic to roadways in Long Beach such that those roadways suffer deterioration of 
traffic operations. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS concerns the traffic in Long Beach resulting 
from the proposed I-405 Improvement Project; it is not required to, nor does it, address “growth, 
even cumulative growth, [that] is in fact directly related to changes in travel demand on the 
Caltrans system….” The fair share percentages shown in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS reflect 
the forecast contribution of the I-405 Improvement Project to increases in traffic at their 
respective intersections. 

Comment GL2-14 

The use of other models to forecast traffic in the Long Beach area is addressed in Response to 
Comment GL2-9. Based on the forecasts, the fair share percentages shown in the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS reflect the forecast contribution of the I-405 Improvement Project to increases in 
traffic at their respective intersections. 

Comment GL2-15 

See Response to Comments GL2-5 and GL2-6 for discussion of the fair share topic.  
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Comment GL2-16 

The public was given the opportunity to comment on the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS during the 
45-day comment period from June 28 to August 12, 2013. Comments were received by letter, 
e-mail, and in person at the public hearing held on July 24, 2013, in Long Beach. 

Comment GL2-17 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS uses terminology consistent with both NEPA and CEQA. See 
Response to Comment GL2-12. Implementation of the proposed improvement measures in Long 
Beach as separate projects is due to the fact that the I-405 Improvement Project is responsible for 
only an increment of the additional traffic expected at the intersections for which improvements 
are proposed, as explained in Response to Comment GL2-5. 

Comment GL2-18 

Circulation of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was determined to be an effective means for 
receiving comments from the City of Long Beach, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority, the Gateway Cities Council of Governments, and other parties on the 
proposed improvement measures on roadways in Long Beach. Measures T-10 and T-11 include 
the requirement for OCTA to conclude agreements with the City of Long Beach and Caltrans, 
respectively, regarding the fair share payments and improvements proposed in each measure. 
Further coordination among OCTA, Caltrans, the City of Long Beach, Metro, and Gateways 
COG is anticipated prior to conclusion of those agreements. 

Comment GL2-19 

Measures T-10 and T-11, described in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, are the improvement 
measures proposed in Long Beach.  

Comment GL2-20 

Caltrans appreciates the effort the City of Long Beach expended to review and suggest 
improvements to the measures proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. Additionally, 
Caltrans appreciates the acceptance as feasible the improvements at the following locations:  

a. Los Coyotes Diagonal and Bellflower Boulevard 
b. 7th Street and West Campus Drive 
c. Willow Street and Bellflower Boulevard 
d. Willow Street and Los Coyotes Diagonal 
e. Willow Street and Woodruff Avenue 
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For the intersection of the SR-22 westbound on-/off-ramp and College Park Drive (intersection 2 
in the comment), the City of Long Beach proposal to separate the SR-22 westbound ramps from 
College Park Drive requires substantially more work than is required to address the cumulative 
adverse effect of the I-405 Improvement Project on the intersection. Because Measure T-11 
provides that the I-405 Improvement Project would make a fair share contribution for the 
improvements included in the measure, that fair share amount would be unaffected and could be 
used by Caltrans to implement either the improvement included in the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS, the improvement suggested by the City of Long Beach, or any other improvement that 
addresses the cumulative adverse effect at the intersection.  

For the intersection of 7th Street and Pacific Coast Highway (intersection 3 in the comment), the 
City of Long Beach proposal would require acquisition of ROW along the south side of 7th 
Street, including impacts to structures at the gas station in the southeast quadrant of the 
intersection. The improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS would not require 
any ROW. It would be difficult to justify the ROW acquisition identified in the comment.  

For the intersection of 7th Street and Bellflower Boulevard (intersection 5 in the comment), the 
City of Long Beach proposal would eliminate a northbound through lane and provide dual 
eastbound and westbound left-turn lanes where single lanes exist currently. The City of Long 
Beach proposal would require acquisition of ROW along the south side of 7th Street. The 
improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS would require no ROW. It would be 
difficult to justify the ROW acquisition identified in the comment, because the measure proposed 
in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS does not require additional ROW and addresses the 
cumulative adverse effect.  

For the intersection of 7th Street and East Campus Drive (intersection 9 in the comment), the City 
of Long Beach proposal would extend the eastbound left-turn lane. That is one of the elements 
included in Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS Measure T-11, which includes “maximizing eastbound 
and westbound left-turn pocket lengths.” However, by itself, extending the eastbound left-turn 
lane is insufficient improvement to address the cumulative adverse effect at the intersection. The 
additional improvements proposed in Measure T-11 are needed to address the cumulative 
adverse effect.  

For the intersection of 7th Street and Channel Drive (intersection 10 in the comment), the City of 
Long Beach proposal would provide dual left-turn lanes in both the eastbound and westbound 
directions along 7th Street. This is more work than is required to address the cumulative adverse 
effect of the I-405 Improvement Project on the intersection, which can be addressed through 
provision of dual left-turn lanes in the westbound direction and restriping of the southbound 
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approach to provide dual exclusive left-turn lanes. Because Measure T-11 provides that the I-405 
Improvement Project would make a fair share contribution for the improvements included in the 
measure, that fair share amount would be unaffected and could be used by Caltrans to implement 
either the improvement included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, the improvement suggested 
by the City of Long Beach, or any other improvement that addresses the cumulative adverse 
effect at the intersection. 

Response to Comment Letter GL3 

Comment GL3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the City of Los Alamitos for participating in the environmental 
process for the I-405 Improvement Project. The City’s comments on new information and 
analysis presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification 
of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. The City will be notified at the 
address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The limits of the I-405 Improvement Project are based on a lengthy project development process 
dating back to 2003 when the Major Investment Study for the corridor was started. 
Improvements to I-605 in Orange County have not been considered during any part of the 
process except as necessary to accommodate the transition of the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 
to the HOV lanes along I-605 north of the I-405 interchange. The Willow/Katella interchange 
was evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS for potential significant impacts of the proposed project, but 
none were found.  

Comment GL3-2 

OCTA is currently developing Measure M Extension Project M, which the Measure M 2020 
Plan says would “Improve freeway access and arterial connection to I-605 at Katella Avenue, 
which serves the communities of Los Alamitos and Cypress.” The Measure M 2020 Plan also 
says that “The I-605/Katella Avenue interchange project will include both freeway and arterial 
improvements that will reduce congestion, traffic queuing, and delay within the interchange 
area.”  

Comment GL3-3 

The Spring/Cerritos interchange is not within the proposed project limits. See Response to 
Comment GL3-1 for a description of the history of the project limits. The Spring Street 
interchange was evaluated as part of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS for potential significant 
impacts of the proposed project, but none were found. 
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Comment GL3-4 

If Los Alamitos and/or Katella Avenue in the city of Los Alamitos become detour routes during 
I-405 construction, an agreement will be required with the City. However, no ramp or bridge 
closures are anticipated for the I-405 Improvement Project in the area north of Bolsa Chica Road. 
Consequently, substantial traffic impacts in Los Alamitos are not deemed likely. The off-ramp 
from I-405 southbound to Bolsa Chica Road is anticipated to be closed from 10 to 30 days, as 
reported in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.1.4-25. The Bolsa Chica Road overcrossing will require 
replacement as part of the project. A detailed Traffic Management Plan will be prepared to cover 
the Bolsa Chica Road overcrossing replacement and ramp closure that may include use of Seal 
Beach Boulevard as an alternative route.  

Comment GL3-5 

Caltrans and OCTA cannot commit to implement, as part of the I-405 Improvement Project, 
improvements that are part of other projects. 

Comment GL3-6 

Responses to all comments received on the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS will be provided in the 
Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final 
EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter GL4 

Comment GL4-1 

There has been substantial coordination with the City of Long Beach, which is a formal 
Participating Agency under NEPA. For more details on the extent of coordination with the City 
of Long Beach, see Common Response – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, 
OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach.  

Comment GL4-2 

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-11 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on SR-22 (7th 
Street), which is a State highway. This fair share would be contributed by the I-405 Improvement 
Project for the proposed improvements. The remainder of the funding would be the responsibility 
of the State, not the City of Long Beach.  

A comparison of the volumes at intersections along 7th Street under the existing condition 
(Figure 3-5 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) with the forecast volumes for the 2040 No Build 
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Alternative (Figure 3-18 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) shows that traffic is anticipated to 
increase along 7th Street without the proposed I-405 Improvement Project. Consequently, there is 
an adverse effect on 7th Street traffic without the project. The additional increment of traffic on 
7th Street associated with the proposed project results in cumulative effects of traffic from the 
project and from other sources that are greater than those solely from the project alone. 
Consequently, the measures included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are not intended to 
address all of the deterioration in traffic service expected between the existing condition and year 
2040.  

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-10 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on streets owned by 
the City of Long Beach. The remainder of the funding at these locations would be the 
responsibility of the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter GL5 

Comment GL5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Rossmoor Community Services District for participating in the 
environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the 
new information and analysis presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your 
comments were addressed in Appendix R1 (Draft EIR/EIS Response to Comments). You will be 
notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The petition by Rossmoor residents is included as Comment PC-PET-1.  

The YouTube video referenced in the comment has not been included or addressed. In the 
“General Information about This Document” behind the cover page, the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS states: “If you have any comments regarding the information contained in this 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, please attend the public hearing and/or send your written 
comments to Caltrans by August 12, 2013.” A YouTube video is not a written comment, nor can 
it be reproduced for inclusion in the Final EIR/EIS.  

Response to Comment Letter GL6 

Comment GL6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Rossmoor Community Services District for participating in the 
environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. The City will be notified at the 
address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Comment GL6-2 

Please see Appendix R1 Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter GL7 

Comment GL7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Rossmoor Community Services District for participating in the 
environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. The Rossmoor Community Services 
District will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is 
available for review. Pursuant to the provisions of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century Act (MAP-21), for streamlining purposes, the recommended approach was to keep the 
public review period within the timeframe specified in the project schedule. Therefore, Caltrans 
respectfully declined your request to extend the public review period for the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS for the I-405 Improvement Project. 

Response to Comment Letter GL8 

Comment GL8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Rossmoor Community Services District for participating in the 
environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. The Rossmoor Community Services 
District will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is 
available for review. 

Please see Appendix R1 Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and 
Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter GL9 

Comment GL9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Appendix R1 Responses to Comments GL14-1 through GL14-316 for responses to 
your comments on the Draft EIR/EIS.  
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Comment GL9-2 

The Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013, was made  
available with the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS on the Caltrans project Web site 
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm) on June 28, 2013, and was available for download 
throughout the comment period.  

Comment GL9-3 

The Supplemental Traffic Study referenced in the document is the Supplemental Traffic Study 
Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013.  

Comment GL9-4 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was circulated with the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – 
Long Beach Area, dated June 2013. The latter document was used as a source document for the 
former document. Other earlier editions of the Supplemental Traffic Study were preliminary 
drafts; therefore, they were not circulated.  

Comment GL9-5 

The documents circulated in conformance with the NEPA and CEQA requirements are the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area, 
dated June 2013. Preliminary draft technical studies were not used in the preparation of the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; therefore, they were not circulated.  

Comment GL9-6 

See Response to Comment GL9-5.  

Comment GL9-7 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS covered new information not previously reported in the Draft 
EIR/EIS related to traffic in Long Beach proximate to the proposed project. Supplemental Traffic 
Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013, was the source technical document for that 
new information. Information on the “entire mainline project, interchanges, and intersections” 
was previously published in the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-8 

See Response to Comment GL9-1.  

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm


FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT   RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-GL-215 March 2015 

Comment GL9-9 

The purpose of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was to present new information related to 
potential traffic impacts in Long Beach associated with the project. Topics related to the Locally 
Preferred Alternative (LPA), the RTP, and the FTIP are not the subject of the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS; however, please see Draft EIR/EIS Appendix R1, Draft EIR/EIS Response to 
Comments, for responses to comments regarding these topics. 

Comment GL9-10 

The air quality analysis prepared for the project was presented as part of the Draft EIR/EIS. 
Topics related to air quality are not the subject of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The air 
quality analysis (see Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS) used the same source data as traffic 
speeds reported in the Traffic Study (Tables 2.4.10, 2.5.10, 2.6.10, and 2.7.10) and Draft 
EIR/EIS (Table 3.1.6-6). There is a range of speeds that occurs within the LOS F designation 
from a high of 53 mph to a low of zero mph, so speeds under LOS F conditions under different 
alternatives are not the same. The preliminary results of traffic analysis on I-110 following 
implementation of the Express Lanes on that freeway are not germane to or indicative of 
expectations on I-405 for two reasons. First, the results are preliminary for the period 
immediately following implementation of the Express Lanes and do not represent the conditions 
anticipated over the long term. Second, the project that implemented Express Lanes on I-110 did 
not add any additional lanes as is proposed under Alternative 3.    

Comment GL9-11 

The purpose of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was to present new information related to 
potential traffic impacts in Long Beach associated with the project. Topics related to transit are 
not the subject of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The Draft EIR/EIS does not identify any 
impacts to public transportation as a result of the proposed project. Public transit vehicles would 
continue to be eligible to use the HOV lanes in Alternatives 1 and 2, as well as have free use of 
the Express Lanes in Alternative 3.  

Comment GL9-12 

The purpose of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was to present new information related to 
potential traffic impacts in Long Beach associated with the project. Topics related to occupancy 
requirements in HOV lanes of Alternatives 1 and 2 and in Express Lanes of Alternative 3 are not 
the subject of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. No change in the HOV occupancy requirement is 
proposed under Alternatives 1 and 2. Under Alternative 3, HOV3+ vehicles would not pay a toll 
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to use the Express Lanes, and HOVs with 2 occupants would pay a toll under the preliminary 
Express Lane operating policies summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 2-18.  

Based on the speed and travel time data presented in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-6 and 
3.1.6-7, the addition of a GP lane in each direction under Alternative 3 will result in increased 
efficiency in the GP lanes. The addition of a second managed lane in each direction south of 
SR-22 will increase efficiency in the managed lanes. Current users of the GP lanes who remain 
in the GP lanes are anticipated to experience an improvement in efficiency. Current users of the 
HOV lanes who elect to use the Express Lanes will experience an improvement in efficiency. 
Current users of the HOV lanes who elect to use the GP lanes will experience a reduction in 
efficiency. Current users of the GP lanes who elect to use the Express Lanes will experience an 
increase in efficiency. Overall, the average user of I-405 within the project limits will experience 
greater efficiency under Alternative 3.   

Comment GL9-13 

Measures proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS to address significant cumulative traffic 
impacts in Long Beach result in those impacts being less than significant. While transportation 
demand management (TDM), transit, and other measures could have been proposed, the 
measures proposed directly address the impacts at the site of the impacts. TDM, transit, and other 
options have a much wider geography and would not be measurably effective at addressing the 
site-specific significant cumulative traffic impacts in Long Beach.  

Comment GL9-14 

The purpose of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was to present new information related to 
potential traffic impacts in Long Beach associated with the project. Topics related to project 
limits and lane drops of the project alternatives are not the subject of the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS. The limits of the project impacts were expanded to the north and are presented in the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. Those limits extend to Lakewood Boulevard along I-405, to PCH 
along SR-22 (7th Street), and to Carson Street along I-605 and include all of the interchanges 
along those routes as well as intersections in the vicinity of those interchanges. The limits of the 
impacts to the south extend along SR-73 south of I-405 to Bear Street and along I-405 south of 
SR-73 to Bristol Street. Origin/destination information is inherent in the travel demand 
forecasting used to forecast future traffic demand. Traffic volumes continuing beyond the project 
limits in the north along I-405 and I-605, as well as in the south along I-405 and SR-73, clearly 
justify the need for the improvements proposed in all three of the build alternatives. See also 
Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.   
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Comment GL9-15 

Measures T-10 and T-11 are fair share contributions to improvements identified in response to 
cumulative adverse effects. The improvements at the locations in Long Beach are not to be 
implemented as part of the I-405 Improvement Project but as separate projects by the City of 
Long Beach and Caltrans, as stated in each of the measures. The preparation of required 
environmental analyses, such as air quality, water quality, and noise, would be provided as part 
of development of the projects to be implemented by the City of Long Beach and Caltrans.  

Comment GL9-16 

Chapter 6 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and Appendix H of the Draft EIR/EIS provide a 
complete listing of referenced materials.  

Comment GL9-17 

The new information is clearly presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach 
Area, dated June 2013, and summarized in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The report prepared 
by Iteris is not part of the environmental document and is neither presented nor analyzed as part 
of the I-405 Improvement Project environmental process.  

Comment GL9-18 

Concepts A and B are not alternatives in the environmental process of the I-405 Improvement 
Project for which Caltrans is the lead agency. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS includes the 
three build alternatives that are part of the I-405 Improvement Project environmental process.  

Comment GL9-19 

Please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment GL9-20 

Caltrans, the lead agency, determined the limits of the study area included in the Supplemental 
Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013. The Technical Working Group 
provided some technical suggestions on the area that were considered by Caltrans in 
determination of the limits. The findings of the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach 
Area, dated June 2013, included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were prepared by a 
consultant and reviewed and approved by Caltrans, the lead agency, which is responsible for the 
findings.  
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Comment GL9-21 

Based on comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, there has been discussion regarding the 
potential elimination of the proposed braided ramps at the Warner Avenue and Magnolia Street 
interchanges. A decision regarding elimination of these ramps and replacement with at-grade 
ramps will be made as part of the Preferred Alternative identification.  

Comment GL9-22 

The information contained in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS is new information not included in 
the Draft EIR/EIS. The environmental impacts of the proposed project on the College Park East 
neighborhood of the City of Seal Beach are fully documented in the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-23 

All intersections potentially impacted by the proposed project were evaluated, and information 
regarding those impacts were presented in the Draft EIR/EIS. Construction detours have not been 
identified. Tentative detours related to long-term (up to 30 days) freeway ramp closures have 
been identified and are included in Appendix M of the Draft EIR/EIS. Measure T-1, included in 
the Draft EIR/EIS, states: “A Final TMP [Traffic Management Plan] will be prepared prior to 
project construction that identifies methods to avoid and minimize construction-related traffic 
and circulation effects and minimize impacts to pedestrian and bicycle access, including ADA 
[Americans with Disabilities Act]-compliant features as a result of the proposed project. During 
construction, the contractor shall implement the methods identified in the Final TMP.” 

Comment GL9-24 

The SCAG Express/HOT Lane Network is discussed in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.1.6-96, 
where it is noted that I-405 is identified as part of that network.  

Comment GL9-25 

The Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.1.6, Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities, 
makes it clear that congestion will not be eliminated by any of the proposed alternatives. Tables 
3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-12 of the Draft EIR/EIS show that each of the proposed 
alternatives result in operational improvements on I-405 within the project limits when compared 
to the No Build Alternative and address the purpose of the project (as described in the Draft 
EIR/EIS on page 1-5) to reduce congestion, enhance operations, and increase mobility. Based on 
the amount of ROW and/or double-decking of roadway necessary to eliminate congestion in the 
I-405 corridor, no alternative that would eliminate congestion in the corridor is deemed feasible. 
Draft EIR/EIS Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further 
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Consideration, describes (starting on page 2-37) alternatives considered that included horizontal 
widening and vertical expansion.  

Comment GL9-26 

The volumes associated with Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 at the intersection of the SR-22 westbound 
ramps and College Park Drive are different, as shown in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS in 
Figures 3-15 through 3-17, and 3-19 through 3-21. Because the volumes are different, the 
potential for effects is different. As shown in Tables 3-1 and 3-10 of the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS, Alternatives 1 and 2 have a cumulative adverse effect at the intersection. Table 3-12 of 
the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS shows that there is no cumulative adverse effect from 
Alternative 3.  

Comment GL9-27 

Figure 3-3 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS shows the lane configuration of the intersection of 
the SR-22 westbound ramps and College Park Drive under the existing conditions in 2009, 
consistent with the CEQA definition of the existing condition. Analysis of 2020 and 2040 no-
build conditions at this location assume the geometrics in place in 2013.  

The City of Long Beach proposal to separate the SR-22 westbound ramps from College Park 
Drive requires substantially more work than is required to address the cumulative adverse effect 
of the I-405 Improvement Project on the intersection. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS includes 
evaluation of the improvements proposed to address the cumulative adverse effect of the I-405 
Improvement Project at the intersection.  

Comment GL9-28 

The improvement proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS at the intersection of the SR-22 
westbound ramps and College Park Drive includes widening the off-ramp ramp, which was not 
included in the previous request by the City of Seal Beach. If Alternative 1 or 2 is identified as 
the Preferred Alternative, Measure T-11 requires a fair share payment by OCTA to Caltrans for 
the I-405 Improvement Project’s contribution to cumulative adverse effects at the intersection of 
the SR-22 westbound ramps and College Park Drive. Because the adverse effects are cumulative, 
Measure T-11 provides, in addition to the fair share payment, that the improvements would be 
implemented by Caltrans. Caltrans could elect to implement a set of improvements other than 
those identified in Measure T-11, provided that the improvements implemented address the 
cumulative adverse effect at the intersection. 
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Analysis of the proposed improvements at the intersection of College Park Drive and the SR-22 
westbound ramps is presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The analysis shows that the 
queues would not back up onto the SR-22 westbound freeway. The following table presents the 
anticipated queues; the data are presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long 
Beach Area, dated June 2013, in Appendices III A-1, III A-2, IV A-1, and IV A-2 for Alternative 
1 year 2020, Alternative 1 year 2040, Alternative 2 year 2020, and Alternative 2 year 2040, 
respectively. The table shows that the 95th percentile queues anticipated approaching the 
intersection with the proposed signal would not exceed 240 ft during the peak hours in the years 
2020 and 2040. The distance from the stop line for the proposed signal at the intersection of the 
ramp with College Park Drive to the gore point is approximately 850 ft.  

Anticipated 95th Percentile Queues on the SR-22 Westbound Exit Ramp Approach  
to the Proposed Signal at College Park Drive 

  Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

2020 
AM 142 148 
PM 223 240 

2040 
AM 160 189 
PM 226 240 

 

Comment GL9-29 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides information on I-405 north of the proposed project 
limits under existing and future conditions with and without the proposed project. This 
information is included in the text, as well as in Tables 3-6 and 3-7. The Supplemental Traffic 
Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013, contains extensive information on I-405 
north of the proposed project limits in Tables 2-3 through 2-5, 3-5 through 3-10, 4-5 through 
4-10, 4-13, 4-14, 5-5 through 5-10, 5-13, 5-14, 6-5 through 6-10, 6-13, and 6-14.  

The Draft EIR/EIS provides information on I-405 south of the proposed project limits near I-605. 
This information is included in Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13. The Traffic Study 
contains extensive information covering I-405 from Bristol Street to I-605, including information 
focused on the area from Bolsa Chica Road/Valley View Street to Seal Beach Boulevard and 
from Seal Beach Boulevard to I-605 near the county line in Tables 2.3.1, 2.3.2, 2.4.1 through 
2.4.7, 2.5.1 through 2.5.7, 2.6.1 through 2.6.7, and 2.7.1 through 2.7.7.  

Comment GL9-30 

This Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides new information on potential project-related traffic 
effects within Long Beach. The new information and analysis presented within the Supplemental 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT   RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-GL-221 March 2015 

Draft EIR/EIS is based on the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area, June 2013. 
The information and analysis within this Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was not available during 
the circulation period for the Draft EIR/EIS. Neither the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS nor the 
Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013, address topics in Seal 
Beach. Responses to comments made by the City of Seal Beach will be addressed in the Final 
EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-31 

Details of proposed design exceptions are typically not provided in environmental documents, 
and they were not provided in the Draft EIR/EIS. Details of design exceptions are provided in 
the Draft Project Report, which is available from Caltrans.  

Comment GL9-32 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was circulated along with the Supplemental Traffic Study 
Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013. The latter document was used as a source document 
for the former document. Other earlier editions of the Supplemental Traffic Study were 
preliminary drafts; therefore, they were not circulated.  

Comment GL9-33 

See Response to Comments GL9-32 and GL9-29.  

Comment GL9-34 

Seal Beach is a Participating Agency under NEPA and a Responsible Agency under CEQA. 

Comment GL9-35 

The Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013, was made  
available with the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS on the Caltrans project Web site 
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm) on June 28, 2013, and was available for download 
throughout the comment period. A hardcopy of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, along with a 
CD containing the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long 
Beach Area, dated June 2013, was hand delivered at the start of the circulation period to two city 
officials:  

• Sean Crumby, Assistant City Manager and Director of the Department of Public Works  
• Michael Ho, City Traffic Engineer  

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm
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Additionally, CDs containing the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and Supplemental Traffic Study 
Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013, were hand delivered to the following officials of 
the City of Seal Beach: 

• Michael Leavitt, Mayor 
• Gary Miller, Mayor Pro Tem 
• Ellery Deaton, City Councilmember 
• Gordon Sharnks, City Councilmember 
• David Sloan, City Councilmember 
• Jill Ingram, City Manager  

The CDs for the five members of the City Council were hand delivered to the City Clerk for 
distribution to the City Council Members.  

Comment GL9-36 

See Response to Comment GL9-35.  

Comment GL9-37 

See Response to Comments GL9-35 and GL9-32.  

Comment GL9-38 

See Response to Comment GL9-20.  

Comment GL9-39 

See Response to Comment GL9-20. The traffic-related and associated impacts in Seal Beach are 
accurate as reported in the Draft EIR/EIS. As noted in Response to Comment GL9-56, the 
purpose of the Technical Working Group was to address topics not in Seal Beach, but in Long 
Beach. Periodic meetings with representatives of the City of Seal Beach regarding the project 
have been held since 2009 to address topics in Seal Beach.  

Comment GL9-40 

See Response to Comment GL9-35.The documents circulated in conformance with the NEPA 
and CEQA requirements are the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and the Supplemental Traffic Study 
Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013. Preliminary draft technical studies were not used in 
the preparation of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; therefore, they were not circulated.  
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Comment GL9-41 

See Response to Comments GL9-20 and GL9-40.  

Comment GL9-42 

Please see Appendix R1 Responses to Comments GL14-1 through GL14-316 for responses to 
your comments on the Draft EIR/EIS. The request from the City of Long Beach resulted in the 
preparation of substantial new information not included in the Draft EIR/EIS, including the 
identification of cumulative adverse effects and cumulative significant impacts of the proposed 
project not included in the Draft EIR/EIS. None of the comments received from the City of Seal 
Beach has resulted in the identification of new information about adverse effects or significant 
impacts that is not already included in the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-43 

Baseline conditions considered in the Draft EIR/EIS have not changed. The baseline was 2009 in 
the Draft EIR/EIS and remains so. Improvements to the I-405 corridor in Orange County are 
included in the 2012 RTP and were also included in the 2008 RTP. Improvements in the corridor 
are also included in the FTIP. A set of tentative improvements are included in these documents 
for the corridor; however, that set of tentative improvements does not relieve the lead agency of 
the requirement to consider a full range of alternatives to address the transportation needs in the 
corridor.  

Comment GL9-43a 

HOV lane options were considered in the Draft EIR/EIS. As noted in the comment, dual HOV 
lanes are included in Alternative M2; this alternative was considered and rejected for many 
reasons, including the fact that it would result in underutilization of the HOV lanes. Alternative 
M8 also had dual HOV lanes; it was also considered and rejected in part because of 
underutilization of the HOV lanes. Alternative M11 also had dual HOV lanes and was rejected 
for many reasons. The above alternatives are described in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.7, 
Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Discussion. Additionally, Alternative 3 is 
an HOV alternative; as noted in the Draft EIR/EIS, HOVs meeting the occupancy requirement 
for use of the Express Lanes would not be required to pay a toll.  

Comment GL9-43b 

As noted in the comment, the Draft EIR/EIS acknowledges on pages 1-9 and 3.1.6-75 that the 
HOV lanes in the corridor are operating in a degraded condition. The HOV3+ policy option for 
addressing that degradation is not rejected in the Draft EIR/EIS. As noted in the comment by 
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inclusion of a quote from page 3.1.6-82 of the Draft EIR/EIS, an HOV 3+ policy was not 
considered for the project. Immediately following the quote, and missing from the quote 
included in the comment, the Draft EIR/EIS provides the reason an HOV 3+ policy was not 
considered: “An HOV3+ occupancy policy was not considered, and should not have been 
considered, because it is not reasonable to change the HOV occupancy policy solely for the 12 
miles of I-405 from Euclid Street to I-605 along which Alternative 1 proposes improvements. 
HOV occupancy requirements could reasonably be adopted for a much larger geography 
covering the entire county or southern California region, but this I-405 project is much more 
limited.” Caltrans can implement an HOV3+ option independent of the proposed project at any 
time.  

An HOV3+ policy is included as an element in the Express Lanes proposed in Alternative 3. 
Please see the Common Response – Opposition to Tolling for information on the expected low 
utilization of HOV lanes under an HOV3+ occupancy policy. The Common Response also 
indicates how the expected low utilization of the HOV lanes under an HOV 3+ requirement is 
complemented by the Express Lanes in Alternative 3.   

Comment GL9-43c 

A TSM/TDM alternative was included in the Draft EIR/EIS, as indicated in Section 2.2.3, 
Transportation System Management/Transportation Demand Management Alternative; in 
Section 2.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS, that alternative is deemed not to satisfy the purpose and need 
of the project. With respect to the potential of TSM/TDM measures to address corridor 
deficiencies without capacity improvements, a qualitative analysis was used to conclude that 
TSM/TDM, by itself, is not sufficient to significantly reduce congestion and that additional 
capacity would be needed. Traffic growth expected in the corridor is on the order of 30 to 35 
percent, as noted on page 1-9 of the Draft EIR/EIS, which was qualitatively concluded to be 
beyond the potential of the TSM/TDM Alternative. TSM/TDM elements are included in each of 
the build alternatives, as indicated on page 2-17 of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-44 

Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Consideration, of the Draft 
EIR/EIS identifies numerous alternatives with different modes of transit that were considered for 
the I-405 corridor. These alternatives included fixed guideway transit and bus rapid transit, as 
well as additional regular route service. For additional information on this topic, see Appendix 
R1 Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives.  
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Comment GL9-45 

The proposed improvements in Long Beach would address the increment of additional traffic 
anticipated on specific facilities as a result of the proposed I-405 Improvement Project. The 
proposed improvements would not provide substantial additional roadway capacity beyond what 
is needed to address that additional increment of traffic. No land use, air quality, noise, or other 
indirect impacts are anticipated as a result of the proposed improvements in Long Beach.  

With implementation of proposed traffic Measures T-10 and T-11 in Long Beach, all project 
contributions to adverse cumulative effects at all of these intersections would be minimized. As 
described in Measure T-10, improvements to Long Beach intersections shall be implemented by 
the City of Long Beach, with the City of Long Beach bearing responsibility for necessary 
clearances and permits. As described in Measure T-11, proposed improvements to Caltrans 
intersections shall be implemented by Caltrans, with Caltrans bearing responsibility for 
necessary clearances and permits. Therefore, the City of Long Beach and Caltrans would be 
responsible for identifying and addressing any potential environmental impacts of those 
measures. The improvements identified in Measures T-10 and T-11 would be implemented under 
separate and independent projects by the City of Long Beach and Caltrans. Each separate and 
independent project would be required to fulfill the appropriate requirements of NEPA and 
CEQA. See Response to Comment GL9-15.  

Comment GL9-46 

See Response to Comment GL9-45.  

Comment GL9-47 

Based on comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, there has been discussion regarding the 
potential elimination of the proposed braided ramps at the Warner Avenue and Magnolia Street 
interchanges. A decision regarding elimination of these ramps and replacement with at-grade 
ramps will be made as part of the Preferred Alternative identification.  

Based on comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS there has been discussion regarding the 
potential truncation of Alternative 3 near Euclid Street. A decision regarding truncation will be 
made as part of the Preferred Alternative identification.  

Comment GL9-47a 

The apparent inconsistency in study area between the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and the 
Supplemental Traffic Study is due to the fact that the Supplemental Traffic Study referenced in 



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-GL-226 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

the comment is a draft edition; the final edition of the Supplemental Traffic Study, dated June 
2013, defines the same study area as referenced in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-47b 

The project study area referenced by the comment in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.1.1-2 is in 
Section 3.1.1, Land Use. That study area is confined to the area of primary potential impact to 
land use lying along the I-405 corridor where the project proposes to provide additional capacity. 
That area does not include the city of Long Beach.   

Comment GL9-48 

Many of the comments provided by the City of Seal Beach are not related to the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS; however, all of the comments have received a response.  

Comment GL9-48a 

The intent of the sentence referenced in the comment on page 3-93 of the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS is to indicate that with implementation of the fair share agreement and payment of 
related funding prior to construction, as described in proposed traffic measures T-10 and T-11, 
the project’s contribution to adverse cumulative effects within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
study area at the affected locations would be minimized.  

Comment GL9-48b 

The comment refers to the fact that the Lead Agency, Caltrans, has not publicly disclosed its 
responses to comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS or provided an opportunity for the public 
to critique those responses as required under Section 21092.5(a) of CEQA. The referenced 
section of CEQA very clearly states: “At least 10 days prior to certifying an environmental 
impact report, the lead agency shall provide a written proposed response to a public agency on 
comments made by that agency which conform with the requirements of this division. Proposed 
responses shall conform with the legal standards established for responses to comments on draft 
environmental impact reports. Copies of responses or the environmental document in which they 
are contained ...may be used to meet the requirements imposed by this section.” Responses to 
comments on both the Draft EIR/EIS and the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are included in this 
Final EIR/EIS and will be available for at least 10 days before certification of the Final EIR/EIS, 
as required.   

Comment GL9-49 

Identification of an LPA by the OCTA Board of Directors is a recommendation to Caltrans 
regarding the Preferred Alternative and does not require recirculation of the Draft EIR/EIS. 
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Similarly, identification of the Preferred Alternative does not require recirculation of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Both will be reported in the Final EIR/EIS.  

The need to prepare and circulate a Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS with new information related to 
traffic in Long Beach is explained in Response to Comment GL9-42.  

Comment GL9-49a 

Concepts A and B are not new alternatives. They were potential design options to Alternative 2 
being considered by the OCTA Board of Directors as a result of comments received on the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Concept A would change management of the HOV lanes within the project limits to 
Express Lanes; Concept A was not found to be viable because: (1) the segments of single 
Express Lanes in each direction would have limited ability to pass, (2) the limited ability to pass 
would not allow achievement of desired maximum volumes in the Express Lanes, and (3) the 
revenue potential did not cover the costs of implementation of the Express Lanes. Concept B and 
the reasons for its rejection as a viable design option are described in the Common Response – 
Almond Avenue Soundwall. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was limited to addressing 
comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS with respect to potential traffic impacts in Los Angeles 
County and the city of Long Beach that were not addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-49b 

The logical termini discussion presented in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 1-23 is unaffected by the 
conclusions of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The logical termini discussion is limited to a 
discussion of the termini of the improvements on I-405. Those limits are not changed in any way 
by the conclusions of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The conclusions of the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS indicated the need for some improvements to minimize significant cumulative 
impacts to other roadways.  

Comment GL9-50 

Mr. Beil’s letter of June 25, 2013, referenced in the comment, appears to be a status report to the 
City of Seal Beach regarding OCTA’s efforts to resolve the City’s comments on the impacts of 
the proposed project presented in the Draft EIR/EIS to Almond Avenue and the Almond Avenue 
soundwall. Caltrans, the lead agency, has made no final decisions on any design changes or 
nonstandard features related to Almond Avenue and the soundwall and will not make any 
decisions until a Preferred Alternative is identified. Decisions on design changes will only be 
made by Caltrans for the alternative to be constructed, not for alternatives to be eliminated.  
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Comment GL9-50a 

The roles and responsibilities of the two agencies, Caltrans and OCTA, are specified on page 1-1 
of the Draft EIR/EIS. Caltrans is identified as the Lead Agency for both CEQA and NEPA. 
OCTA is identified as the project sponsor.  

Comment GL9-50b 

The entire Draft EIR/EIS, including Appendices and Technical Studies, was available on 
Caltrans’ Web site at http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/indexDRAFT.htm during the comment 
period and remained available as late as March 1, 2014. A link on that page connects to 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm where the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and 
Supplemental Traffic Study Report, Long Beach Area were provided. That link also remained 
available as late as March 1, 2014.  

With respect to the consultants preparing the Draft EIR/EIS and the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
being under contract to OCTA rather than OCTA, it is not at all unusual for project sponsors to 
contract for the preparation of an environmental document for a Lead Agency. Private 
developers frequently do this for land development projects, and funding agencies frequently do 
this for transportation improvement projects.  

Comment GL9-51 

Tolling authority is still required from the State legislature and from the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) to operate toll lanes on I-405. MAP-21 removed the requirement for a 
tolling agreement between FHWA and Caltrans, but it did not remove the necessity to obtain 
tolling authority. The statements made regarding toll authority in Draft EIR/EIS Section 1.2.2.4 
have not changed as a result of the passage of MAP-21.  

Comment GL9-52 

See Response to Comment GL9-29.  

Comment GL9-53 

Caltrans, the lead agency, has made no final decisions on any design changes or nonstandard 
features related to Almond Avenue and the soundwall and will not make any decisions until a 
Preferred Alternative is identified. Similarly, Caltrans has made no final decisions on 
nonstandard 11–ft-wide lanes or other nonstandard features on the southbound side of the 
freeway along the Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach. Decisions on design changes and 
nonstandard features will only be made by Caltrans for the alternative to be constructed, not for 
alternatives to be eliminated. Consideration will be given to nonstandard features along both the 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/indexDRAFT.htm
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm
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northbound and southbound side of the freeway as necessary; because conditions on the two 
sides of the freeway are not the same, outcomes of consideration for nonstandard features may 
not be the same.  

Comment GL9-54 

Section 2 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS is intended to provide a summary of the 
alternatives. A full discussion of the alternatives is presented in the Draft EIR/EIS. The 
TSM/TDM Alternative is included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives 
Considered but Eliminated from Further Discussion. Additionally, TSM and TDM components 
are included in each of the build alternatives, as summarized in Section 2.2.1, Common Design 
Features of the Build Alternatives of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-55 

The effects and impacts of the proposed project to traffic in Long Beach are the sole focus of the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. Those effects and impacts are summarized in the text of Chapters 3 
and 4 and presented in detail in the tables included in those chapters. More extensive data are 
presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013. After 
identification of cumulative adverse effects and cumulative significant impacts in Long Beach, 
measures to address them are also presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-56 

The Technical Working Group was formed to more fully understand the concerns raised by the 
City of Long Beach, Gateway Cities COG, and Metro that the Draft EIR/EIS failed to assess 
potential impacts of the project in the City of Long Beach and Los Angeles County and how 
those concerns could best be addressed. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS states on page S-1: 
“As a result of comments received during circulation of the Draft EIR/EIS on project-related 
traffic effects within the City of Long Beach, and new information, analysis, and project effects 
in the Supplemental Traffic Study, Caltrans, as the Lead Agency, made the decision to disclose 
this new information to the public by preparing and circulating this Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS.” 

Similar meetings were held with the cities in Orange County, including the City of Seal Beach, 
starting in 2009 to more fully understand their concerns about the project and how those 
concerns could be addressed in preparation of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-57 

See Response to Comments GL9-56 and GL9-20.  
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Comment GL9-58 

No comments on the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were received from the California Air 
Resources Board (CARB). Comments were received from the SCAQMD and are presented as 
Comment Letter GR2.  

Comment GL9-59 

None of the comments received from the City of Seal Beach or any other commenter are 
considered by Caltrans to be trivial, insignificant, and/or unsubstantial. Caltrans treats all 
comments as important expressions of interest and concern in improving the proposed project.  

The request from the City of Long Beach resulted in the preparation of substantial new 
information not included in the Draft EIR/EIS, including the identification of cumulative adverse 
effects and cumulative significant impacts of the proposed project not included in the Draft 
EIR/EIS. None of the comments received from the City of Seal Beach has resulted in the 
identification of new information about adverse effects or significant impacts that is not already 
included in the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Please see Appendix R1 Responses to Comments GL14-1 through GL14-316 for responses to 
your comments on the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment GL9-60 

The purpose of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was to determine if there were potential adverse 
effects or significant impacts of the proposed project on traffic in Long Beach and Los Angeles 
County. A geographic area was required in which to make that determination, which expanded 
the total traffic study area beyond the traffic study area that was included in the Draft EIR/EIS; 
however, the limits of the improvements proposed on I-405 have not changed, nor has the fact 
that the proposed termini are logical as presented in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 1-23.  

Comment GL9-61 

See Response to Comments GL9-42 and GL9-48.  

Comment GL9-62 

See Response to Comment GL9-35. The information contained in the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS accurately summarizes the information presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study 
Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013.  
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Comment GL9-63 

The December 2012 Supplemental Traffic Study, referenced in the comment, was a draft that 
was not released for public review and that has been superseded by the Supplemental Traffic 
Study Report – Long Beach Area, dated June 2013.  

The Draft EIR/EIS discloses traffic operations information on I-405 south of the proposed 
project limits near I-605. This information is included in Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 
3.1.6-13. The Traffic Study discloses extensive information covering I-405 from Bristol Street to 
I-605, including information focused on the area from Bolsa Chica Road/Valley View Street to 
Seal Beach Boulevard and from Seal Beach Boulevard to I-605 near the County Line, in Tables 
2.3.1, 2.3.2, 2.4.1 through 2.4.7, 2.5.1 through 2.5.7, 2.6.1 through 2.6.7, and 2.7.1 through 2.7.7. 
Please also see Appendix R1 Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los 
Angeles County Line, which provides a summary of the information contained in the tables 
noted above for the area near the Los Angeles county line.  

Please also see Response to Comment GL9-65.  

Comment GL9-64 

Caltrans standard practice for the assessment of effects to traffic as adverse, or of impacts to 
traffic as significant, does not include prescribed quantitative methods. Caltrans practice is to 
consider all of the available data in the determination of whether effects rise to the level of being 
adverse or impacts to the level of significance. While many communities, such as the City of 
Long Beach, have prescribed quantitative methods for the determination of an adverse effect or 
significant impact to traffic, this is not the practice of Caltrans, which is the lead agency for the 
I-405 Improvement Project.  

Comment GL9-65 

See Responses to Comments GL9-62 and GL9-64.  

Comment GL9-66 

The adverse effects to traffic in Long Beach are cumulative effects, meaning that they only partly 
result from the proposed project. The cumulative adverse effects to traffic are from both the 
proposed project and from other sources; that is, the cumulative adverse effects are greater than 
those solely from the project alone. Consequently, the measures included in the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS are not intended to address all of the deterioration in traffic service expected 
between the existing condition and year 2040, but only the increment of deterioration attributable 
to the project. Because the measures are not intended to address all traffic operations 
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deterioration regardless of source, projects other than the I-405 Improvement Project and/or 
other funding sources will be required to obtain the balance of full funding for construction of 
the proposed improvement measures. 

Comment GL9-67 

The apparent inconsistency between the two paragraphs of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS cited 
in the comment will be addressed in the Final EIR/EIS. The implementation of the fair share 
agreement addresses the project's cumulative impacts as stated in the second paragraph cited in 
the comment. The first paragraph cited in the comment provides for the contingency that the 
parties to the agreements specified in Measures T-10 and T-11 other than OCTA fail to find the 
balance of the funding necessary to implement the improvements identified in those measures. In 
that case, the first paragraph cited in the comment makes it clear that the cumulative impacts 
could not be addressed and that Findings and a Statement of Overriding Considerations would be 
included in the Final EIR/EIS documenting why those cumulative impacts could not be 
addressed.  

The reference to 90 days after the publication of the ROD in the second paragraph cited in the 
comment will not appear in the Final EIR/EIS. Agreements will be reached or a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations prepared prior to completion of the Final EIR/EIS.   
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CG1 (Continued) 
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CG2 (Continued) 
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY GROUPS (CG) 

Response to Comment Letter CG1 

Comment CG1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Please see Appendix R1, Responses to Comments CG4-1 through CG4-6 
for responses to your comments on the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Response to Comment Letter CG2 

Comment CG2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Measure T-10, included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, indicates that 
improvements at the intersection of Willow Street and Woodruff Avenue are needed only if 
Alternative 2 is selected as the Preferred Alternative and that those improvements would be 
implemented by the City of Long Beach. You have been added to the OCTA database for 
periodic updates and will be notified by OCTA about progress of the I-405 Improvement Project.  

Caltrans District 7 is an active participant in improvements on the State Highway System. The 
intersection of Willow Street and Woodruff Avenue is a City-owned intersection.  

Table 3-10 shows that the intersection of Willow Street and Woodruff Avenue currently operates 
at Level of Service (LOS) F during the morning peak hour. It is anticipated to continue to operate 
at LOS F in years 2020 and 2040 during the morning peak hour under the No Build Alternative. 
Consequently, this intersection is in need of improvement regardless of the I-405 Improvement 
Project. Under Alternative 2, the I-405 Improvement Project will further deteriorate traffic 
service at the intersection of Willow Street and Woodruff Avenue, so the I-405 Improvement 
Project will contribute to the intersection improvements based on its contribution to the traffic 
growth at the intersection.  



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-IBG-1 March 2015 

INDUSTRY AND BUSINESS GROUP COMMENTS (IBG) 

IBG1 

 

IBG2 

 

1 

1 



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-GS-2 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

IBG2 (Continued) 
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RESPONSE TO INDUSTRY AND BUSINESS GROUP (IBG) 

Response to Comment Letter IBG1 

Comment IBG1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Southern California Gas Company is identified in Table 3.1.5-1 of the Draft EIR/EIS as 
providing utilities serving the I-405 project corridor. A Utility Plan, a Utility Conflict Matrix, 
and a Utility Protect in Place Matrix are provided in Appendix K of the Draft EIR/EIS and 
include identification of Southern California Gas Company facilities. 

Response to Comment Letter IBG2 

Comment IBG2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Caltrans acknowledges your support for Alternative 3. For information on the Preferred 
Alternative and the process used in its identification see Common Response – Preferred 
Alternative Identification.  
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PC-A2 (Continued) 
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R2-PC-A-3 March 2015 

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-A 

Response to Comment Letter PC-A1 

Comment PC-A1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-A2 

Comment PC-A2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling.  

Comment PC-A2-2 

Please see Common Responses – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los 
Angeles Metro, Gateway City Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach; and Traffic 
Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-A2-3 

For a discussion of air and noise pollution topics, please see Common Responses – Health Risks, 
Air Quality, and Noise. For a discussion of transit alternatives, please see Common Response – 
Elimination of Light-Rail Transit (LRT) and Bus Rapid (BRT) Transit Alternatives.   
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-B 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B1 

Comment PC-B1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B2 

Comment PC-B2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B3 

Comment PC-B3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-B4 

Comment PC-B4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B5 

Comment PC-B5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Measure M, Opposition to Tolling, Almond Avenue 
Soundwall, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B6 

Comment PC-B6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-B6-2 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-B7 

Comment PC-B7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B8 

Comment PC-B8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B9 

Comment PC-B9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-B10 

Comment PC-B10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B11 

Comment PC-B11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Public notice for the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and Public Hearing included 4 newspaper ads, 
4 e-blasts to 7,700 stakeholders, and 14,000 postcards mailed to stakeholders within 0.25-mile of 
the project area, as well as notification via OCTA print and social media. Additionally, the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was made available for review on the Caltrans and OCTA Web 
sites, and copies of the document were available for public review at 14 libraries and the Caltrans 
District 12 Office. 

Comment PC-B11-2 

Your concerns are related to the northbound braided ramps. Please see Common Response – 
Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner Interchange in Appendix R1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B12 

Comment PC-B12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-B13 

Comment PC-B13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-B14 

Comment PC-B14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Caltrans acknowledges your opposition to improvements along the I-405, SR-22, and I-605 
freeways. For a discussion of the Preferred Alternative and the process used in its identification, 
please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification.  
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-C 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C1 

Comment PC-C1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Noise, Air, Northbound Braided Ramps. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C2 

Comment PC-C2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C3 

Comment PC-C3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C4 

Comment PC-C4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
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presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-C4-2 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C5 

Comment PC-C5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los 
Angeles Metro, Gateway City Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach, Opposition 
to Tolling, Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C6 

Comment PC-C6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C7 

Comment PC-C7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
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your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. See Response to Comment 
PC-C8.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-C8 

Comment PC-C8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. The Draft EIR/EIS states on page 
2-18: “The policies under which the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 would be operated have not 
been finalized. The policies presented here provide the current plans to operate the Express 
Lanes. Final decisions on operating policies would be made during final design and prior to 
opening of the project if Alternative 3 is identified as the alternative to be constructed.” The 
operating policies included in the Draft EIR/EIS were based on operation of the facility by 
OCTA with policies similar to those currently used by OCTA on SR-91. If Alternative 3 is the 
Preferred Alternative, more detailed consideration of operating policies would be undertaken. 
This would include consideration of the requirement for motorists using the Express Lanes to 
obtain a transponder.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-C9 

Comment PC-C9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. A Phase II Traffic and Revenue 
Study was prepared to assess the financial feasibility of the Express Lane component of 
Alternative 3 and is summarized in documents available on the OCTA Web site. The Traffic and 
Revenue Study is not part of the Draft EIR/EIS. A complete and detailed financial plan that 
itemizes the costs of each component of the operations (e.g., the cost of operating the FasTrak 
system if that system is selected for use on the facility) was not prepared for the Express Lanes in 
Alternative 3 as part of the development of the information included in the Draft EIR/EIS.  

The objective is to open the tolled Express Lanes with a HOV2+ occupancy free to encourage 
rideshare and transit usage. Operational adjustments to the tolled Express Lanes may be 
implemented based on demand, rates of speed, traffic volumes, and to meet financial covenants, 
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maintenance and operational obligations.  Potential operational adjustments include, but are not 
limited to:  

• adjusting to HOV3+ free with HOV2s discounted tolls 
• adjusting to HOV3+ free with HOV2s full tolls  
• adjusting to tolling HOV2s on individual tolling segments such as direct connectors to or 

from other freeways 
• periodic adjustments of tolling rates to maintain operations on individual tolling segments 

No estimate of potential toll revenue in excess of what is needed to construct and operate the 
Express Lanes in Alternative 3 was included in the Draft EIR/EIS. Under federal law, any excess 
revenue must be spent on transportation improvements within the corridor. No projects that 
depend on excess toll revenue have been identified in the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-C10 

Comment PC-C10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

For an explanation of the reason why the Express Lane occupancy requirement for free passage 
would be raised from two-person carpools to three-person carpools, see Appendix R1 Common 
Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

As noted in Response to Comment PC-C8-1, the operating policies for the Express Lanes have 
not been finalized. Based on the SR-91 model, a variety of payment means and methods would 
be available to accommodate the diverse population anticipated to choose to use the Express 
Lanes.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-C11 

Comment PC-C11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. The Express Lane concept was 
developed by OCTA in response to reductions of Measure M Extension sales tax resulting from 
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the economic downturn and the desire to consider an alternative that would serve more traffic 
through more active traffic management.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-C12 

Comment PC-C12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C13 

Comment PC-C13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City 
Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C14 

Comment PC-C14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C15 

Comment PC-C15-1 
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Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C16 

Comment PC-C16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C17 

Comment PC-C17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-PC-D-1 March 2015 

PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-D 

PC-D1 

 

PC-D2 

 

PC-D3 

 

PC-D4 

 

 
1 

1 

1 

1 

2 



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-PC-D-2 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-D 

Response to Comment Letter PC-D1 

Comment PC-D1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City 
Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-D2 

Comment PC-D2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

The Supplemental Draft EIR/S was available for review at Caltrans District 12, 3347 Michelson 
Drive, Suite 100, Irvine, CA 92612 on weekdays (Monday through Friday) from 8:00 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. Copies of the document were also available at the following public libraries during 
their regular business hours: 

• Costa Mesa/Donald Dungan Branch Library (1855 Park Avenue, Costa Mesa, CA 92627) 
• Mesa Verde Branch Library (2969 Mesa Verde Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 92626) 
• Garden Grove Regional Library (11200 Stanford Avenue, Garden Grove, CA 92840) 
• Huntington Beach Central Library (7111 Talbert Avenue, Huntington Beach, CA 92648-1296) 
• Heritage Park Regional Library (14361 Yale Avenue, Irvine, CA 92604) 
• Los Alamitos/Rossmoor Library (12700 Montecito, Seal Beach, CA 90740) 
• Mary Wilson Library (707 Electric Avenue, Seal Beach, CA 90740) 
• Westminster Branch Library (8180 13th Street, Westminster, CA 92683) 
• Fountain Valley Library (17635 Los Alamos, Fountain Valley, CA 92708) 
• Main Library (101 Pacific Avenue, Long Beach, CA 90822) 
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• Ruth Bach Neighborhood Library (4055 Bellflower Boulevard, Long Beach, CA 90808) 
• Santa Ana Public Library (26 Civic Center Plaza, Santa Ana, CA 92701-4087) 
• Main Library & History Center (407 E. Chapman Avenue, Orange, CA 92866) 
• Newport Beach Public Library (1000 Avocado Avenue, Newport Beach, CA 92660) 

In addition, the document could be reviewed online at www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm, as 
well as hardcopies and/or electronic copies could be obtained by request.  

Comment PC-D2-2 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Compensation for Property Acquisition, Property Values, Noise/Noise Analysis.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-D3 

Comment PC-D3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-D4 

Comment PC-D4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-E 

Response to Comment Letter PC-E1 

Comment PC-E1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Caltrans acknowledges your opposition to widening I-405. With respect to transit alternatives, 
please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives.  

Comment PC-E1-2 

The Express Lanes along I-110 in Los Angeles County are a demonstration program and will be 
fully evaluated at the end of the demonstration period. The I-110 project is different from 
Alternative 3 as proposed for the I-405 corridor in that the I-110 project did not add any new 
lanes to the freeway and Alternative 3 would add two lanes in each direction south of SR-22 and 
one lane in each direction north of SR-22 to I-605.  

Comment PC-E1-3 

With respect to a potential bottleneck where the proposed additional lanes on I-405 terminate in 
the SR-22/7th Street/I-605, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County. Caltrans acknowledges your opposition to tolling. Please see 
Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-E2 

Comment PC-E2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-E3 

Comment PC-E3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Noise/Noise Analysis, Property Values. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-F 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F1 

Comment PC-F1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Almond Avenue Soundwall, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F2 

Comment PC-F2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Caltrans appreciates your effort reviewing the supplemental traffic study. We concur with your 
assessment that traffic volumes from 7th Street to northbound I-405 and I-605 will not decrease 
from year 2009 to 2020. After further investigation of the traffic volumes as presented in the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, we have identified a discrepancy related to existing traffic 
volumes, and we will incorporate the revisions in the Final EIR/EIS.   

Response to Comment Letter PC-F3 

Comment PC-F3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   
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The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS covers potential adverse effects and significant impacts of the 
proposed I-405 Improvement Project and measures to address those adverse effects and 
significant impacts. The access difficulties related to the College Park West neighborhood of 
Seal Beach mentioned in the comment exist currently and are not impacted by the proposed 
I-405 Improvement Project; consequently, they will not be addressed by the project.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F4 

Comment PC-F4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

The analysis presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3-9 and 3-11 shows that the 
proposed signal at the intersection of College Park Drive and the westbound Studebaker ramps 
will operate at LOS B or C in the peak hours in 2020 and 2040. Based on the configuration for 
the intersection presented in Appendix B2 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, right turns from 
College Park Drive would be made while a red indication is presented to off-ramp traffic, 
thereby providing a protected right turn without any vehicular conflicts. Because the 
improvements at this intersection are to be implemented as part of a separate project, alternative 
designs could be considered by Caltrans when the project implementing improvements at this 
intersection is advanced through the project development process.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F5 

Comment PC-F5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification, 
Substantiation of Reported Corridor Travel Times for Build Alternatives. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F6 

Comment PC-F6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-10 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on SR-22 (7th 
Street), which is a State highway. This fair share would be contributed by the I-405 Improvement 
Project for the proposed improvements. The remainder of the funding would be the responsibility 
of the State, not the City of Long Beach.  

A comparison of the volumes at intersections along 7th Street under the existing condition 
(Figure 3-5 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) with the forecast volumes for the 2040 No Build 
Alternative (Figure 3-18 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) shows that traffic is anticipated to 
increase along 7th Street without the proposed I-405 Improvement Project. Consequently, there is 
an adverse effect on 7th Street traffic without the project. The additional increment of traffic on 
7th Street associated with the proposed project results in cumulative effects of traffic from the 
project and from other sources that are greater than those solely from the project alone. 
Consequently, the measures included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are not intended to 
address all of the deterioration in traffic service expected between the existing condition and year 
2040. 

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-11 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on streets owned by 
the City of Long Beach. The remainder of the funding at these locations would be the 
responsibility of the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F7 

Comment PC-F7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   
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The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS covers potential adverse effects and significant impacts of the 
proposed I-405 Improvement Project and measures to address those adverse effects and 
significant impacts. Tables 3-2 and 3-6 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS show that in 2020 and 
2040 the demand-to-capacity (D/C) ratios along SR-22 in both directions between Studebaker 
Road and I-405 exceed 1.00 under the No Build Alternative, which means that the area will 
suffer from heavy congestion. The proposed build alternatives result in changes to the D/C ratios 
that will not change the anticipated congestion. Consequently, the proposed I-405 Improvement 
Project will not have a significant impact on traffic in this segment of SR-22. While the 
congestion anticipated along SR-22 is a problem, it is not created by the I-405 Improvement 
Project; therefore, it will not be addressed as part of the project.   

Response to Comment Letter PC-F8 

Comment PC-F8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

See Response to Comment PC-F7-1.  

Comment PC-F8-2 

See Response to Comment PC-F2-1.  

Comment PC-F8-3 

See Response to Comment PC-F7-1.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-F9 

Comment PC-F9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Air Quality, Health Risks, Property Values, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F10 

Comment PC-F10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F11 

Comment PC-F11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Opposition to Tolling, Preferred 
Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F12 

Comment PC-F12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values, Noise/Noise Analysis, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-F13 

Comment PC-F13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values, Noise/Noise Analysis, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F14 

Comment PC-F14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall.  

Comment PC-F14-2 

Please see Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS) Response to Comments 
PC-F49-1 through PC-F49-4. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-F15 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-G 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G1 

Comment PC-G1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G2 

Comment PC-G2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

There has been substantial coordination with the City of Long Beach, which is a formal 
Participating Agency under NEPA. For more details on the extent of coordination with the City 
of Long Beach, see Appendix R1 Common Response – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 
7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City Council of Governments, and the City of 
Long Beach.  

Comment PC-G2-2 

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-10 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on SR-22 (7th 
Street), which is a State highway. This fair share would be contributed by the I-405 Improvement 
Project for the proposed improvements. The remainder of the funding would be the responsibility 
of the State, not the City of Long Beach.  

A comparison of the volumes at intersections along 7th Street under the existing condition 
(Figure 3-5 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) with the forecast volumes for the 2040 No Build 
Alternative (Figure 3-18 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) shows that traffic is anticipated to 
increase along 7th Street without the proposed I-405 Improvement Project. Consequently, there is 
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an adverse effect on 7th Street traffic without the project. The additional increment of traffic on 
7th Street associated with the proposed project results in cumulative effects of traffic from the 
project and from other sources that are greater than those solely from the project alone. 
Consequently, the measures included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are not intended to 
address all of the deterioration in traffic service expected between the existing condition and year 
2040.    

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-11 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on streets owned by 
the City of Long Beach. The remainder of the funding at these locations would be the 
responsibility of the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G3 

Comment PC-G3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

As discussed on page S-1 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, the supplemental document 
provides new information on potential project-related traffic effects within Long Beach. The new 
information and analysis presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS is based on the 
Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area (Supplemental Traffic Study), prepared in 
March 2013 in response to City of Long Beach comments on the Draft EIR/EIS. The information 
and analysis within this Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was not available during the circulation 
period for the Draft EIR/EIS. The proposed alternatives in the June 2013 Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS are identical to the alternatives in the Draft May 2012 Draft EIR/EIS.  

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G4 

Comment PC-G4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
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as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Analysis of the proposed improvements at the intersection of College Park Drive and the SR-22 
westbound ramps is presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The analysis shows that the 
queues would not back up onto the SR-22 westbound freeway. The following table presents the 
anticipated queues; the data are presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long 
Beach Area in Appendices III A-1, III A-2, IV A-1, and IV A-2 for Alternative 1 year 2020, 
Alternative 1 year 2040, Alternative 2 year 2020, and Alternative 2 year 2040, respectively. The 
table shows that the 95th percentile queues anticipated approaching the intersection with the 
proposed signal would not exceed 240 feet during the peak hours in the years 2020 and 2040. 
The distance from the stop line for the proposed signal at the intersection of the ramp with 
College Park Drive to the gore point is approximately 850 feet.  

Anticipated 95th Percentile Queues on the SR-22 Westbound Exit Ramp Approach  
to the Proposed Signal at College Park Drive 

  Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

2020 
AM 142 148 
PM 223 240 

2040 
AM 160 189 
PM 226 240 

 

The analysis presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3-9 and 3-11 shows that the 
proposed signal will operate at LOS B or C in the peak hours in 2020 and 2040.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-G5 

Comment PC-G5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Wall, Air Quality, Health Risks. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G6 

Comment PC-G6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-G7 

Comment PC-G7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Property Values, Northbound Braided Ramps at the 
Magnolia/Warner Interchange. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-H 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H1 

Comment PC-H1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H2 

Comment PC-H2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H3 

Comment PC-H3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H4 

Comment PC-H4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
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presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H5 

Comment PC-H5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H6 

Comment PC-H6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H7 

Comment PC-H7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-I 

Response to Comment Letter PC-I1 

Comment PC-I1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Health Risks, Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County Line. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-PC-J-1 March 2015 

PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-J 

PC-J1 

 

PC-J2 

 

PC-J3 

 

1 

1 

1 



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-PC-J-2 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-J4 

 

PC-J4 Continued 

 

 

1 

1 
cont. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-PC-J-3 March 2015 

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-J 

Response to Comment Letter PC-J1 

Comment PC-J1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-J2 

Comment PC-J2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-J3 

Comment PC-J3-1 

Analysis of the proposed improvements at the intersection of College Park Drive and the SR-22 
westbound ramps is presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The analysis shows that the 
queues would not back up onto the SR-22 westbound freeway. The following table presents the 
anticipated queues; the data are presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long 
Beach Area in Appendices III A-1, III A-2, IV A-1, and IV A-2 for Alternative 1 year 2020, 
Alternative 1 year 2040, Alternative 2 year 2020, and Alternative 2 year 2040, respectively. The 
table shows that the 95th percentile queues anticipated approaching the intersection with the 
proposed signal would not exceed 240 feet during the peak hours in the years 2020 and 2040. 
The distance from the stop line for the proposed signal at the intersection of the ramp with 
College Park Drive to the gore point is approximately 850 feet.  
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Anticipated 95th Percentile Queues on the SR-22 Westbound Exit Ramp Approach  
to the Proposed Signal at College Park Drive 

  Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

2020 
AM 142 148 
PM 223 240 

2040 
AM 160 189 
PM 226 240 

 

The analysis presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3-9 and 3-11 shows that the 
proposed signal will operate at LOS B or C in the peak hours in 2020 and 2040. 

During project design, placement of signal heads would be considered so that vehicles on the 
SR-22 westbound off-ramp would have sufficient sight distance to see and react to a red signal 
indication and prepare to stop.   

Response to Comment Letter PC-J4 

Comment PC-J4-1 

See Response to Comment PC-J3-1. During project design, lighting and appropriate warning 
devices would be identified.  
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-K 

Response to Comment Letter PC-K1 

Comment PC-K1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Response to Comment Letter PC-K2 

Comment PC-K2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Although similar types of construction effects could be anticipated, Caltrans and OCTA would 
work with the contractor to minimize impacts on adjacent properties. Please see Common 
Responses – Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes, 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-K3 

Comment PC-K3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-K4 

Comment PC-K4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
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presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-K5 

Comment PC-K5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-L 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L1 

Comment PC-L1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives, Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-L2 

Comment PC-L2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Shifting Improvements away from Residential Properties onto 
NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property.  

Comment PC-L2-2 

Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-L2-3 

Please see Common Response – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los 
Angeles Metro, Gateway City Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L3 

Comment PC-L3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
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Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L4 

Comment PC-L4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Measure M, Almond Avenue Soundwall, Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L5 

Comment PC-L5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS) Response to Comments 
PC-L16-1 through PC-L16-9. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L6 

Comment PC-L6-1  

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-PC-L-8 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Notice for both availability of the Supplemental Draft EIR/S and the public hearing exceeded 
minimum State and Federal environmental regulatory requirements. See Response to Comment 
PC-D2-1. 

Please also see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures, Noise/Noise Analysis, 
Air Quality, Property Values, Noise/ Noise Analysis, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L7 

Comment PC-L7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L8 

Comment PC-L8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L9 

Comment PC-L9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-PC-L-9 March 2015 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L10 

Comment PC-L10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-L11 

Comment PC-L11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-M 
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PC-M1 (Continued)
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cont. 
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PC-M1 (Continued)
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PC-M12 (Continued) 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-M 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M1 

Comment PC-M1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-10 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on SR-22 (7th 
Street), which is a State highway. This fair share would be contributed by the I-405 Improvement 
Project for the proposed improvements. The remainder of the funding would be the responsibility 
of the State, not the City of Long Beach.  

Comment PC-M1-2 

Please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives. 

Comment PC-M1-3 

The Draft EIR/EIS and the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS identify the adverse effects and 
significant impacts of the proposed project on the environment, based on an examination of a 
range of topics covered in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS and Chapter 3 of the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS. Section 2.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS makes it clear that a range of alternatives were 
considered during the project development process.  

Section 1.2.2.1, Capacity, Transportation Demand, and Safety, of the Draft EIR/EIS makes it 
clear, under the subheading “Regional Population and Employment Growth Trends,” that I-405 
serves population and employment centers along the project corridor. Additionally, Section 
1.2.2.5, Modal Inter-Relationships and System Linkages, of the Draft EIR/EIS makes it clear that 
I-405 provides intra-regional, inter-regional, and local access for both Orange and Los Angeles 
counties. Under the heading “Traffic Forecasting Model” on page 3.1.6-38 of the Draft EIR/EIS, 
the traffic forecasts are explained. The Traffic Study (Draft EIR/EIS Technical Appendix L), in 
Section 2.2.2, Future Years Traffic Volumes (2020 and 2040), contains a more thorough 
explanation of the forecasting process. That explanation identifies the forecasting model as a 
regional model and a traditional four-step forecasting process. The third of those four steps is 
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explained as distributing trips from each origin zone in the regional model to each destination 
zone. This step of the modeling process provides a complete consideration of the origins and 
destinations of regional traffic. Taken together, these sections provide decision makers with 
information regarding the origins and destinations of traffic using the corridor.   

Response to Comment Letter PC-M2 

Comment PC-M2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values, Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M3 

Comment PC-M3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Almond Avenue 
Soundwall, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M4 

Comment PC-M4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Noise/Noise Analysis, Health Risks, Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M5 

Comment PC-M5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M6 

Comment PC-M6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M7 

Comment PC-M7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Tables 3-2 and 3-6 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS show that LOS anticipated in 2020 and 
2040 on I-405 north of I-605 to Lakewood Boulevard does not change when comparing 
alternatives, including the No Build Alternative.  
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Table 3-6 shows 2040 D/C ratios of 1.00 or more along the I-405 mainline from I-605 to 
Studebaker Road for all alternatives, including the No Build Alternative. On I-405, between 
Studebaker Road and Lakewood Boulevard, D/C ratios of 0.97 or more are anticipated. All of 
these values are indicative of heavy congestion with stop-and-go conditions. While the D/C 
ratios increase under the build alternatives compared to the No Build Alternative, the fact that 
heavy congestion is anticipated under the no-build condition indicates that the proposed project 
would have an impact, but the impact would not be significant. The fact that LOS does not 
change when comparing the alternatives also indicates impacts would not be significant.  

Table 3-2 shows D/C ratios of 0.92 or more along the I-405 mainline from I-605 to Studebaker 
Road for all alternatives, including the No Build Alternative. On I-405, between Studebaker 
Road and Lakewood Boulevard, D/C ratios of 0.92 or more are anticipated. All of these values 
are indicative of congestion with some stop-and-go conditions. While the D/C ratios increase 
under the build alternatives compared to the No Build Alternative, these increases are not 
sufficient to change LOS. The fact that LOS does not change when comparing the alternatives 
indicates impacts would not be significant. 

Comment PC-M7-2 

Because Measure T-11 provides that the I-405 Improvement Project would make a fair share 
contribution for the improvements included in the measure, that fair share amount would be 
unaffected and could be used by Caltrans to implement either the improvement included in the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, the improvement suggested in the comment, or any other 
improvement that addresses the cumulative adverse effect at the intersection. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M8 

Comment PC-M8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M9 

Comment PC-M9-1 
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Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M10 

Comment PC-M10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M11 

Comment PC-M11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Analysis of the proposed improvements at the intersection of College Park Drive and the SR-22 
westbound ramps is presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. The analysis shows that the 
queues would not back up onto the SR-22 westbound freeway. The following table presents the 
anticipated queues; the data are presented in the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long 
Beach Area in Appendices III A-1, III A-2, IV A-1, and IV A-2 for Alternative 1 year 2020, 
Alternative 1 year 2040, Alternative 2 year 2020, and Alternative 2 year 2040, respectively. The 
table shows that the 95th percentile queues anticipated approaching the intersection with the 
proposed signal would not exceed 240 feet during the peak hours in the years 2020 and 2040. 
The distance from the stop line for the proposed signal at the intersection of the ramp with 
College Park Drive to the gore point is approximately 850 feet.  
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Anticipated 95th Percentile Queues on the SR-22 Westbound Exit Ramp Approach  
to the Proposed Signal at College Park Drive 

  Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

2020 
AM 142 148 
PM 223 240 

2040 
AM 160 189 
PM 226 240 

 

The analysis presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3-9 and 3-11 shows that the 
proposed signal will operate at LOS B or C in the peak hours in 2020 and 2040.  

Comment PC-M11-2 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-M11-3 

Please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M12 

Comment PC-M12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS 
is available for review. Please see Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS) for 
Responses to Comments PC-A17-1 through PC-A17-12. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-M13 

Comment PC-M13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling.  
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-N 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N1 

Comment PC-N1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N2 

Comment PC-N2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Selection.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-N3 

Comment PC-N3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-N4 

Comment PC-N4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
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Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Selection, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner Interchange. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-N5 

Comment PC-N5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS 
is available for review. Caltrans acknowledges your support for Alternative 1, adding one GP 
lane in each direction.  

With respect to opposition to tolling, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 
With respect to project funding, please see Common Response – Measure M.  

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. With respect to 
truncating a northbound lane at the Valley View exit, please see Common Response – Almond 
Avenue Soundwall. With respect to the transition areas and potentially differing occupancy 
requirements for use of the HOV lane in Los Angeles County and free use of Express Lanes in 
Orange County, operations analysis of the transition areas are presented in the Draft EIR/EIS on 
pages 3.1.6-96 and 3.1.6-97. The transitions would be similar to those currently in operation on 
SR-91 at both the eastern and western ends of the existing Express Lanes.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-N6 

Comment PC-N6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Preferred Alternative Selection. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-P 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P1 

Comment PC-P1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P2 

Comment PC-P2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values, Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P3 

Comment PC-P3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-P4 

Comment PC-P4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

The older technological infrastructure results in a longer lead time before incidents are detected 
and the appropriate emergency aid dispatched. For example, newer technology can provide 
computer-assisted identification of potential incidents based on changes in vehicle flow and 
speed. A small reduction in response time can have a substantially greater reduction in the time it 
takes to clear the incident and restore the freeway to full operations. The I-405 corridor lacks 
some of the field infrastructure to provide this type of quick response.  

The lack of capacity inhibits the ability of emergency vehicles to access the emergency site 
quickly. When traffic is heavily congested during peak hours, the response time of emergency 
vehicles to the site of an incident increases. An increase of a few minutes in the arrival of 
emergency vehicles at the site of an incident can result in a substantially longer increase in the 
period during which freeway operations are impacted as traffic congestion increases upstream of 
the site of the incident. Lack of shoulders on both sides of the freeway also inhibits the ability of 
emergency vehicles to access the site of an incident. Lack of a left-side shoulder along much of 
I-405 requires that vehicles involved in an incident in a left lane be cleared to the right shoulder, 
disrupting operations in those lanes.  

Comment PC-P4-2 

The lack of capacity does not affect the detection of traffic incidents. The older technological 
infrastructure results in a longer lead time before incidents are detected and the appropriate 
emergency aid dispatched. Technological infrastructure includes loops used for speed and 
volume detection, closed-circuit television, variable message signs, ramp metering equipment, 
and real-time traveler information about freeway conditions. Please also see Response to 
Comment PC-P4-1.  

Comment PC-P4-3 

The text referenced in the comment provides the post mile limits of the proposed project. 
Standard Caltrans notation for identifying locations along state highways is based on the post 
mile system. The opening number in the notation indicates the Caltrans District in which the 
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location is found. After the opening number identifying the Caltrans District, a set of letters 
identifies the county in which the location is found followed by the number of the highway. The 
number of the highway is followed by the letters “PM”, which is the abbreviation for “post 
mile”. The number following the letters “PM” is the mileage from the start of the highway in the 
county. For north/south highways, post miles are measured from south to north; for east/west 
highways, post miles are measured from west to east. An “R” in front of a post mile value 
indicates that the post mile has been revised, usually as the result of a project that changes the 
length of the highway.  

The “12” in the post mile notation referenced in the comment refers to Caltrans District 12, in 
which most of the proposed project is located. The “07” in another post mile notation referenced 
in the comment refers to Caltrans District 7, which includes Los Angeles County; some 
improvements proposed under Alternative 3 extend into Los Angeles County. The letters “ORA” 
and “LA” refer to Orange and Los Angeles counties, respectively. The numbers “405,” “605,” 
and “22” refer to I-405, I-605, and SR-22, respectively. The “R3.8” identifies the location on 
SR-22 that is 3.8 miles east of the point at which SR-22 enters Orange County (at the San 
Gabriel River) plus the distance where I-405 and SR-22 overlap. The post mile designations 
along SR-22 are suspended (i.e., do not count) in the section where I-405 and SR-22 overlap; the 
overlap section uses I-405 post miles.   

Comment PC-P4-4 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides technical information about the proposed project that 
requires use of some technical terminology. However, the document was prepared to provide 
technical information in a way that can be understood by a lay audience. For example, in the case 
of the post miles on page 2-2 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS referenced in the comment, the 
post miles are described both in technical and lay terms. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS on 
page 2-2 states that “[t]he project limits extend from 0.2-mile south of Bristol Street (12-ORA-
405 Post Mile [PM] 9.3) to the Orange County/Los Angeles county line (12-ORA-405 PM 24.2) 
….” This description provides the project limits in terms of both the technical post mile limits 
and a more lay description referencing commonly known locations such as the county line and 
Bristol Street.  

The use of technical language in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS or the Draft EIR/EIS by itself 
is not an environmental justice issue. Environmental justice is covered in Draft EIR/EIS 
Section 3.1.4.3, which concludes that “No minority or low-income populations that would be 
adversely affected by the proposed project have been identified….”.  
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Comment PC-P4-5 

The OCTA Board of Directors is not solely responsible for identification of the Preferred 
Alternative (the alternative to be implemented). For a description of the process followed in 
selecting the Preferred Alternative, please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative 
Identification.  

Comment PC-P4-6 

The potential benefits of Alternative 3 are fully covered in the Draft EIR/EIS. Although there has 
been extensive media coverage of the potential for the San Jaoquin Toll Road (SR-73) to default, 
a default has not happened. Alternative 3 is not a toll road, but it includes tolled lanes, as well as 
free general purpose lanes.  

Comment PC-P4-7 

Project EA 0J440K would cause little impact to the communities. It would consist principally of 
changing the striping on the freeway.  

Comment PC-P4-8 

For a description of the potential impacts of the proposed project on the Almond Avenue 
soundwall, please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P4-9 

A glossary of terms is provided in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS on page v. HOV2 refers to a 
high-occupany vehicle (HOV) with two occupants; HOV3+ refers to an HOV with three or more 
occupants.  

The text referenced in the comment (“R0.7 and R3.8”) provides the post mile limits of the 
proposed project. See Response to Comment PC-P4-3.  

Comment PC-P4-10 

The distance between the Seal Beach Boulevard on-ramp and the SR-22/7th Street branch 
connector is short and would be improved with an auxiliary lane in Alternatives 1 and 3.  

Comment PC-P4-11 

Page 2-7 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides a description of Alternative 3. Project 
costs are presented in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 1-18. 
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Comment PC-P4-12 

Page 2-10 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS indicates that the construction durations would be 
48 months for Alternative 1, 51 months for Alternative 2, and 54 months for Alternative 3. If 
construction starts in 2015, it would be complete in 2019 or 2020, depending on the alternative. 
Duration of construction by itself is not an environmental justice issue unless it 
disproportionately and adversely affects protected populations. Environmental justice is covered 
in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.1.4.3, which concludes that “No minority or low-income populations 
that would be adversely affected by the proposed project have been identified….” 

Comment PC-P4-13 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides accurate and complete information about the potential 
adverse effects and significant impacts to traffic anticipated to result from the proposed 
improvements to I-405. A letter from Mr. David Roseman, City of Long Beach Traffic Engineer, 
in response to circulation of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, is included in Appendix R2 as 
Comment GL2. A letter from Mr. Roseman in response to circulation of the Draft EIR/EIS is 
included in Appendix R1 as Comment GL11; another letter from Mr. Roseman is an attachment 
to comments submitted by Mr. Mike Conway, Director of Public Works, City of Long Beach and 
is included in Appendix R1 as part of Comment GL12. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-R 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R1 

Comment PC-R1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values, Air Quality, Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R2 

Comment PC-R2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The YouTube video referenced in the comment has not been included or addressed. In the 
“General Information about This Document” behind the cover page, the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS states: “If you have any comments regarding the information contained in this 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, please attend the public hearing and/or send your written 
comments to Caltrans by August 12, 2013.” A YouTube video is neither a written comment, nor 
can it be reproduced for inclusion in the Final EIR/EIS. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R3 

Comment PC-R3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Response to Comment PC-R2-1. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-R4 

Comment PC-R4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values. 

Comment PC-R4-2 

Please see Common Responses – Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R5 

Comment PC-R5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identified, Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-R5-2 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Opposition to Tolling,  

Response to Comment Letter PC-R6 

Comment PC-R6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   
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Comment PC-R6-2 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-R6-3 

Please see Common Responses – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives, Property Values.  

Comment PC-R6-4 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS indicates that an adverse effect of the proposed project is found 
under Alternative 2 at the intersection of Woodruff Avenue and Willow Street. The 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS proposes to address this adverse effect by providing a second 
northbound left-turn lane from Woodruff Avenue to westbound Willow Street. This additional 
left-turn lane would be constructed in the existing median of Woodruff Avenue. No ROW would 
be required for this improvement. While this adverse effect could be addressed by closing the 
northbound I-405 exit ramp to Woodruff Avenue, such a closure is not considered commensurate 
with the extent of the adverse effect. Closure of the ramp could have impacts on other 
interchanges to which traffic would be diverted. Because addressing the adverse effect at the site 
of the effect is practical and requires no additional ROW, it represents the best measure to 
address the effect.   

Comment PC-R6-5 

Willow Street would not be modified as a result of the proposed I-405 Improvement Project, 
except for the intersections owned by the City of Long Beach identification in the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS under Measure T-11. A fair share payment would be made to the City of Long 
Beach for the additional traffic at the identified intersections resulting from the I-405 
Improvement Project. The City of Long Beach is responsible for rectifying existing problems on 
Willow Street. Please communicate these concerns to the City of Long Beach.  

For a discussion of the coordination between OCTA and the City of Long Beach on the I-405 
Improvement Project, please see Common Responses – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 
7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City Council of Governments, and the City of 
Long Beach.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-R7 

Comment PC-R7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R8 

Comment PC-R8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R9 

Comment PC-R9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on DEIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Air Quality, Noise/Noise 
Analysis, Property Values, Health Risks, Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 

Comment PC-R9-2 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R10 

Comment PC-R10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-PC-R-11 March 2015 

presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Substantiation of Reported Corridor 
Travel Times for Build Alternatives, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R11 

Comment PC-R11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Noise/Noise Analysis, Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R12 

Comment PC-R12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification, Opposition to Tolling, 
Substantiation of Reported Corridor Travel Times for Build Alternatives.  

Comment PC-R12-2 

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-10 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on SR-22 (7th 
Street), which is a State highway. This fair share would be contributed by the I-405 Improvement 
Project for the proposed improvements. The remainder of the funding would be the responsibility 
of the State, not the City of Long Beach.  
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A comparison of the volumes at intersections along 7th Street under the existing condition 
(Figure 3-5 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) with the forecast volumes for the 2040 No Build 
Alternative (Figure 3-18 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) shows that traffic is anticipated to 
increase along 7th Street without the proposed I-405 Improvement Project. Consequently, there is 
an adverse effect on 7th Street traffic without the project. The additional increment of traffic on 
7th Street associated with the proposed project results in cumulative effects of traffic from the 
project and from other sources that are greater than those solely from the project alone. 
Consequently, the measures included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are not intended to 
address all of the deterioration in traffic service expected between the existing condition and year 
2040.    

Similarly, a fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS under Measure T-11 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on streets 
owned by the City of Long Beach. The remainder of the funding at these locations would be the 
responsibility of the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-R13 

Comment PC-R13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides new information on potential project-related traffic 
effects within the City of Long Beach and areas under Caltrans – District 7 jurisdiction (Los 
Angeles County). The new information and analysis presented within the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS is based on the Supplemental Traffic Study Report – Long Beach Area (Supplemental 
Traffic Study), prepared in April 2013 in response to City of Long Beach comments on the Draft 
EIR/EIS. The information and analysis within this Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were not 
available during the circulation period for the Draft EIR/EIS. The meeting was held in Long 
Beach, because it is the subject of the Supplemental EIR/EIS. There have been no changes to the 
alternatives or the information reported in the May 2012 Draft EIR/EIS as it relates to Orange 
County and Seal Beach.   

Response to Comment Letter PC-R14 

Comment PC-R14-1 
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Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification, 
Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City 
Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach.  
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-S 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S1 

Comment PC-S1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification, 
Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S2 

Comment PC-S2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S2-2 

Please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S3 

Comment PC-S3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Both Alternatives 1 and 2 retain the “non-toll” HOV lanes.  
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Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S3-2 

Architectural detailing to the proposed soundwalls, retaining walls, and bridges is proposed in 
the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.1.7-85 as a mitigation measure in response to the proposed project’s 
visual impacts.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S4 

Comment PC-S4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Noise/Noise Analysis, Property 
Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S5 

Comment PC-S5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS covers potential adverse effects and significant impacts of the 
proposed I-405 Improvement Project and measures to address those adverse effects and 
significant impacts, as required by CEQA and NEPA. The comment refers to a variety of 
existing problems on the eastbound ramps at Studebaker Road. Existing problems are not the 
focus of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS except to the extent that they may be made worse by 
the proposed project. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS finds that the additional traffic added to 
the eastbound ramps is insufficient to result in an adverse effect or significant impact.  

Caltrans standard practice for the assessment of effects to traffic as adverse, or of impacts to 
traffic as significant, does not include prescribed quantitative methods. Caltrans practice is to 
consider the data available in the determination of whether effects rise to the level of being 
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adverse or impacts to the level of significance. While many communities, such as the City of 
Long Beach, have prescribed quantitative methods for the determination of an adverse effect or 
significant impact to traffic, this is not the practice of Caltrans, which is the lead agency for the 
I-405 Improvement Project.  

Comment PC-S5-2 

As noted in the comments, CEQA requires a description of the existing conditions in the vicinity 
of the project. The eastbound SR-22 ramps at Studebaker Road are neither within the project 
limits nor sufficiently close to the proposed project to require such a description. The study area 
for the Supplemental Traffic Study, reported in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, includes an 
area much larger than the project limits. The purpose of larger limits for the Supplemental 
Traffic Study than for the project is to facilitate a determination of the potential of the proposed 
project to have adverse effects to traffic beyond the limits of the project. The sole purpose of the 
inclusion of the intersection of the eastbound SR-22 ramps and Studebaker Road in the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS was to determine if there were potential significant impacts to 
traffic at the intersection resulting from the proposed project. Because no adverse traffic effects 
were identified and the intersection lies outside the project limits, no improvements are 
contemplated at the intersection. Tables 3-1, 3-10, and 3-12 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
provide details of the operations analysis conducted for the intersection under Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3, respectively. The tables show that no adverse effects are anticipated at the intersection. 
Because intersections are the locations with the highest potential for adverse effects due to the 
conflicting traffic streams, the lack of adverse effects at the intersection indicates lack of adverse 
effects along the ramps.  

Comment PC-S5-3 

The determination that there is no adverse effect at the intersection of College Park Drive and the 
westbound SR-22 ramps is supported by the data in Tables 3-1, 3-10, and 3-12 of the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, respectively. For example, under the 
unsignalized condition (the intersection is currently unsignalized), Table 3-12 shows that delay 
on the stop-controlled approach would increase during the afternoon peak hour in 2040 from 
152.1 seconds under the No Build Alternative to 158.2 seconds under Alternative 3. This level of 
increase (6.1 seconds) is not sufficient to support a finding of an adverse effect. The increase 
from the no-build condition of 152.1 seconds to 184.2 seconds (an increase of 32.1 seconds) 
under Alternative 1 and to 311.8 seconds (an increase of 158.7 seconds) under Alternative 2 is 
sufficient to support the finding of an adverse effect. See Response to Comment PC-S5-1 for a 
response to the topic of thresholds in the determination of whether effects are adverse.  
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Comment PC-S5-4 

During project design, placement of signal heads would be considered so that vehicles on the 
SR-22 westbound off-ramp would have sufficient sight distance to see and react to a red signal 
indication and prepare to stop. During project design, a complete signing package would also be 
prepared.  

Comment PC-S5-5 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS covers potential adverse effects and significant impacts of the 
proposed I-405 Improvement Project and measures to address those adverse effects and 
significant impacts, as required by CEQA and NEPA. The comment refers to a variety of 
existing problems on the westbound ramps at Studebaker Road. Existing problems are not the 
focus of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS except to the extent that they may be made worse by 
the proposed project. For Alternatives 1 and 2, the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS includes 
Measure T-10, which would address the project’s contribution to the cumulative adverse effect at 
the intersection of College Park Drive and the westbound SR-22 ramps at Studebaker Road.  

Comment PC-S5-6 

Signal coordination between the proposed new signal and the existing signal at the intersection 
of Studebaker Road and the SR-22 westbound ramps would be addressed during final project 
design. 

Comment PC-S5-7 

The proposed signalization at the intersection of College Park Drive and the westbound SR-22 
ramps at Studebaker Road in Measure T-10 includes a protected (arrow) southbound left turn 
into College Park Drive.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S6 

Comment PC-S6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Comment PC-S6-2 

Please see Common Response – Shifting Improvements away from Residential Properties onto 
NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property. 

Comment PC-S6-3 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S7 

Comment PC-S7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

All build alternatives reduce travel times within the corridor when compared with the No Build 
Alternative, thus reducing congestion. 

Please see Common Response – Substantiation of Reported Corridor Travel Times for Build 
Alternatives.  

Comment PC-S7-2 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S7-3 

Predictions are inherently risk laden. However, given the current levels of congestion and the 
forecast changes in population and employment, none of the proposed improvements is 
anticipated to eliminate congestion in the I-405 corridor; congestion is anticipated to be reduced 
in duration and extent. Congestion on freeways in Orange County is monitored under the 
Congestion Management Program administered by OCTA. Issues of blame and tax refunds 
should be addressed in a political forum rather than in an environmental document. A 
comparison presented in Table 3.1.6-4 of the Draft EIR/EIS shows, in shaded cells, how the 
existing freeway congestion compares to the congestion expected in 2020. Table 3.1.6-12 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS provides a similar comparison for 2040. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S8 

Comment PC-S8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, Health Risk, Property Values, Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County 
Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S9 

Comment PC-S9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Air Quality, Health Risk, Property 
Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S10 

Comment PC-S10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification, 
Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, Air Quality, Measure M. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S11 

Comment PC-S11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The current construction along I-405 in the vicinity of SR-22, Seal Beach Boulevard, and I-605 
is not part of the I-405 project, which is the subject of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. Lane 
configurations within the construction zone during construction are temporary. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S12 

Comment PC-S12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S13 

Comment PC-S13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Health Risks. 

Comment PC-S13-2 

Please see Common Response – Property Values. 
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Comment PC-S13-3 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange. 

Comment PC-S13-4 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S14 

Comment PC-S14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The YouTube video referenced in the comment has not been included or addressed. In the 
“General Information about This Document” behind the cover page, the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS states: “If you have any comments regarding the information contained in this 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, please attend the public hearing and/or send your written 
comments to Caltrans by August 12, 2013.” A YouTube video is neither a written comment nor 
can it be reproduced for inclusion in the Final EIR/EIS. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S15 

Comment PC-S15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Caltrans thanks you for your attention to the details of the Draft EIR/EIS. The V/C ratios 
reported in Table 3.1.6-1 of the Draft EIR/EIS for the Seal Beach Boulevard intersection with the 
I-405 southbound ramps/Beverly Manor Road in 2040 in the columns labeled “Build Traffic on 
No Build Geometry” are incorrect and have been corrected in the Final EIR/EIS. The correct 
values are reported in the Traffic Study. Improvements are included in the I-405 Improvement 
Project for this intersection. Traffic information with the improvements is reported in Table 
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3.1.6-16 of the Draft EIR/EIS; that information, which has been verified, shows that with the 
proposed improvements there is no adverse effect to traffic at the intersection.     

Comment PC-S15-2 

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering I-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard 
must merge one lane left to access I-605 and one more lane left to continue on I-405 northbound. 
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22 
westbound off-ramp would be required to reach I-605 and two additional lane changes to reach 
I-405.   

Comment PC-S15-3 

The design for the transition areas at the end of the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 is preliminary 
and represents a worst-case condition necessary to make certain that any potential environmental 
impacts are identified. If Alternative 3 is identified as the preferred alternative, different designs 
for the transition areas will be considered during final design and optional designs may be used 
to address safety and operational concerns, such as those raised in the comment. If design 
changes result in environmental impacts exceeding those identified in the Final EIR/EIS, further 
environmental documentation may be required. Use of the worst case in preparation of the Draft 
EIR/EIS limits the potential for further documentation as a result of design changes.  

Comment PC-S15-4 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Air Quality.  

Comment PC-S15-5 

The latest data from the I-110 demonstration project in Los Angeles County presented to the 
OCTA Board of Directors on May 24, 2013, indicates that there is less congestion in the general 
purpose lanes and an increase in HOV/Express Lane usage than there was prior to 
implementation of the demonstration program. During the initial ramp-up period after the 
demonstration program started, there was an expected increase in general purpose lane 
congestion as motorists adapted to the new policies related to the HOV/Express Lanes.  

The SR-91 Express Lanes are considered successful traffic management. They do not eliminate 
congestion in the general purpose lanes; they provide an option to that congestion to motorists 
willing to pay a toll. The tolls are set at the rates necessary to maintain high-speed operations. 
For an explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS page 2-20. For 
additional information, see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  
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All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The benefits to congestion vary among the build 
alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through, 3.1.6-8, and 3.1.6-12, through 3.1.6-14.  

Comment PC-S15-6 

Alternative 3 will increase the vehicle capacity of the freeway and thereby increase the person-
carrying capacity of the freeway. For a discussion of changes in the HOV vehicle occupancy 
requirement, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Comment PC-S15-7 

Throughput data cited in Table 3.1.6-14 of the Draft EIR/EIS would not be changed with use of 
the 2012 SCAG RTP data. The throughput data presented in the table are for peak hours under 
congested conditions, which are anticipated under any of the alternatives because peak-hour 
traffic demand will exceed capacity under any reasonable forecast.  
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-T 

Response to Comment Letter PC-T1 

Comment PC-T1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. You will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS 
is available for review. Please see Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS) for 
Responses to Comments PC-T13-1 through PC-T13-4 and PC-T14-1 and PC-T14-2. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-T2 

Comment PC-T2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The anticipated performance of the freeway with and without the build alternatives is 
summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8, and 3.1.6-12 through 
3.1.6-14. 

Comment PC-T2-2 

Lane continuity is addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS, which states on page 1-23: “Currently, three 
lanes are added to I-405 northbound from SR-73 as it merges into I-405 approximately 1.5 miles 
north of SR-55. There are no lane additions from SR-55 that extend to SR-73. The lanes added 
by SR-73 are subsequently dropped at the next three local interchanges at the Harbor Boulevard, 
Euclid Street, and Brookhurst Street interchanges, creating a series of bottlenecks. The proposed 
build alternatives would remove one or more of those lane drops and enhance lane continuity in 
the corridor. Continuing the project south to SR-55 would further compound rather than address 
lane continuity problems.”  

Comment PC-T2-3 

Page 2-15 of the Draft EIR/EIS indicates that widening of the freeway under any of the proposed 
alternatives would require the replacement of 17 bridges over the freeway. Temporary ramp 
closures necessary to construct the project are identified in Table S-1 of the Draft EIR/EIS and 
more fully explained in Section 3.1.4 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Acquisition of right-of-way (ROW) 
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necessary to construct the project is identified in Table S-1 of the Draft EIR/EIS and fully 
explained in Section 3.1.1 of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment PC-T2-4 

Prohibition of trucks on interstate highways is not permitted.  

Comment PC-T2-5 

See Response to Comment PC-T2-3.  

Comment PC-T2-6 

Elevated alternatives were considered and rejected. See Section 2.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment PC-T2-7 

The current construction is not part of the proposed I-405 Improvement Project. The 
improvements currently under construction are assumed to be in place prior to the start of 
construction of the proposed I-405 Improvement Project.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-T3 

Comment PC-T3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

The I-405 Improvement Project will not change the paths from I-605 southbound to westbound 
7th Street. The current construction is not part of the proposed I-405 Improvement Project.   



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R2-PC-U-1 March 2015 

PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-U 

PC-U1 

 

 

1 

2 



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-PC-U-2 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-U 

Response to Comment Letter PC-U1 

Comment PC-U1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives 

Comment PC-U1-2 

A design option (or modification) of Alternative 3 explained in Common Response – 
Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes would result in 
two additional travel lanes in each direction north of Euclid Street. Currently, there are seven 
travel lanes south of Euclid Street in each direction; under the design option there would be 
seven travel lanes in each direction north of Euclid Street. The lanes south of Euclid Street would 
be the existing condition and consist of six GP lanes and one HOV lane in each direction; north 
of Euclid Street under the design option the lanes would include five GP lanes and two Express 
Lanes.  

A transition area in each direction between the lanes north and south of Euclid Street would be 
provided. Transition areas near the beginning of the Express Lanes would allow traffic in HOV 
and GP lanes to change lanes to access the GP and Express Lanes within the project limits of 
Alternative 3. Transition areas at the end of the Express Lanes would allow traffic in the Express 
and GP lanes to change lanes to access the GP and HOV lanes downstream of the end of the 
Express Facility.  
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-V 

Response to Comment Letter PC-V1 

Comment PC-V1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-V2 

Comment PC-V2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, Health Risks. 

Comment PC-V2-2 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification, 
Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-V3 

Comment PC-V3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-W 

Response to Comment Letter PC-W1 

Comment PC-W1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Bridge and ramp closures north of Bolsa Chica Road are not anticipated during construction of 
the I-405 Improvement Project.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-W2 

Comment PC-W2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Air Quality, Health Risks. 

Comment PC-W2-2 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Air Quality, Health Risks, Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-W2-3 

Please see Common Responses – Property Values, Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-W3 

Comment PC-W3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-PC-W-6 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-W4 

Comment PC-W4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-10 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on SR-22 (7th 
Street), which is a State highway. This fair share would be contributed by the I-405 Improvement 
Project for the proposed improvements. The remainder of the funding would be the responsibility 
of the State, not the City of Long Beach.  

A comparison of the volumes at intersections along 7th Street under the existing condition 
(Figure 3-5 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) with the forecast volumes for the 2040 No Build 
Alternative (Figure 3-18 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS) shows that traffic is anticipated to 
increase along 7th Street without the proposed I-405 Improvement Project. Consequently, there is 
an adverse effect on 7th Street traffic without the project. The additional increment of traffic on 
7th Street associated with the proposed project results in cumulative effects of traffic from the 
project and from other sources that are greater than those solely from the project alone. 
Consequently, the measures included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are not intended to 
address all of the deterioration in traffic service expected between the existing condition and year 
2040.    

A fair share of the costs for the improvements proposed in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
under Measure T-11 would address cumulative significant impacts to traffic on streets owned by 
the City of Long Beach. The remainder of the funding at these locations would be the 
responsibility of the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-W5 

Comment PC-W5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-W6 

Comment PC-W6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Air Quality, Health Risks. 

Comment PC-W6-2 

Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-W6-3 

Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-W6-4 

Please see Common Responses – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los 
Angeles Metro, Gateway City Council of Governments, and the City of Long Beach, Traffic 
Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-W6-5 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Shifting Improvements 
away from Residential Properties onto NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property. 

Comment PC-W6-6 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-W7 

Comment PC-W7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS covers potential adverse effects and significant impacts of the 
proposed I-405 Improvement Project and measures to address those adverse effects and 



APPENDIX R2  SUPPLEMENTAL DRAFT EIR/EIS  FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  

March 2015 R2-PC-W-8 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

significant impacts. Existing problems are not the focus of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. 
Measure T-10 included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS proposes, under Alternative 2, to add 
a second left-turn lane to the northbound approach of Woodruff Avenue to Willow Street. This 
proposed improvement would address adverse effects of Alternative 2 to traffic at the 
Woodruff/Willow intersection. Adverse effects are not anticipated under Alternatives 1 or 3.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-W8 

Comment PC-W8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The YouTube video referenced in the comment has not been included or addressed. In the 
“General Information about This Document” behind the cover page, the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS states: “If you have any comments regarding the information contained in this 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, please attend the public hearing and/or send your written 
comments to Caltrans by August 12, 2013.” A YouTube video is neither a written comment, nor 
can it be reproduced for inclusion in the Final EIR/EIS. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-W9 

Comment PC-W9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-Z 

Response to Comment Letter PC-Z1 

Comment PC-Z1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives. 

Comment PC-Z1-2 

Please see Common Responses – Opposition to Tolling, Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-UNIDENTIFIED 

Response to Comment Letter PC-UN1 

Comment PC-UN1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Measure M, Almond 
Avenue Soundwall, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Health Risks, Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-UN2 

Comment PC-UN2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall, Opposition to Tolling, Noise/ 
Noise Analysis, Air Quality.   
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-PET 

Response to Comment Letter PC-PET1 

Comment PC-PET1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Response to Comment GL6-2. Please also see Common Responses – Opposition to 
Tolling, Air Quality, Noise/Noise Analysis, Health Risks, Preferred Alternative Identification, 
Measure M, Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line Elimination of Light-
Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-PET2 

Comment PC-PET2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Northbound Braided Ramps at the Magnolia/Warner 
Interchange, Noise/Noise Analysis, Health Risks, Air Quality, Property Values. 
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-LB 

Response to Comment Letter PC-LB1 

Comment PC-LB1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

At this time, the Toll Operation Policy for Alternative 3 is undecided, and it is unknown what the 
occupancy requirement or what discount those users meeting the occupancy requirements would 
receive.  

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-LB2 

Comment PC-LB2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Please see Response to Comment PC-LB1-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-LB3 

Comment PC-LB3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the 
Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-LB4 

Comment PC-LB4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
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presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Elimination of Light-Rail Transit and Bus Rapid Transit 
Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-LB5 

Comment PC-LB5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative 
as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.   

Please see Response to Comment PC-S5-1.  

Comment PC-LB5-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S5-2.  
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