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MISSION STATEMENT
Leadership Vis ion Progress

The Association will  accomplish this Mission by:

 Developing long-range regional plans and strategies that provide for efficient 
movement of people, goods and information; enhance economic growth and 
international trade; and improve the environment and quality of life.

 Providing quality information services and analysis for the region. 

 Using an inclusive decision-making process that resolves conflicts and  
encourages trust.

 Creating an educational and work environment that cultivates creativity,  
initiative, and opportunity.

Leadership, vision and progress which promote economic 
growth, personal well-being, and livable communities for all 
Southern Californians.
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RESOLUTION NO. 08-504-3

RESOLUTION OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS APPROVING 

FINAL AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE 2008 REGIONAL 

TRANSPORTATION PLAN (2008 RTP), FINAL 

AMENDMENT NO. 08-01 TO THE 2008 REGIONAL 

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (2008 

RTIP), AND THE CORRESPONDING ADDENDUM TO 

THE 2008 RTP PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT AND CONFORMITY DETERMINATION

 WHEREAS, the Southern California Association 
of Governments (SCAG) is a Joint Powers Agency 
established pursuant to Section 6500 et seq. of the 
California Government Code;

 WHEREAS

Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura, 
and as such, is responsible for preparing the 

 WHEREAS, SCAG is the designated Regional 

law, and as such is responsible for preparing, adopt-

Sections 65080 et seq.;

 WHEREAS

the California Public Utilities Code, SCAG is the des-

 WHEREAS

 WHEREAS

-
ing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation 

 WHEREAS

(1)(iv), SCAG must provide adequate public notice 
of public involvement activities and time for public 
review and comment at key decision points, including 
approval of plans and transportation improvement 
programs (the applicable comment period shall be at 

 WHEREAS

the applicable State Implementation Plan (SIP);

 WHEREAS

the applicable SIP;

 WHEREAS, SCAG has received requests from the 

 WHEREAS

-

coordination to help improve air quality and maintain 
transportation conformity in Southern California;

 WHEREAS

-

to address the local requests;

 WHEREAS, the conformity findings included in 
-

 WHEREAS

public review and comment period;

 WHEREAS

Hearing was posted on the SCAG website at www.

on the SCAG website, and copies were provided for 
review at SCAG and at public libraries throughout the 
region;

 WHEREAS

 WHEREAS, to the extent that SCAG has received 

Amendments, those comments have been responded 
to, and those comments along with responses are 

 WHEREAS

 WHEREAS, SCAG has complied with all appli-
cable federal and state requirements in developing the 

rulings and federal guidance.

Environmental Justice Order, enacted pursuant 

disproportionately high and adverse impacts on 
minority and low-income populations with respect 
to human health and the environment and require-

 WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 176(c) of the 

may receive Federal funding unless it comes from an 

SIP; 

 WHEREAS

in nonattainment and maintenance areas for trans-

Part 51;

 WHEREAS

Amendments proposed herein, all South Coast Air 
-

and are on schedule for timely implementation;

 WHEREAS

financially constrained for all fiscal years with the 

 WHEREAS, SCAG is required to comply with the 

 WHEREAS, SCAG adopted and certified the 
Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) to the 

vi    



____________________________

President

   

____________________________

Executive Director

___________________________

Acting Chief Counsel

WHEREAS, when an EIR has been certified and 

necessary;

WHEREAS, an Addendum may be prepared by 
the Lead Agency that prepared the original EIR if some 
changes or additions are necessary, but none of the 
conditions have occurred requiring preparation of a 

WHEREAS, for the reasons set forth in the 

-

Subsequent EIR;

WHEREAS, SCAG prepared an Addendum to the 

agencies;

WHEREAS, SCAG determined that adoption of 

either new environmental significant effects or a sub-
stantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects;   

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

applicable federal and state requirements, 
including the federally approved SIPs;

-
ects in the South Coast Air Basin and Ventura 
County portion of the South Central Coast Air 
Basin in the federally approved conforming 

priority and are on schedule for timely imple-
mentation;

herein have been found to conform to the 
applicable SIP in accordance with the Clean 
Air Act and EPA conformity regulations; and

are not substantial changes which would 

document is required.

-
ings in the resolution, the Regional Council here-

Addendum and conformity findings.

and associated conformity finding to the Federal 

Administration to make the final conformity deter-
mination in accordance with the Federal Clean Air 

Approved at a regular meeting of the Regional Council 
of the Southern California Association of Governments 

  

______
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T
he Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is the fed-

erally designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for the 

six counties of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardi-

no, and Ventura. As the MPO, SCAG develops the Regional Transporta-

tion Plan (RTP or Plan) and updates it every four years through a continuous, 

comprehensive, and cooperative process. The RTP presents a transportation 

vision for the region at least 20 years into the future, and provides a long-term 

investment framework for addressing the region’s transportation and related 

challenges.

SCAG adopted the current operating 2008 RTP on May 8, 2008 (Resolution 

No. 08-497-2), and the RTP includes several thousand individual transporta-

tion projects. Since that time, the scopes of a relatively few projects in the 

2008 RTP have evolved. In addition, $210.6 million in federal funds have 

been committed for a congestion pricing pilot project in Los Angeles County. 

While some affected projects are time sensitive, all projects require amend-

ment to the RTP.

The purpose of this document is to identify the specific details of the 2008 RTP 

Amendment #1 and to ensure that the proposed changes are consistent with 

federal and state requirements, including the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Ef-

ficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) planning 

requirements and the Transportation Conformity Rule. All associated analyses 

for the Amendment are incorporated into this document. It is also important 

to note that the conformity findings included in this document are applicable 

for the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 as well as the 2008 Regional Transportation 

Improvement Program (RTIP) Amendment #08-01.
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T
he project changes proposed under this Amendment are presented in 

this document for Imperial, Los Angeles, Riverside, San Bernardino, 

and Ventura Counties. The reason for amending each of these projects 

can be broadly categorized as follows:

Project is new and currently not in the 2008 RTP

Project currently exists in the 2008 RTP, but:

has a ,

has a ,

has a , or

includes .

Descriptions of major projects in each of the counties are provided to high-

light the general scope of this Amendment. The locations of projects are de-

picted in Exhibits 1-5.

Project Summary Tables are organized to provide a complete list of the proj-

ects for each county and to document the details of the changes from the 

current Plan. In addition, the summary tables are also intended to illustrate a 

before-and-after scenario for each of the projects. All “existing” information 

for RTIP projects contained in the project descriptions in this Amendment is 

based on the adopted 2008 RTIP and its associated regional emissions analysis. 

For modeled projects, the “Project Completion By” year represents the Plan 

network year for which the project was analyzed for modeling and regional 

emissions analysis.

For more specific individual project information as part of the RTP modeling 

and regional emissions analysis, refer to the Amendment’s modeled projects 

list available at http://www.scag.ca.gov/rtp2008 .

Imperial County

MAJOR REGIONAL PROJECTS

BRAWLEY BYPASS CORRIDOR

Revised Schedule

RTP/RTIP Project No. IMP0021
Estimated Project Cost: $225.6 million

Project Completion By (existing): 2020
Project Completion By (revised): 2012

This project will provide a four-lane divided expressway near the City of Braw-

ley on SR-86 to 0.3 miles north of Mead Road on SR-111.
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EXHIBIT 2.1  IMPERIAL COUNTY PROJECT LOCATIONS 

Source: Southern California Association of Governments, ESRI StreetMap USA, Teleatlas
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TABLE 2.1  IMPERIAL COUNTY PROJECTS

CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT       
COST 

($1,000'S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

78

SR 111

Revised schedule �
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Los Angeles County

MAJOR REGIONAL PROJECTS

CONGESTION REDUCTION DEMONSTRATION PROJECT

New Projects

The following demonstration projects, which are assumed to be in place for a 

limited duration, will allow for the analysis of the potential impacts of several 

congestion reduction strategies, including both HOT lanes and significantly-

enhanced transit service.

RTP/RTIP Project No. 1HL08D01
Estimated Project Cost: $45.2 million
Project Completion By: 2010

This project will convert one High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane in each 

direction to a High-Occupancy Toll (HOT) lane on I-10 from Alameda Street/

Union Station to I-605, and restripe to add a second HOT lane on I-10 west-

bound from Santa Anita Avenue to I-710, and on I-10 eastbound from I-710 

to Baldwin Avenue.

RTP/RTIP Project No. 1HL08D03
Estimated Project Cost: $48.6 million
Project Completion By: 2010

This project will convert two High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes in each 

direction to High-Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes on I-110 from 182nd Street/

Artesia Transit Center to Adams Boulevard.

RTP/RTIP Project No. 1TR08D08 and 1TR08D07A
Estimated Project Cost: $136.6 million
Project Completion By: 2010

This project will provide enhanced peak frequencies and bus rapid transit 

(BRT) service from the Montclair Transit Center to downtown Los Angeles. 

The enhanced peak frequencies will occur on Metro’s Line 699 and Foothill 

Transit’s Silver Streak service, and BRT service on Metro’s El Monte Busway 

Lines 484 and 490. This project will also include supporting transit station 

and facility improvements.

RTP/RTIP Project No. 1TR08D07B
Estimated Project Cost: $71.8 million
Project Completion By: 2010

This project will provide BRT service from the Artesia Transit Center to down-

town Los Angeles on Metro’s Harbor Transitway Lines 444 and 446/447, and 

include supporting transit station, signal priority, and facility improvements.

SR-126 WIDENING, INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS, AND GRADE 

SEPARATION

Revised Descr ipt ion, Cost , and Schedule

RTP/RTIP Project No. LA0D480
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $35.5 million
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $88.0 million
Project Completion By (existing): 2010
Project Completion By (revised): 2012

This project will widen SR-126 from the Los Angeles/Ventura County Line to 

Castaic Creek Bridge approaching the SR-126/I-5 interchange by one lane in 

each direction. Two new at-grade intersections will be constructed, and three 

existing at-grade intersections will be widened. A new full movement, urban 

grade separation will be constructed at Long Canyon Road.
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EXHIBIT 2.2  LOS ANGELES COUNTY PROJECT LOCATIONS

Source: Southern California Association of Governments, ESRI StreetMap USA, Teleatlas
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TABLE 2.2  LOS ANGELES COUNTY PROJECTS

CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

LA Arterial
Revised description, 
cost, and schedule

$88,000

LA Arterial

-
Revised model list 
completion date to 

LA 0

-

-
$67,800

-
Revised schedule

LA 101 -
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

LA
I-110

$5,600

-
-

-

-

-

�
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

LA
I-110

-
-

-

-
�

LA 10

-
-

-
-

-

-
1HL08D01 �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

LA 110

-

-

-

-
-

-

- �

LA 0
-

-
-

-

-

�
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

LA 0
-

-
-

-

-

�
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Riverside County

MAJOR REGIONAL PROJECTS

I-15 HOT AND HOV LANES

Revised Descr ipt ion and Cost

RTP/RTIP Project No. RIV071267
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $1.6 billion
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $1.7 billion
Project Completion By: 2020

This project on I-15 will provide two High-Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes in 

each direction from the Riverside/San Bernardino County Line to Hidden Val-

ley Parkway, two HOT lanes in each direction from Cajalco Road to SR-74, 

and add a second HOT lane in each direction from Hidden Valley Parkway 

to Cajalco Road.  This project will also provide one High-Occupancy Vehicle 

(HOV) lane in each direction from SR-74 to I-15/I-215.

SR-91 HOT AND MIXED-FLOW LANES

Revised Descr ipt ion and Cost

RTP/RTIP Project No. RIV071250
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $875.4 million
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $1.3 billion
Project Completion By: 2020

This project will provide various improvements related to SR-91:

On SR-91, one mixed-flow lane and one auxiliary lane in each direction 

at various locations 

On SR-91, CD system from Lincoln Avenue to I-15

On SR-91, one HOT lane and the conversion of an HOV lane to a HOT 

lane in each direction from the Riverside/Orange County Line to I-15

At SR-91/I-15, a HOT median direct connector

On I-15, one HOT lane in each direction from Hidden Valley Parkway 

to Cajalco Road

I -215 WIDENING

Revised Descr ipt ion, Cost , and Schedule

RTP/RTIP Project No. RIV070309
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $172.7 million
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $222.3 million
Project Completion By (existing): 2014
Project Completion By (revised): 2020

This project will provide a third mixed-flow lane in each direction on I-215 in 

southwestern Riverside County from Scott Road to Nuevo Road. This project 

would widen I-215 from 4 to 6 total lanes.

I -215 HOV LANES

Revised Cost

RTP/RTIP Project No. RIV071276
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $121.0 million
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $212.5 million
Project Completion By: 2020

This project will provide one HOV lane in each direction on I-215 from Nuevo 

Road to Box Springs Road.
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SR-91/SR-71 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

Revised Descr ipt ion and Cost

RTP/RTIP Project No. RIV070308
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $99.0 million
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $117.6 million
Project Completion By: 2014

This project will replace the existing SR-91 eastbound to SR-71 northbound 

connector with a direct flyover connector, and provide an eastbound collector 

distributor system (Green River to SR-91/SR-71 junction).
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EXHIBIT 2.3  RIVERSIDE COUNTY PROJECT LOCATIONS

Source: Southern California Association of Governments, ESRI StreetMap USA, Teleatlas
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TABLE 2.3  RIVERSIDE COUNTY PROJECTS

CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial 0
-

-
ing removed)

Revised description, 
cost, and schedule �

-

RV Arterial 0
-

-
- -

being removed)

Revised model list 
description to match �

RV Arterial 0

-

$10,600 Revised description �

-
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial 0 Revised schedule �

RV Arterial 0

-

$7,500

REVISED SCOPE, LEAV-
Revised description, 
cost, and schedule �

-
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial 0

-

- Revised schedule

RV Arterial 0

-

Revised description �

-
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial
-

Revised description 
and cost �

RV Arterial
ALES-

BLVD

-

Revised description 
and total cost

�
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial
ALES-

BLVD

-
and C)

Revised description 
and schedule

�

$1,000

-

RV Arterial
ALES-

BLVD

-

Revised cost and 
schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial

-

AVE)
BLVD)

C, D, E, F, and G)

Revised total cost 
and schedule

�

-

AVE)

-

AVE)

AVE

AVE
$185

AVE

AVE

AVE
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial
-

Revised cost and 
schedule

RV Arterial
-

Revised cost and 
schedule

RV Arterial
-

Revised cost and 
schedule

RV Arterial
-

Revised cost and 
schedule

RV Arterial
RD

-

Revised description, 
cost, and schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial
RD

-

Revised description, 
cost, and schedule �

RV Arterial
Revised cost and 
schedule �

RV Arterial

CURVE

$6,100
- �

RV Arterial
-

Revised cost and 
schedule
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Arterial
LASSELLE 

-
-

Revised total cost 
and schedule

�
-

RV Arterial
AVE

Revised cost and 
schedule

RV Arterial
BEACH DR

-

-

Revised cost and 
schedule �

RV Arterial
BLVD

-
$651

-

Revised cost �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV
GRADE 
SEPARA- 0 -

-

-

Revised cost and 
schedule �

RV HOV

-

-

Revised cost �

RV 10 - Revised schedule �

RV 10
Revised cost and 
schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 10
-

Revised description 
and schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 10

-

Revised description 
and cost �

-
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 10
- Revised description, 

cost, and schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 10
-

$71,858

Revised cost and 
schedule �

RV 10

-

RIV060115
Revised cost and 
schedule �

RV 10

-

-

-
RIV060116

Revised cost and 
schedule �

$51,500
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 10

-

-

-
RIV060117

Revised cost and 
schedule �

RV 15
Improve IC ramps including reconstruc-
tion of northbound off-ramp to provide a 
loop, completing the partial clover leaf 

Revised cost and 
schedule �

RV 15

-

-

Revised cost and 
schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 15

$55,000

-

-

Revised description 
and cost �

 

$70,000
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 15

-

$85,000 Revised description �

-

-
-
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 60
 

-
Revised cost �

RV 60
Revised description 
and cost �

RV 60 LOCAL DEVELOPER 
Revised description 
and cost �

$70,000

RV 60 $67,680

-
�
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 60
-

Revised cost �

RV 86

-

RIV060101 Revised cost �

RV 86

-

-

Revised schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV

-

Revised description 
and cost �

-
$117,577
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV

-

-

Revised description, 
cost, and schedule �

-
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV

-

-
Revised description 
and schedule �

-

RV Revised cost
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV

-

Revised description 
cost, and schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV 15

$1,600,000

-

-
Revised description 
and cost �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV

-

-

Revised description 
and cost �

-
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

RV Other

LOCAL DEVELOPER 

-

Revised description 
and cost �

RV
Climbing

10 Add eastbound truck climbing lane

-

Revised cost
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San Bernardino County

MAJOR REGIONAL PROJECTS

I-10 HOV LANES

Revised Descr ipt ion and Cost

RTP/RTIP Project No. 4H01001
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $1.08 billion
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $1.09 billion
Project Completion By: 2020

This project will provide one HOV lane in each direction from Haven Av-

enue to Ford Street, widen undercrossings, replace overcrossings, and realign 

ramps.

I -15/ I-215 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

Revised Cost

RTP/RTIP Project No. 20061201
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $80.0 million
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $240.0 million
Project Completion By: 2020

This project will improve the I-15/I-215 interchange by providing one addi-

tional mixed-flow lane and one truck bypass lane in each direction from just 

south of the Glen Helen Parkway to just north of the interchange.

SR-58 REALIGNMENT

Revised Cost

RTP/RTIP Project No. 34770
Estimated Project Cost (existing): $187.6 million
Estimated Project Cost (revised): $190.8 million
Project Completion By: 2020

This project will provide a 4-lane expressway on a new alignment from the 

San Bernardino/Kern County Line to 7.5 miles east of US-395.
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EXHIBIT 2.4  SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY PROJECT LOCATIONS

Source: Southern California Association of Governments, ESRI StreetMap USA, Teleatlas
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TABLE 2.4  SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY PROJECTS

CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

SB Arterial 58
$187,588 -

Revised cost �

SB Arterial Revised description �

SB Arterial

$116,607

Revised description 
and cost change

SB Arterial -

-

�
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

SB HOV 10

Add 1 HOV lane each direction, widen 

- Revised description 
and cost �

SB 10

-

Revised description �

SB 15

-

-

-

Revised schedule �
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

SB
-

-

SB

Reconstruct Barton Rd Interchange

Revised description, 
cost, and schedule �

(For PE only)

SB

-

-

-

Revised route name
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CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000’S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

SB
-

Climbing

15
mixed flow lane in each direction to 

$80,000

-

Revised cost �

SB Arterial -

-

�
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Ventura County

MAJOR REGIONAL PROJECTS

US-101/PLEASANT VALLEY ROAD INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

Revised Schedule

RTP/RTIP Project No. VEN031226
Estimated Project Cost: $1.1 million
Project Completion By (current): 2008
Project Completion By (revised): 2009

This project will improve the US-101/Pleasant Valley Road interchange in the 

City of Camarillo by widening the southbound on-ramp from 1 to 2 lanes and 

adding turn lanes.

CENTRAL AVENUE WIDENING

Revised Schedule

RTP/RTIP Project No. VEN031227
Estimated Project Cost: $1.1 million
Project Completion By (existing): 2008
Project Completion By (revised): 2009

This project will widen Central Avenue in the City of Camarillo from 2 to 4 

lanes and add bike lanes for 0.4 miles from the US-101 northbound ramps to 

the city limit, and add traffic signals at the US-101 ramps.
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EXHIBIT 2.5  VENTURA COUNTY PROJECT LOCATIONS

Source: Southern California Association of Governments, ESRI StreetMap USA, Teleatlas
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TABLE 2.5  VENTURA COUNTY PROJECTS

CO
CAT-

EGORY
ROUTE DESCRIPTION

PROJECT 
COST 

($1,000'S)

FISCAL IMPACT

($1,000’S)

PROJECT 
COMPLETION 

BY

RTP/RTIP 
PROJECT ID

REASON FOR 
AMENDMENT

INCLUDED 
IN RTIP 
AMEND-

MENT 
#08-01

VE Arterial 0 $1,100
-

Revised schedule

VE 101

-
-

-
Revised schedule �
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T
he 2008 RTP Amendment includes changes to existing projects, dele-

tion of projects, and the addition of new projects. The fiscal impact 

of each individual project is discussed in the above summary tables 

under the fiscal impact column for each respective county.

In terms of overall impact on the RTP Financial Plan, there are $1.8 billion in 

cost increases from changes to existing projects and new projects, and $1.2 

billion in cost decreases as a result of projects deleted from the plan. These 

changes result in an overall net cost increase of $0.6 billion to the 2008 RTP 

Financial Plan, broken down by county in the below table (see first three rows 

of Table 3.1).

Any net cost increases to the RTP Financial Plan are being funded by the iden-

tified sources broken down by county (see Table 3.1) which are in addition to 

2008 RTP forecasted revenues.

Based on review of the funding considerations for each project documented 

herein, SCAG finds that this amendment does not adversely impact the finan-

cial constraint of the 2008 RTP. The Plan remains financially constrained.

TABLE 3.1 FISCAL IMPACT SUMMARY

Imperial Los Angeles Riverside
San  

Bernardino
Ventura SCAG Region

$0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 

Net Cost Increase (Decrease) $0 $403,851 $179,901 $0 $0 $583,752 

$0 $0 $0 $0 
Local Discretionary Funding $0 $0 $0 
Local Developer Impact Fee Funding $0 $0 $0 $0 
Private Funding $0 $0 $0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $6,000 $0 $0 $6,000 

$0 $80,000 $0 $0 $0 $80,000 

Local CFD Assessment Funding $0 $0 $0 $0 

Total Sources $0 $403,851 $179,901 $0 $0 $583,752
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T
ransportation conformity is required under the federal Clean Air Act 

to ensure that federally supported highway and transit project activi-

ties conform to the purpose of the State Implementation plan (SIP). 

Conformity to the purpose of the SIP means that transportation activi-

ties will not cause new air quality violations, worsen existing violations, or 

delay timely attainment of the relevant National Ambient Air Quality Stan-

dards. Conformity applies to non-attainment and maintenance areas for the 

following transportation-related criteria pollutants: ozone, particulate matter 

(PM2.5 and PM10), carbon monoxide (CO), and nitrogen dioxide (NO2).

Under the U.S. DOT Metropolitan Planning Regulations and EPA’s Transpor-

tation Conformity Regulations, 2008 RTP Amendment #1 needs to pass five 

tests: consistency with the adopted 2008 RTP, regional emissions, timely im-

plementation of transportation control measures (TCMs), financial constraint, 

and interagency consultation and public involvement.

The findings of the conformity determination for the 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1 are presented below. Details of the regional emissions analysis follow the 

findings.

Conformity Findings

SCAG’s findings for the approval of the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 are as 

follows:

Consistency with 2008 RTP / 2008 RTIP Test 

Inclusion of the amended projects in the 2008 RTP would not change 

any other policies, programs or projects in the federally approved 2008 

RTIP and 2008 RTP. 

 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 is consistent with the feder-

ally approved 2008 RTIP and 2008 RTP, and meets all federal and state 

requirements and regulations.

Regional Emissions Tests 

Finding: The regional emissions analyses for the 2008 RTP Amend-

ment #1 update the regional emissions analyses for the federally ap-

proved 2008 RTIP and 2008 RTP. 

 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 regional emissions analysis 

for PM2.5 and its precursors meet all applicable emission budget tests 

for all milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years in the South 

Coast Air Basin (SCAB). 

 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 regional emissions for the 

ozone precursors meet all applicable emission budget tests for all 

milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years for the SCAB, South 

Central Coast Air Basin (SCCAB; Ventura County portion), Western 

Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB; Antelope Valley and San Bernardino 

County portion excluding Searles Valley), and the Salton Sea Air Basin 

(SSAB; Coachella Valley and Imperial County portions). 

 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 regional emissions for NO2 

meet all applicable emission budget tests for all milestone, attainment, 

and planning horizon years in the SCAB. 

 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 regional emissions for CO 

meet all applicable emission budget tests for all milestone, attainment, 

and planning horizon years in SCAB. 

 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 regional emissions for PM10 

and its precursors meet all applicable emission budget tests for all mile-

stone, attainment, and planning horizon years in SCAB and the SSAB 

(Coachella Valley). 
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Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 regional emissions for PM10 

meet the interim emission test (build/no-build test) for all milestone, 

attainment and planning horizon years for the MDAB (San Bernardino 

County portion and Searles Valley portion) and for the SSAB (Imperial 

County portion).

Timely Implementation of TCMs Test 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 does not revise or otherwise 

alter the schedule or implementation of any TCM.

Financial Constraint Test 

Finding: All projects listed in the 2008 RTP and 2006 and 2008 RTIPs, 

including the proposed amendments, are financially constrained for all 

fiscal years. Fiscal constraint is analyzed in the Fiscal Impact chapter of 

this report.

Interagency Consultation and Public Involvement Test 

Finding: The 2008 RTP Amendment #1 complies with all federal 

and state requirements for interagency consultation and public in-

volvement. The proposed RTP/RTIP Amendment was discussed at the 

Transportation Conformity Working Group (TCWG), which includes 

representatives from the respective air quality and transportation 

planning agencies, on three occasions (June 24, July 22, and August 

26, 2008). A preliminary draft conformity analysis was presented to the 

TCWG prior to the release of the Proposed Draft RTP Amendment #1 

for a 30-day public comment period. No conformity-specific comments 

were received.

Regional Emissions Analysis

The following tables summarize the required regional emission analyses for 

each of the non-attainment areas within SCAG’s jurisdiction.  For those areas 

which require budget tests, the emissions values in the tables below utilize 

the rounding convention used by California Air Resources Board to set the 

budgets (i.e., any fraction rounded up to the nearest ton), and are the basis of 

the conformity findings for these areas.
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SOUTH CENTRAL COAST AIR BASIN – VENTURA COUNTY PORTION

TABLE 4.1 8-HOUR OZONE (SUMMER PLANNING EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2009 2010 2020 2030 2035

ROG
Budget
Plan 11 7 6 5
Budget - Plan 1 6 7 8

Budget
Plan 17 6 6

Budget - Plan 0 10

SOUTH COAST AIR BASIN

TABLE 4.2 8-HOUR OZONE (SUMMER PLANNING EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2008 2011 2014 2017 2020 2030 2035

ROG
Budget 
Plan

176 150 116 116 116
167 a a 110 76

Budget - Plan 8 6

Budget
Plan a a

Budget - Plan 70 78

a = interpolated
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TABLE 4.3 PM2.5 (ANNUAL EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2009 2012 2020 2030 2035

ROG
Budget
Plan 185 107 81
Budget - Plan 11 56
Budget 
Plan 176
Budget - Plan 161
Budget 
Plan
Budget - Plan 1 0

TABLE 4.4 PM10 (ANNUAL EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2010 2020 2030 2035

ROG
Budget
Plan 107 81
Budget - Plan 78 170 178

Budget
Plan 176
Budget - Plan 177

Budget
Plan

166 166 166 166
156 155

Budget - Plan 10 11

TABLE 4.5 CO (WINTER EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2010 2015 2020 2030 2035

CO
Budget
Plan 1,671 a

Budget - Plan 1,568

a = interpolated
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TABLE 4.6 NO2 (WINTER EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2010 2020 2030 2035

Budget
Plan 187
Budget - Plan

WESTERN MOJAVE DESERT AIR BASIN – ANTELOPE VALLEY PORTION OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 

PORTION OF MDAB EXCLUDING SEARLES VALLEY

TABLE 4.7 8-HOUR OZONE (SUMMER PLANNING EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2009 2010 2020 2030 2035

ROG
Budget
Plan 10 10
Budget - Plan 1 10

Budget
Plan

77 77 77 77 77
77

Budget - Plan 0 51 50

MOJAVE DESERT AIR BASIN – SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY PORTION

TABLE 4.8 PM10 (ANNUAL EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

2010 2020 2030 2035

Build
8.6
8.1

1.1 0.5 0.5 0.5

Note: The results may not add up due to rounding.

  2 0 0 8  R E G I O N A L  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  P L A N  A M E N D M E N T  # 1  A N D  2 0 0 8  R T I P  A M E N D M E N T  # 0 8 - 0 1   61



MOJAVE DESERT AIR BASIN – SEARLES VALLEY PORTION

TABLE 4.9 PM10 (ANNUAL EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

2010 2020 2030 2035

Build
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SALTON SEA AIR BASIN – COACHELLA VALLEY PORTION

TABLE 4.10 8-HOUR OZONE (SUMMER PLANNING EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2012 2020 2030 2035

ROG
Budget 
Plan

7 7 7 7
7 5

Budget - Plan 0
Budget 
Plan 11
Budget - Plan 1 15

TABLE 4.11 PM10 (ANNUAL EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

 2010 2020 2030 2035

Budget *
Plan 8.0 8.1 8.6
Budget - Plan

Note: Budget set to one decimal place by 2003 Coachella SIP.
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SALTON SEA AIR BASIN – IMPERIAL COUNTY PORTION

TABLE 4.12 OZONE (SUMMER PLANNING EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2009 2010 2020 2030 2035

ROG
Budget
Plan

7 7 7 7 7
6 6 5 5

Budget - Plan 1 1

Budget
Plan

17 17 17 17 17
17 16 10 10

Budget - Plan 0 1 7 8 7

TABLE 4.13 PM10 (ANNUAL EMISSIONS [TONS/DAY])

Pollutant 2010 2020 2030 2035

Build
6.5 10.0

0.1 0.1 0.5 0.6
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Introduction

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) proposes to 

amend the 2008 RTP (2008 RTP Amendment #1) to reflect minor additional 

projects and minor revisions to a very few of the thousands of individual 

transportation projects contained in the project list attached to the Final 2008 

RTP (2008 RTP or Plan). The Final Program Environmental Impact Report for 

the 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (2008 PEIR), was certified on May 8, 

2008.1 This Addendum to that document has been prepared to address the 

proposed changes to the project list contained in the 2008 RTP.

As the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) 

(Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq.), SCAG prepared the Final RTP PEIR 

for the 2008 RTP to evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated 

with implementation of the 2008 RTP. The purpose of the 2008 PEIR is to 

identify the potentially significant environmental impacts associated with the 

implementation of the projects, operations, programs, and policies included 

in the Plan. The 2008 PEIR serves as the informational document to inform 

decision-makers, agencies and the public of the potential environmental con-

sequences of approving the 2008 RTP. As appropriate for a program EIR, the 

2008 PEIR focuses on the broad policy alternatives and program-wide mitiga-

tion measures (CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(b)(4)).2 The 2008 PEIR is a first 

tier environmental document that serves as a regional-scale environmental 

analysis and planning tool that can be used to support subsequent, site-specif-

ic project-level CEQA analyses.

The 2008 RTP is a long-range program that addresses the transportation needs 

for the six-county SCAG Region through 2035. It includes both specific proj-

ects and strategies that address transportation goals and policies and potential 

growth patterns. Projects analyzed in the 2008 RTP PEIR include highway im-

provements such as mixed flow lanes, interchanges, ramps, high occupancy 

vehicle (HOV) lanes, toll lanes, and arterials; transit improvements such as 

1 The Final 2008 Regional Transportation Plan Program Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 2007061126) (“Final PEIR” or “2008 PEIR”) is incorporated herein by 

this reference and an electronic version is available at http://scag.ca.gov/RTPpeir2008/final/addendum.htm.

2 Unless otherwise indicated, all citations by section number are to the CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Administrative Code, tit. 14, Section 15000 et seq.)

bus, bus rapid transit (BRT) and various rail upgrades; high speed regional 

transport (HSRT); and goods movement strategies. Although the 2008 RTP has 

a long-term time horizon under which projects are planned and proposed to 

be implemented, federal and state mandates ensure that the Plan is both flex-

ible and responsive in the near term. Therefore, the 2008 RTP is regarded as 

both a long-term regional transportation blueprint and as a dynamic planning 

tool subject to ongoing refinement and modification.

Section 15152 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that subsequent environmen-

tal analyses for separate, but related, future projects may tier off the analysis 

contained in the PEIR. The CEQA Guidelines do not require a Program EIR to 

specifically list all subsequent activities that may be within its scope. For large 

scale planning approvals (such as the RTP), where site-specific EIRs or nega-

tive declarations will subsequently be prepared for specific projects broadly 

identified within a Program EIR, then site-specific analysis can be deferred 

until the project level environmental document is prepared (Sections 15168 

and 15152) provided deferral does not prevent adequate identification of sig-

nificant effects of the planning approval at hand.
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Basis for the Addendum

An Addendum to the 2008 RTP PEIR is appropriate to address proposed chang-

es to the 2008 RTP contained in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1. The 2008 RTP 

Amendment #1 contains a list of all proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project 

list. The proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list generally consist of the 

following:

Changes in completion year of project already included in the 2008 

RTP

Changes in estimated costs of project already included in the 2008 RTP

Deletion of duplicate and completed projects

Consolidation of related contiguous projects

Conversion of High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes to High Occupancy 

Toll (HOT) lanes, lane widening projects, intersection construction and 

reconfigurations and additional transit services

Further detail on the proposed 2008 RTP Amendment #1 is provided below 

under the subheading “Project Description.”

When an EIR has been certified and the project is modified or otherwise 

changed after certification, then additional CEQA review may be necessary. 

The key considerations in determining the need for and appropriate type of 

additional CEQA review are outlined in Section 21166 of the Public Resources 

Code (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162, 15163 and 15164.

Section 21166 of CEQA specifically provides that a Subsequent or Supplemen-

tal EIR is not required unless the following occurs:  

Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major 1. 

revisions of the EIR.

Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which 2. 

the project is being undertaken which will require major revisions in the 

EIR.

New information of substantial importance, which was not known and 3. 

could not have been known at the time the EIR was certified as com-

plete, becomes available.

An Addendum may be prepared by the Lead Agency that prepared the original 

EIR if some changes or additions are necessary, but none of the conditions 

have occurred requiring preparation of a Subsequent EIR (Section 15164(a)). 

An Addendum must include a brief explanation of the agency’s decision not 

to prepare a Subsequent EIR and be supported by substantial evidence in the 

record as a whole (Section 15164(e)). The Addendum to the EIR need not be 

circulated for public review but it may be included in or attached to the Final 

EIR (Section 15164(c)). The decision-making body must consider the Adden-

dum to the EIR prior to making a decision on the project (15164(d)).

For the reasons set forth in this Addendum, SCAG has determined that an 

Addendum to the 2008 PEIR is the appropriate CEQA document because the 

proposed revisions to the 2008 RTP project list  the following 

conditions of Section 15162(a) for preparation of a Subsequent EIR:

Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major 1. 

revisions in the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involve-

ment of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase 

in the severity of previously identified significant effects.

Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under 2. 

which the project is undertaken which will require major revisions of 

the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new 

significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity 

of previously identified significant effects.

New information of substantial importance, which was not known and 3. 

could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence, 

at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete or the negative 

declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in a. 

the previous EIR;
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Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more se-b. 

vere than shown in the previous EIR;

Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be fea-c. 

sible would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one 

or more significant effects of the project, but the project proponents 

decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different d. 

from those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce 

one or more significant effects on the environment, but the project 

proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.

While the proposed changes to the RTP project list may represent e. 

“New information of substantial importance…” especially at the local 

level, these changes are not substantial at the regional scale analyzed 

in the 2008 PEIR and as stated in 15162(a)(3), proposed changes to 

the 2008 RTP project list would not result in one or more significant 

effects (at the regional level) not discussed in the 2008 PEIR, nor result 

in impacts that are substantially more severe than shown in the 2008 

PEIR.  Moreover, no changes to the mitigation measures contained 

in the 2008 PEIR are being proposed that could trigger additional 

review regarding such measures. Proposed changes to the 2008 RTP 

contained in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 do not result in any of the 

conditions described in CEQA section 15162 subdivision (a).

As indicated in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 (as summarized above), there 

are no substantial changes proposed to this regional scale project (the 2008 

RTP); the 2008 RTP PEIR was certified less than 5 months ago, no substantial 

changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the 

2008 RTP is to be undertaken.

SCAG has assessed the additional projects at the programmatic level and finds 

that the projects identified in this Amendment are consistent with the analy-

sis, mitigation measures, and Findings of Fact contained in the 2008 PEIR. Fur-

ther, SCAG finds that the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list identi-

fied in 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not result in a substantial change to 

the region-wide impacts programmatically addressed in the 2008 PEIR.

Project Description

As noted above the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 includes minor changes to the 

project list contained in the 2008 RTP. There are generally two types of proj-

ects included in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1:

 – These projects appear in the existing 

2008 RTP. Project changes being included in the 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1 include the following : 

minor revisions to project scopes (such as adding additional lanes and 

arterial widening projects, revisions to interchanges and intersections,  

and updating project descriptions to reflect slight modifications and 

the latest project development details, including revised post miles), 

minor revisions to schedules (revised completion years, mostly within 

one to six years of the completion year indicated in the 2008 RTP), 

minor revisions and/or changes in project costs (usually consisting of 

increases to previously estimated costs),   

minor project description revisions to projects that have been 

consolidated,

deletions of duplicate and completed projects.

 – These projects were not included in the 2008 

RTP project list and are being added to the existing 2008 RTP. New proj-

ects represent small technical additions to existing infrastructure that 

were included in the regional level analysis conducted in the 2008 PEIR. 

These projects include:

the conversion of existing HOV lanes to HOT lanes in both Los Ange-

les and Riverside Counties, 

interchange construction and improvements, 
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lane widening at existing interchanges and arterials, and enhanced 

transit services.

The revised 2008 RTP project list can be found in the 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1: Table 1: Imperial County Projects; Table 2: Los Angeles County Projects; 

Table 3: Riverside County Projects; Table 4: San Bernardino; and Table 5: Ven-

tura County Projects. Maps depicting the changes to the 2008 RTP project 

list are shown in Exhibit 1: Imperial County Projects, Exhibit 2: Los Angeles 

County Projects, Exhibit 3: Riverside County Projects, Exhibit 4: San Bernar-

dino County Projects, and Exhibit 5: Ventura County Projects.

Analysis of Impacts

The changes to the 2008 RTP project list identified in the 2008 RTP Amend-

ment #1 would not result in a substantial change to the region-wide impacts 

programmatically addressed in the 2008 PEIR. The 2008 PEIR broadly identifies 

a number of region-wide significant impacts that would result from the nu-

merous transportation policies and projects encompassed by the 2008 RTP.

The 2008 PEIR presents analysis at the programmatic level of various types 

of projects, including both modifications to the existing system such as HOV 

lanes, HOT lanes, and grade crossings as well as new systems such as new 

facilities, goods movement roadway facilities, rail corridors, flyovers, inter-

changes, and High-Speed Regional Transport.

Although the new projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 were 

not identified in the 2008 PEIR, SCAG has assessed these additional projects 

at the programmatic level and finds that they are consistent with the scope, 

goals, and policies contained in the 2008 RTP and with the analysis and con-

clusions presented in the 2008 PEIR. Further, each project will be fully assessed 

at the project-level by the implementing agency in accordance with CEQA, 

NEPA, and all other applicable regulations.

No changes to the mitigation measures contained in the 2008 PEIR are pro-

posed. SCAG has determined that the addition of the projects identified above 

would generally result in impacts that would fall within the range of impacts 

identified in the 2008 PEIR. Therefore, no substantial physical impacts to the 

environment beyond those already anticipated and documented in the 2008 

PEIR are anticipated to result from the inclusion of the proposed projects iden-

tified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1.

AESTHETICS AND VIEWS

The proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list identified in the 2008 RTP 

Amendment #1 are not expected to cause significant adverse impacts to aes-

thetics or views beyond those already described in the 2008 PEIR. Significant 

impacts anticipated in the 2008 PEIR would be the obstruction of scenic views 

and resources, altering areas along state designated scenic highways and vista 

points, creating significant contrasts with the scale, form, line, color and over-

all visual character of the existing landscape, and adding visual urban ele-

ments to rural areas (2008 PEIR pp. 3.1-10 – 3.1-22).

Incorporation of the projects identified in 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would 

not result in a substantial change to the region-wide impacts programmati-

cally addressed in the 2008 PEIR.

AIR QUALITY

The proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list identified in the 2008 RTP 

Amendment #1 are not expected to cause additional significant air quality 

impacts beyond those already identified in the 2008 PEIR. The 2008 PEIR 

identified significant and unavoidable impacts to regional air quality, cancer 

risk increases, and short-term air emissions from implementation of the RTP 

(2008 PEIR pp 3.2-22 – 3.2-43). The conformity analysis prepared for the 2008 

RTP demonstrated a positive conformity finding, showing that federal clean 

air requirements have been met. 

The conformity analysis performed for the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 deter-

mined that the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list meet the re-

gional emissions test and all other federally required conformity tests for all 
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non-attainment and maintenance areas in the SCAG region. The incorpora-

tion of the projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not 

result in a substantial change to the region-wide impacts programmatically 

addressed in the 2008 PEIR.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 

RTP Amendment #1 are consistent with the findings of the 2008 PEIR analy-

sis of biological resources. The 2008 PEIR concluded that implementation of 

the RTP would adversely affect biological resources and result in habitat loss, 

fragmentation and degradation, direct fatalities to wild-life, encroachment of 

non-native species, water diversion and degradation, displacement of riparian, 

wetland, or other sensitive habitats, and other human activities, such as litter, 

light pollution, trampling, off-road vehicle activity and increasing access to 

previously inaccessible and undisturbed areas (2008 PEIR pp 3.3-22 – 3.3-57).

Detailed project-level analysis, including project level mitigation measures, 

will be conducted by each implementing agency for each individual project. 

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses the range of impacts that 

could result from the proposed projects (as revised by the 2008 RTP Amend-

ment #1) at the program level. The incorporation of the projects identified in 

the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not result in a substantial change to the 

region-wide impacts programmatically addressed in the 2008 PEIR.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

The proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 RTP 

Amendment #1 would result in impacts consistent with the findings of the 

2008 PEIR on cultural resources. The 2008 PEIR determined that the devel-

opment of new transportation facilities may affect archaeological and pale-

ontological resources, primarily through the disturbance of buried resources. 

Additionally, the development of new transportation facilities may affect his-

toric architectural resources (structures 50 years or older), either through di-

rect affects to buildings within the proposed project area, or through indirect 

affects to the area surrounding a resource if it creates a visually incompatible 

structure adjacent to a historic structure (2008 PEIR pp. 3.4-19 - 3.4-29).

Incorporation of the projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would 

not result in a substantial change to the region-wide impacts programmati-

cally addressed in the 2008 PEIR.

ENERGY

The proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 

RTP Amendment #1 are not expected to cause significant energy impacts be-

yond those identified in the 2008 PEIR. The 2008 PEIR concluded that signifi-

cant impacts would result from an increase in transportation-related energy 

demands. Impacts that would occur upon implementation of the 2008 RTP 

include the substantial increase in consumption of electricity, natural gas, 

gasoline, diesel, and other non-renewable energy types and the potential in-

ability to meet greenhouse gas reduction levels identified in AB32 (2008 PEIR 

pp. 3.5-32 – 3.5-46).

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses the range of impacts that 

could result from these projects at the program level. Incorporation of the 

projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not result in a sub-

stantial change to the region-wide impacts programmatically addressed in the 

2008 PEIR.

GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND SEISMICITY

Potential impacts on geology, soils, and seismicity resulting from the proposed 

changes to the 2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1 would be consistent with the findings of the 2008 PEIR. The 2008 PEIR 

identified that damage to transportation infrastructure can result from geolog-

ic and seismic activity, such as surface rupture, ground shaking, subsidence, 

liquefaction, soil expansion and land-sliding. In addition work associated with 

implementation of the 2008 RTP could cause impacts such as soil erosion and 

ground instability. However, incorporation of mitigation measures identified 
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in the 2008 PEIR would alleviate significant impacts associated with geological 

safety (2008 PEIR pp. 3.6-17 – 3.6-25).

Detailed project level analysis, including project level mitigation measures, 

will be conducted by the implementing agency of each project. The incor-

poration of the projects identified in 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not 

result in a substantial change to the region-wide impacts programmatically 

addressed in the 2008 PEIR.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Potential impacts on hazardous materials from the proposed changes to the 

2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 RTP  Amendment #1 would be 

consistent with the findings of the 2008 PEIR. The 2008 PEIR concluded that 

the RTP would facilitate the movement of goods, including hazardous ma-

terials, through the region. The potential significant impacts include poten-

tial hazards created due to the disturbance of contaminated property during 

implementation of the 2008 RTP and risk of accidental releases due to an in-

crease in the transportation of hazardous materials and the potential for such 

releases to reach schools within one-quarter mile of transportation facilities 

affected by the 2008 RTP (2008 PEIR pp. 3.7-12 – 3.7-18).

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses impacts at the program 

level that could result from the projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amend-

ment #1. Incorporation of the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list 

would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified 

in the 2008 PEIR.

LAND USE

Potential impacts to land use that could result from the proposed changes 

to the 2008 RTP project list  contained in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 are 

anticipated to result in impacts consistent with the findings of the 2008 PEIR. 

The 2008 PEIR analyzed potential impacts of the 2008 RTP on land use consis-

tency and compatibility. The 2008 PEIR concluded that the RTP would result 

in significant impacts that could disrupt and divide established communities 

or cause inconsistencies with general plans or other adopted local land use 

policies and plans (2008 PEIR pp. 3.8-10 – 3.8-17).

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses impacts at the program 

level that could result from the projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amend-

ment #1. Incorporation of the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list 

would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified 

in the 2008 PEIR.

NOISE

Potential noise impacts from the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project 

list  identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 are anticipated to be consistent 

with the findings of the 2008 PEIR for noise. The projects could potentially 

cause temporary or permanent increases in ambient noise levels and expose 

noise-sensitive land uses to noise increases in excess of acceptable levels. How-

ever, the assessment in the 2008 PEIR Noise Chapter adequately evaluates 

these impacts at the programmatic level and includes mitigation measures to 

be implemented at the project level (2008 PEIR pp. 3.9-13 – 3.9-32). Impacts 

from the proposed project identified in this Amendment would be expected to 

fall within the range of impacts previously identified in the 2008 PEIR.

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses impacts at the program 

level that could result from the projects identified in 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1. Incorporation of the proposed changes to the  2008 RTP project list would 

not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 

2008 PEIR.

OPEN SPACE

Potential impacts to open space resources from the proposed changes to the 

2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 are antici-

pated to be consistent with the findings of the 2008 PEIR for open space. The 

2008 PEIR concluded that the RTP would result in significant impacts such as 
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the loss and disturbance of agricultural lands, the loss and disturbance of open 

space and/or recreational lands, and the deterioration and decreased perfor-

mance of recreational facilities through increased use by a growing population 

(2008 PEIR pp. 3.10-20 – 3.10-33).

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses impacts at the program 

level that could result from the projects identified in 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1. Incorporation of the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list would 

not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified in the 

2008 PEIR.

POPULATION, HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT

Potential impacts to population, housing, and employment from the proposed 

changes to the 2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1 are anticipated to be consistent with the findings for the 2008 PEIR. The 

2008 PEIR analyzed potential impacts to population growth and current resi-

dential and business land uses that could occur upon implementation of the 

2008 RTP. The 2008 PEIR concluded that the RTP would result in significant 

impacts to population growth and the displacement of a number of existing 

homes and businesses (2008 PEIR pp. 3.11-9 – 3.11-14).

These impacts are within the range of impacts assessed at the programmatic 

level in the 2008 PEIR. Therefore, inclusion of the projects identified in the 

2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not result in a substantial change to the 

region-wide impacts programmatically addressed in the 2008 PEIR.

PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILIT IES

The potential impacts from the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list  

identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 are anticipated to be within the 

range of, and consistent with the findings of the 2008 PEIR for public services 

and utilities of the 2008 PEIR. Anticipated significant cumulative impacts 

include demand for more police, fire, emergency personnel and facilities; 

demand for more school facilities and teachers; demand for additional solid 

waste services, and increased potential of encountering and severing utility 

lines during implementation of the 2008 RTP (2008 PEIR pp. 3.12-14 – 3.12-

25).

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses impacts at the program 

level that could result from the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list 

identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1. Incorporation of the proposed 

changes to the 2008 RTP project list would not result in any additional signifi-

cant impacts beyond those identified in the 2008 PEIR.

SECURITY AND EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS

Potential impacts to security and emergency preparedness from the proposed 

changes to the 2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment 

#1 are anticipated to be consistent with the findings for the 2008 PEIR. The 

2008 PEIR determined that implementation of the 2008 RTP could impair 

transportation safety, security, and reliability; inhibit response and recovery 

from major human-caused or natural disaster events, and increase the number 

of households in areas subject to wildfires (2008 PEIR pp. 3.13-14 – 3.13-22).

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses impacts at the program 

level that could result from the projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amend-

ment #1. Incorporation of the proposed  changes to the 2008 RTP project list 

would not result in any additional significant impacts beyond those identified 

in the 2008 PEIR.

TRANSPORTATION

Proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list  identified in the 2008 RTP 

Amendment #1 are not expected to cause significant adverse impacts on re-

gion-wide transportation beyond what was analyzed in the 2008 PEIR. The 

2008 PEIR utilized data from the 2035 transportation model output to present 

a regional analysis for the impacts of the 2008 RTP on transportation. The 

2008 PEIR identifies the following significant impacts from implementation 

of the 2008 RTP: increased Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT); increased vehicle 
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hours traveled (VHT); increased  average daily VHT in delay for heavy-duty 

truck trips; increased percentage of work opportunities within a 45 minute 

travel time; and decreased system-wide fatality accident rate and injury ac-

cident rate in the SCAG region (2008 PEIR pp. 3.14-21 – 3.3-28).

Analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addressed impacts that could result from 

the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 at the program level. Therefore, inclusion of 

the projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not result in a 

substantial change to the region-wide impacts programmatically addressed in 

the 2008 PEIR.

WATER RESOURCES

The potential impacts from the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list  

identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 are anticipated to be within the 

range of, and consistent with the findings of the 2008 PEIR on water resources. 

The 2008 PEIR identified decreased surface water quality, the potential for 

substantial erosion and/or siltation due to altered drainage patterns, decreased 

stormwater infiltration and groundwater recharge, and an increase in imper-

vious surfaces and potential flooding hazards as a significant adverse impact 

(2008 PEIR pp. 3.15-35 – 3.15-54).

The analysis in the 2008 PEIR adequately addresses region-wide impacts at 

the program level that could result from the 2008 RTP with the addition of 

projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1. Incorporation of the pro-

posed changes to the 2008 RTP project list would not result in any additional 

significant impacts beyond those identified in the 2008 PEIR.

Comparison of Alternatives

The proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list identified in the 2008 RTP 

Amendment #1 would not significantly affect the comparison of alternatives 

in the 2008 PEIR. Final Amendment #1 to the 2008 RTP is within the scope 

of the programmatic-level comparison among the alternatives considered in 

the 2008 PEIR: 1) No Project; 2) Modified 2004 RTP Alternative; and 3) The 

Envision Alternative. The analysis in the Comparison of Alternatives chap-

ter of the 2008 PEIR would not be significantly affected by the inclusion of 

the projects identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1. Therefore, no further 

comparison is required at the programmatic level.

Long-Term Effects

The changes to the 2008 RTP project list identified in the 2008 RTP Amend-

ment #1 would result in impacts within the scope of the discussion pre-

sented in the long-term effects chapter of the 2008 PEIR, which includes an 

assessment of programmatic level unavoidable impacts, irreversible impacts, 

growth inducing impacts, and cumulative impacts (2008 PEIR pp. 5-1 – 5-10). 

Unavoidable and irreversible impacts from the inclusion changes to the 2008 

RTP project list identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 are reasonably cov-

ered by the unavoidable and irreversible impacts previously discussed in the 

certified 2008 PEIR.

Any growth inducing impacts are expected to be approximately equivalent 

to those previously disclosed in the 2008 PEIR (2008 PEIR pp. 5-1 – 5-10). 

Overall, the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list presented in the 

2008 RTP Amendment #1, and analyzed in the 2008 PEIR are within the scope 

of the broad, programmatic-level impacts identified and disclosed in the 2008 

PEIR. Thus, the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 is consistent with the findings on 

long-term effects analysis contained in the 2008 PEIR.

Conclusion

After completing a programmatic environmental assessment of the proposed 

changes to the 2008 RTP project list, SCAG finds that the proposed changes 

identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 would not result in either new sig-

nificant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previ-

ously identified significant effects. The proposed changes are not substantial 

changes in the context of the region which would require major revisions to 

the programmatic, region-wide analysis presented in the 2008 PEIR.
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Further, SCAG finds that the proposed changes to the 2008 RTP project list 

identified in the 2008 RTP Amendment #1 do not significantly affect the com-

parison of regional alternatives or the potential significant impacts previously 

disclosed in the 2008 PEIR. As such, SCAG has assessed the proposed changes 

to the 2008 RTP project list at the programmatic level, and finds that inclusion 

of the proposed changes would be consistent with the analysis and mitiga-

tion measures contained in the 2008 PEIR, as well as the Findings of Fact and 

Statement of Overriding Considerations made in connection with the 2008 

RTP. Therefore, a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not required and this Ad-

dendum #1 to the 2008 PEIR fulfills the requirements of CEQA.
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S
CAG is required to provide a 30-day public review and comment pe-

riod for the Draft Amendment. A Notice of Availability and Public 

Hearing was posted on the SCAG website at www.scag.ca.gov on Oc-

tober 3, 2008, and published in major newspapers in the six-county 

region. The Draft Amendment was made available on the SCAG website and 

hard copies were made available for review at SCAG offices and public librar-

ies throughout the region. Written comments were accepted until 5:00pm on 

November 7, 2008, and were directed to:

Southern California Association of Governments
Attention: Ryan Kuo
818 West Seventh Street
Los Angeles, CA 90017

or to kuo@scag.ca.gov

A public hearing was held at SCAG’s Los Angeles Office at 10:00am on October 

23, 2008.

Comments were received from three sources, and are summarized in Table 6.1, 

along with SCAG’s responses to the comments. The original comment letters 

are attached at the end of this Amendment document.

SCAG fully coordinated this Amendment with the region’s stakeholders 

through SCAG’s committee and task force structure. Specifically, staff provided 

periodic reports regarding this Amendment to the Transportation Committee 

(TC), Transportation Conformity Working Group (TCWG), and Subregional 

Coordinators Group.

In fulfillment of AB1246 requirements, the Amendment was brought to the 

Regional Transportation Agencies Coalition (RTAC) on November 6, 2008.

The final Amendment was adopted by the Regional Council on December 4, 

2008.
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TABLE 6.1 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

DATE NAME AFFILIATION FORMAT COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT

Fagan, Paul B. E-mail
I-10

-

“One HOV lane in each direction from Haven Avenue to 
Ford Street, widen undercrossings, replace overcross-

City of Irvine Letter

and does not have any comments, as the proposed 

document and request that you forward any additional 
amendments to the City for review.
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DATE NAME AFFILIATION FORMAT COMMENT SUMMARY RESPONSE TO COMMENT

United States 
Environmental 

Protection Agency
Letter

-

to address congested commuter corridors and better 

discussion of the potential impacts of converting these 

of these transportation facilities. Additionally, the EPA 

discussion of the broader impacts of converting more 

study and evaluation of proposed operational changes 
to the HOV lane system to fully understand the mobility, 
safety, and air quality impacts, as well as any implica-

and evaluations in order to fully characterize the im-

in other parts of the region, including the SR-710 Gap 

EPA recommends that SCAG consider other uses of the 
toll revenue that may encourage less single-occupant 
vehicle use and more transit use.

this strategy. At the conclusion of the demonstration, if the consensus is that 

of service on these facilities can be better quantified and documented only at 

be addressed in the most meaningful manner in the process of making these 
conversions permanent.

SCAG is embarking on a comprehensive regional congestion pricing study 

significant transit service enhancements along the demonstration corridors. 

proposed facility would be returned to that facility for purposes of supporting 

SCAG acknowledges the importance of evaluating further uses of net toll rev-
enues to support, for example, transit enhancements along specific corridors 

pricing study will evaluate the integration of various congestion pricing strate-

enhancements and parking policies.

Original comment letters are attached at the end of this document.
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T
his Amendment maintains the integrity of the transportation confor-

mity as well as the fiscal constraints of the existing 2008 RTP. Further-

more, the PEIR Addendum associated with this Amendment concludes 

that the proposed project changes would not result in either new 

significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of 

previously identified significant effects. Appropriate and adequate procedures 

have been followed in ensuring coordination of this Amendment allowing all 

concerned parties, stakeholders, and the public ample opportunities to voice 

concern and provide input. In conclusion, this Amendment #1 to the 2008 

RTP complies with all applicable federal and state requirements, including the 

Transportation Conformity Rule.
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1

Ryan Kuo

From: Paul Fagan [paul_fagan@dot.ca.gov]
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008 8:14 AM
To: Ryan Kuo
Cc: David Rubinow; Philip Law; Lisa Poe; Mark Lancaster; john_ashton; Diane Morales; Gary Green; Jamal Elsaleh; Robert So; Paul 

Fagan
Subject: Comments on the Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan Amendment #1 and Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Improvement 

Program Amendment #08-01

Attachments: SCAG_2008_Regional_Transp_Plan_Amend_#1_Comments_Oct_2_2008_pbf.pdf

SCAG_2008_Region
al_Transp_Plan...

Dr. Paul B. Fagan
Senior Transportation Planner
District 8 RTIP/FTIP & Regional Transportation Conformity Coordinator Program Management, MS 1231 Division of 
Program/Project Management California Department of Transportation District 8
464 West Fourth Street, 6th Floor
San Bernardino CA 92401-1400
E-mail   paul_fagan@dot.ca.gov
Public    (909) 383-5902
Cell        (909) 963-8923
Fax        (909) 383-6938

Ryan :

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on SCAG's Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan Amendment #1 and Draft 2008 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program Amendment #08-01 available at :

http://scag.ca.gov/rtp2008/amendment.htm

The comments concern two San Bernardino County State Highway projects  - one on US-395 and one on I-10.

(See attached file:
SCAG_2008_Regional_Transp_Plan_Amend_#1_Comments_Oct_2_2008_pbf.pdf)

US-395



2

The Project Total Cost (PTC) for the US-395-PM4.0/19.3 Interim Widening (RTIP ID 200451 RTP Model # 4M0802, Caltrans EA 
0F6300) should read $136,870 in line with Caltrans' Project Manager John Ashton's September 15,
2008 SANBAG RTIP Form.

I-10

To ensure the RTP and RTIP project scopes are consistent for the SBd-10 Widening (RTIP ID 0C2500, RTP Model # 4H01001, 
Caltrans EA 0C2500), the project description should be modified slightly as follows :

"One HOV lane in each direction from Haven Avenue to Ford Street, widen undercrossings, replace overcrossings and 
realign ramps"

If you have any questions, please e-mail me or call me at 909-383-5902.

All the best.  Paul
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